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Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  (No.  2) 
BiU  [BiU  194]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
QSh^,''^{Mr.  Richard  Smyth)  ..  ..  ..303 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  ''  this  House  will,  upon  this 
day  two  months,  resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee," — {Mr.  Maurice 
Brooksy) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

After  long  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the 
dock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


LOEDS,  THUESDAT,  AUGUST  3. 

Loads  Lieutenant — Choice  of  Maqistbates — Personal  Explanation,  The 

Earl  of  Sandwich ;  Eeplj,  The  Duke  of  Eichmond  and  Gordon  . .     365 

Gaslight  and  Coke  Company  Bill — 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3» "        . .  . .  . .     367 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  {**  now  ")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  (**  upon  this  day  three  months,") — {The  Earl  of  Camperdown.) 

After  short  debate,  on  Question,  That  (''now")  stand  part  of  the 
Motion?  their  Lordships  divided;  Contents  34,  Not-Contents  21;  Ma- 
jority 13  : — Resolved  in  the  Affirmative. 

Bill  read  3*  accordingly,  with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  sent  to 
the  Commons. 

North  America — Extradition — 

Adjourned  debate  on  the  Motion  of  Earl  Oranville — ''That  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for  further  Correspondence  re- 
specting Extradition,"  resumed  (accordingto  Order)        . .  . .     371 

After  long  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 


COMMONS,  THUESDAY.  AUGUST  3. 

Army  —  Captain   Eoberts  —  94th  Eegiment  —  The   Court  Martial — 

Question,  Mr.  Stacpoole ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck  . .     414 

Treaties  respecting  Non-European  Countries — Hertslet's  "Map  of 
Europe  by  Treaty" — Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ..  ..  ..416 

Public    Health  —  The  Sheerness   Sewers — Question,  Mr.  Pemberton  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  G-athome  Hardy  ..  ..  ..416 

Army  (India) — Arrears  of  Pay — Question,  Colonel  Jervis ;  Answer,  Mr. 

G-athome  Hardy  ..  ..  .,  ..     417 

Army  —  Captain  Egberts — The  94th  Eegiment — Question,  Mr.  Callan; 

Answer,  Mr.  Qathome  Hardy  . ,  . .  . .     418 

Army — The  Moncrieff  G-un  Carriage — Question,  Mr.  Maitland ;  Answer, 

Lord  Eustace  Cecil  ..  ..  ..  ..418 

Public   Health   Act,    1872 — Medical  Officers  of  Health — Question, 

Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  . .  . .     419 

Army  —  The  Auxiliary  Forces  —  The  Bucks  Yeomanry— Question,  Mr. 

J.  Q.  Hubbard ;  Answer,  Mr.  Qathome  Hardy  . .  . .     419 
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The  Boyal  Mint— The  New  Site — Question,  Hr.  Hankey ;  Answer,  Hr. 

W.  H.  Smith  . .  . .  . .  . .     420 

Mebohaitt  Shipping  Acts — ^Lioht  Dues — Question,  Mr.  Norwood ;  Answer, 

Sir  Charles  Adderley  . .  . .  . .  • .     421 

Public  Health  —  The  Eaglet  Milk  Epidemic — Question,  Mr.  Charley; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sdater-Booth  . .  . .  . .     421 

Armt — ^MnJTABY  Pbisonebs — ^Handcupfs — Question,  Mr.  Hayter ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  . .     422 

Commercial    Frauds  —  Legislation  —  Question,   Sir  George  Campbell ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .     422 

Turkey — Guaranteed  Loan,  1855 — Question,  Colonel  Mure ;  Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .     423 

United  States — Extradition — ^Return  of  Cases — Question,  Sir  William 

Harcourt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  . .     424 

Criminal  Law  (Ireland) — The  Convict  Ejrwan — Question,  Mr.  Callan  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  . .  . .  424 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on   Sunday   (Ireland)  Bill — Observa- 
tions, Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson    . ,  . .  . .  . .     424 

Moved,  '*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,"  —  {Sir  Wilfrid  Lmoeon ;) — 
After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Elementary  Education  Bill  [BiU  277]— 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Consideration,"  —  {Vieeaunt 
Sandon)  • •  . .  . .  . .  . .     437 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  principles  have  been  introduced  into  this  Bill 
since  its  Second  Reading  which  were  not  then  either  mentioned  to  or  contemplated 
by  the  House,  which  tend  to  disturb  the  basis  on  which  Elementary  Education  now 
rests,  to  impede  the  formation  of  new  schools,  to  introduce  discord  and  confusion  into 
the  Election  of  School  Boards,  and  to  place  the  management  of  schools  in  the  hands 
of  persons  who  neither  contribute  to  their  support  nor  are  elected  by  the  ratepayers," 
— {The  Marquets  of  HartingUm,) — instead  thereof. 

After  debate.  Question  put,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question:" — The  House  divided;  Ayes  182,  Noes  120; 
Majority  62. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  considered : — Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  line  17,  after  the  word  "  pay,"  to  insert  the  words  "  If  the  parent  of  any  child 
who  is  resident  in  the  district  of  a  School  Board  is  unable,  by  reason  of  poverty,  to 
pay  the  fees  of  such  child  at  a  public  elementary  school,  or  any  part  of  such  fee,  and 
if  the  School  Board  fails  to  make  regulations,  under  Clauses  twenty-five  and  seventy, 
four  of  the  Elementary  Education  Act  of  1870  for  the  payment  of  the  same,  it  shall 
be  the  duty  of  the  guardians,  if  satisfied  of  such  inability,  to  pay  the  same  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  this  section," — {Zord  Robert  Montagu.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — ^Afber  long 
debate,  Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 


LOEDS,  FETOAT,  AUGUST  4. 
Juries  Procedure  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  196)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2',"— (7%^  Lord  President)  . .     496 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  com- 
tnittedto  a  Gomzoittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Mondag  nhsi. 
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Poor  Law  Bating  (Ireland)  BlU  (No.  197)— 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\''^The  Lord  Prmdenf)  . .  499 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2'  aeoordingly,  and  eommitted  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

IjSCDlAJX  GOVEENMENT — AdDBESS  FOE  FaFEBS — 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for,  Despatch  from  the 
Government  of  India,  72  Public,  of  24th  December,  1874 ;  Copies  of  any  Dissents  to  the 
Despatches  of  the  Secretary  of  State  of  3lBt  May  1876,  recorded  by  Members  of  the 
Council  of  Lidia,'' — {Earl  Granville)  .  •  . .  . .      499 

After  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Then,  an  Address  for  Copy  of  reply  to  despatch  from  the  Gbvemment  of 
India,  72  Public,  24th  December,  1874,  being  moved  by  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbtjby,  the  same  was  agreed  to, 

Eduoation — Schools — Question,  Observations,  Lord  Aberdare ;  Beply,  The 

Duke  of  Richmond  and  Oordon  . .  . .  . .     518 

COMMONS,  FEIDAT,  AUGUST  4. 

PooB  Law  (Ibelaot))  —  UinoN  Wobkhousbs  —  Question,  Mr.  Macartney; 

Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh  . .  . .  . .     515 

Metbopolis — Hyde   Pabk — Rotten   Row — Questions,  Mr.  Repton,  Mr. 

Mellor ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .  . .  . .     516 

Railways — ^Accident  on  the   Gbeat  Westebn  Railway  at  Boubton — 

Question,  Mr.  Goldney ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  . ,     516 

Tbbaties  bespeotinq  Non-Eubopean  Coxjntbies — Hebtslet's  "Map  op 
EuBOPE  BY  Tbeaty" — Qucstiou,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer, 
Mr.  Bourke     . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     517 

Elementary  Education  Bill  [Bill  277]^ 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  [Srd  August] : 
— Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — 
Debate  renuned  . .  . .  . .  . .     518 

After  long  debate,  it  beinff  after  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  clock, 
further  proceeding  on  (x>nsideration  of  the  Bill  was  adjourned  till  thU 
day. 

And  it  being  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  House  suspended  its  sitting. 
The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :" — 

Repobt  on  the  Factoby  and  Wobkshops  Acts  —  Postponement  op 
Resolution — Question,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Tennant  . .  . .  . .  . .  . ,     550 

Motion,  by  leave,  postponed, 

Pabliament — Abbanoembnt  of  Pubuo  Business — Question,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer       . .  . ,     550 

Motion,  '^That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  by  leave,  with- 
drawn : — Committee  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

Elementary  Education  Bill  [BiU  277]— 

Further  Proceedings  [4th  Aug^t]  on  Consideration  of   the  Bill,   as 

amended,  resumed  . .  • .  . .  . .     551 

Amendments  made : — ^Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 
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PoUution  of  Eivers  BiU  [BiU  276]— 

Moved  J    ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read   a  thir^  time/'  —  {Mr.   Sclater- 

Booth)  , ,  . .  , ,  , .  , .     556 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave   out  the  word  ''  now/'  and  at  the  end 

of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day  month/' — {Mr, 

Dillwyn,) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pasnd. 

Sheriff  Ctotirts  (Scotland)  BiU  [Bill  96]— 

Movedy  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  —  {27ie  Lord 
AdvoeaU)        . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     561 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **it  is  inexpedient  to  legislate  on  this  mafcter  without  extending  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Sheriff  Courts," — (Mr.  AruUrtonf) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — BUI  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 
mitted  for  Monday  next. 

Forfeiture  Belief  BiU  [BiU  259]~ 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered     . .  . .  . .  . .     565 

[House  counted  out.] 


COMMONS,  SATUEDAY,  AUGUST  6. 

Scotland — The  King's  Fabk  at  Stibling — Question,  Sir  William  Stirling- 
Maxwell;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith        . .  . .  . .     565 

Elementary  Education  Bill  [BiU  277]^ 

Movedy  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  third  time," — ( Visoount  Sandon)  . .     566 
After  long  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  119,  Noes 

46;  Majority  73. 
BiU  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Supply — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair :  " — 

Egypt — Mb.    Cave's   Mission — Egyptian    Finance — Observations,    Sir 
George  CampbeU;  Beplj,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave  : — Debate  thereon         . .     615 

India — Wae  Office  Chabges — ^Besoltttion — Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  it  is  inexpedient  to  consider  any  more  Estimates  of  this  kind,  until  it  is 
satisfactorily  proved  by  proper  statements  as  to  how  the  funds  previously  advanced 
during  the  past  five  or  six  years  by  the  India  Office,  on  account  of  the  Military 
charges  demiyed  by  the  War  Oface  for  India,  have  been  used  by  the  Treasury, 
whe&er  in  payment  of  War  Office  claims  or  in  swelling  the  Revenue  of  the  King- 
dom," — {Sir  George  Balfoury) — instead  thereof       . .  . .  . .      553 

After  short  debate.  Question^  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

YOL.  CCXXXT.    [thibj)  sbbies.]     [  <?  ] 
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SUPPLY — considered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
£2,200,  Mr.  Cave's  Missioii  to  Egypt. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agned  to         . .       666 
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£9,200,  Suez  Canal,  British  Directors. 


CiYiL  Seryioe  Estimates. 


^3.^  £129,922,  to  complete  the  som  for  Public  Buildings,  Ireland. 

(4.1  £27,493,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Privy  Counol  Office. 

^5.^  £93,292,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Local  Government  Board,  Ireland. 

VS.S  £10,098,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  National  GkiUery. 

(7.)  £12,400,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Learned  Societies  and  Scientific  Investigation. 

— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .       666 

(Sj)  £163,163,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Diplomatic  Services. — After  short  debate. 

Vote  agreed  to         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .        666 


(9.^  £184,896,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Consular  Services. 

iio.j  £13,243,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Hospitals  and  Infim 
II.)  £3,476,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Miscellaneous  Charitable  Allowances,   &c,. 
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Ireland. 

£170,000,  Charges  defrayed  by  the  "War  Office  on  account  of  India. 
£3,500,  Science  and  Art  Department  Buildings. 
[14.)  £16,000,  Metropolitan  Police  Courts. 
£2,545,  Burlington  House. 
£4,900,  Edinburgh  Arboretum. 

Civil  Service  Estimates — Supplementaey — Class  V. 


(17.)    £35,000,  Supplementary  sum  for  Qrants  in  Aid  of  Expenditure  in  certain 

Colonies. 
(18.)  £29,101,  Duke  of  Leeds*  Pension  Commutation. 
(19).  £67,000,  Supplementary  sum  for  the  Post  Office. 
(20.)  £33,000,  Supplementary  sum  for  the  Post  Office  Telegraphs. 

Kesolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday, 

Navy  and  Akmy  Expenditure,  1874-5 — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [18th  July"], 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  (for  Committee  on  Navy 
and  Army  Expenditure,  1874-5) : — Question  again  proposed : — Debate 
renumed  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .      656 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Matter  considered  in 
Committee. 

Resolutions  moved,  and,  after  short  debate,  agreed  to ;  to  be  reported  upon 
Monday, 

Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  39]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered     . .  . .  . .  . .     661 

Amendments  made : — Further  Proceeding  adjourned  till  Monday. 

Chairmen's  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave  {The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland)  . .  . .     664 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  to  amend  the  Laws  relating 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  Lreland,  ordered 
{Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Sir  Michael  Micks-Beach) ;  presented, 
and  read  the  first  time    [Bill  286.] 

Juries  (Dublin)  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave  {The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland)  , .  . .     664 
After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question,  **  That  the  Debate  be 

now  adjourned," — {Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,) — put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Debate 

adjourned  till  Monday, 
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Ways  and  Means — 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved^  That,  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  service 
of  tiie  year  ending  on  the  3lBt  day  of  March  1877,  the  sum  of  £28,703,043  be  granted, 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  M<mday, 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  AUGUST  7. 
Cattle  Disease  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  195)— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (2%^  Lord  Prmdent)  . .     666 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Oonunittee  of  the  Whole  House  To-morroto. 

Bishopric  of  Truro  Bill  (No.  201)— 

Movedy  **  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2\''—{Tke  Lord  President)  . .     669 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 

Army — The  Reserves — Address  for  Papers — 

Moved  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for,  Papers  showing  why 
the  conditions  of  service  in  the  fifth  paragraph  of  the  Regulations  for  the  Discipline 
and  Payment  of  the  Army  Boserve,  that  the  provisions  of  the  Mutiny  Act  and  Articles 
of  War  should  apply  to  the  Force  whenever  it  is  called  out  for  training  and  exercise, 
were  not  carried  out  from  1871  to  2nd  March  1876;  and  for  any  papers  showing 
how  many  men  of  the  1st  Class  Army  Reserve  have  been  invalided, — {The  Lord 
Strathnaim)  . .  . .  . .  . .  670 

After  debate,  on  Question  ?  Resolved  in  the  Negative. 

Erne  Lough  and  River  Bill  (No.  189)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (2%^  Lord  President)  . .     688 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  committed  for  To-morrow. 

Ardglass  Harbour  Bill  (No.  198)— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"- (7%ij  Lord  President)  . .     688 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  committed  for  To-morrow. 
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Africa  (West  Coast) — Native  Labourers — African  Mail  Steamers — 

Question,  Mr.  Errington ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther        . .  , ,     690 

Army — Mobilization  —  The    Longford    Rifle    Militia  — Question,  Mr. 

Errington ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  , .  , .     691 

Dover  Harbour — Question,  Mr.  Freshfield ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer      . .  . .  . .  . .  , .     691 

Indla  —  Banda  and  Kirwee   Booty — Question,  General  Shute;   Answer, 

Lord  George  Hamilton         . .  . .  . .  . .     692 

The    Record    Office  —  Destruction   and    Sale    of   Public   Records — 

Question,  Mr.  W.  Gt>rdon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .     692 

Irish  Church  Temporalities  Commission — National  Monuments  (Ire- 
land)— Question,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Eticks- 
Beach  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     693 

Spain — War  Taxes  in  Cuba — Question,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright;  Answer,  Mr. 

Bourke  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     694 

Inland  Revenue  Department — Question,  Mr.  Massey ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer        . ,  . .  . .  . .     695 

Office    of   Chief    Commissioner    of    Works  —  Question,   Mr.  Dillwyn ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  . .  . .  . .  . .     695 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill — Lords'  Amendments — Question,  Mr.  Norwood ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  . .  , .  . .  •  •    ^^^ 
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DuNKELD  BBiDaE  Tbtjst — Quostioii,  Mr.  Anderson;   Answer,  The  Lord 

Advocate         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     696 

Army — Militia  Subgeons — Compensation — ^Question,  Mr.  Lyon  Playfair; 

Answer,  Mr.  G-athome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .     697 

Criminal  Law — Eemission  of  Sentences — Question,  Dr.  Kenealy ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . ,  . .  . .     697 

India  Office  Eeturn — Question,  Colonel  Jervis;  Answer,  Lord  George 

Hamilton        . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     698 

Army — Eetttrn  of  Arrears  of  Pay — Question,  Colonel  Jervis;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  , .  . .  , .  . .     698 

Army  —  Purchase  and  Exchange — Question,  Mr.  Hayter;   Answer,  Mr. 

Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  . .     699 

Ports,    Harbours,    &c.,    United    Kingdom  —  Question,    Mr.  Whitwell ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  . .  . .  . .     699 

India — Leprosy — Question,   Sir  Patrick  O'Brien;   Answer,  Lord  George 

Hamilton  . .  . .  . .  , .  . .     700 

Customs  —  Office    of   the   Solicitor  —  Question,    Sir    George    Bowyer; 

Answers,  Sir  Charles  Adderley,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .  . .     700 

Turkey  —  The  Geneva  Convention — Question,  Captain  Nolan;  Answer, 

Mr.  Disraeli    . .  , .  ...  . ,  . .     701 

Barbadoes — The  late  Riots — Question,  Mr.  Thomhill;   Answer,  Mr.  J. 

Lowther  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     702 

New  Forest — Stony  Cross  Inclosurb — Question,  Mr.  Fawcett;  Answer, 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .  . .  . .  . .     702 

Elementary  Education  Act,  1870  —  Cardiff  School  Board — Question, 

Mr.  Eichard ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  . .  . .  •  •     703 

Prisons  (Scotland)  Bill — Question,  Mr.  M'Laren ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 

Cross  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     704 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — ^Arrangement  of  Public  Business 
— Eesolution — 

Moved,  "That  upon  Tuesdays  Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence  over  Notices  of 
Motion,  Government  Orders  havings  priority,  and  that  Government  Orders  have 
priority  upon  Wednesdays," — (Jfr.  Diaraelt)  . .  '  •  . .      704 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  **and  that  GK>vernment 

Orders  have  priority  upon  Wednesdays," — {Mr,  Butt,) 
Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question:" — After  short  debate.  Question  put: — The  House 

divided;  Ayes  99,  Noes  45;  Majority  54. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Supply — Eepoet — Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Report 
of  Supply  be  now  received :  " — 

Railway   Accident — ^Reward    to   John   Ohiddy  —  Observations,  Lord 
Elcho ;  Reply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  , .  . .     712 

Sweden— British  Church  at  Stockholm — Observations,  Mr.  Beresford 
Hope ;  Reply,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .     714 

Indian   Civil   Service  Competition — Observations,  Mr.  Lowe;   Reply, 
Lord  George  Hamilton         . .  . .  . .  . .     7i7 

Turkey — The  Reported   Atrocities  in   Buloarla — Observations,  Mr. 

Anderson ;  Reply,  Mr.  Bourke : — Debate  thereon       . .  . .     721 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Resolutions  [August  5]  reported : — First  Seven  Resolutions  ojfreed  to. 
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Supply— Bbpoet— continued. 
On  Eighth  Besolutioii — 

Pektt — The  Case  of  the  "  Talisman  " — 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  **  £163,163,"  and  insert  "  £161,163," 
— (Dr.  Cam$ron^) — instead  thereof         . .  . .  . .     746 

Question  proposed,  ''That  £163,163  stand  part  of  the  said  Resolu- 
tion."— Aftier  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Subsequent  Nine  Resolutions  agreed  to. 

On  Eighteenth  Resolution — 
The  Duke  of  Schombebo's  Pension — Commutation — 

Amendment  proposed,  ''  That  the  said  Resolution  be  not  agreed  to," — 
(^Mr.  Joseph  Cowen)  . .  . .  . .  . .     766 

After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn :  —  Resolution 
agreed  to. 

Remaining  Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Ways  and  Means — ^Repoet — Resolution  [August  5]  reported  . .     768 

After  short  debate,  Resolution  agreed  to. 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  BUI  {Lords)  [Bill  111]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee    [^Progress  7th  Julg']  . .  . .     769 

After  long  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 

Oommons  Bill- 
Lords  Amendments  considered  . .  . .  . .  . .     773 

Amendments,  as  far  as  the  Amendment  in  page  22,  line  33,  read  a  second 

time,  and  agreed  to. 
Page  22,  line  33,  after  the  word  ''  situate,"  to  insert  the  words 

"but  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  commons  or  waste  lands 
whereon  the  rights  of  common  are  vested  solely  in  the  lord  of  the  manor," 

the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second  time. 

Movedy  **  That  this  House  doth  a^ee  with  the  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment:"— The  "ELovLse  divided ;  Ayes  47,  Noes  18;  Majority  29. 
Subsequent  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  39]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  [5th  August] 
proposed  (on  Consideration  of  the  Bill,  as  amended),  page  3,  line  42, 
after  the  word  ''privilege,"  to  insert  the  words  ''or  to  be  selected  to 
any  corporate  office :  " — Debate  resumed   . .  , .  . .     774 

After  short  debate.  Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  made : — Bill  read  the  third  time,  said  passed. 

Stahdino  Orders  Revision — 
Select  Committee  nominated : — List  of  the  Committee  . .  . .     774 

Consolidated   Fund  (Appropriation)  BOH— Ordered  {Mr.   Raike*,  Mr.  Chanetllor  of 

the  Exchequer  J  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith) ;  pretented^  and  read  the  first  time  774 

Winter    Assises   (Ireland)    Bill  — Or«fer«;  {Sir  Colmon   (yZoghlen,   Mr.  Staepoole); 

j^«Mn(Mf»  and  read  the  firtt  time  [Bill  290]  ..  775 
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Elementary  Education  Bill  (No.  204)— 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (7^  Lard  President)  . .     775 

After  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  eommiiUd 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  Honse  on  l%ursday  next. 

Pollution  of  RiversBQl  (No.  207)— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (7^  Marquess  of  Salisbury)      . .     814 
Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

Begistration  of  Births  and  Deaths  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill  [n.h,\^Pre9enud 

{The  Earl  of  Donou^hmore) ;  read  1*     (No.  208)  . .  . .  . .      814 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  AUGUST  8. 

Post  Office  Telegraph  Department — Special  Wires — Question,  Mr.  M. 

Brooks ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners       . .  . .  . .     815 

GOVERNMENT    ADVERTISEMENTS    IN   IRELAND — Quostion,    Mr.  M.  Brooks ; 

Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  . .  . .     816 

Criminal   Law — The  Convict  Christos   Baumbos — Question,  Mr.  H.  B. 

Sheridan  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  . .     817 

Navy — The  Naval  Reserve — Question,  Mr.  Gourley;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  818 
Navy  —  Eetired    Naval   Commanders  —  Question,   Mr.  Hanbury-Tracy ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  . .  . .  . .  . .     818 

PxTBLic  Health — Vaccination  Acts — Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Sclater-Booth  . .  . .  . .  . .     819 

Treaty  of  Vienna,  1815 — ^Thb  Polish  Language — Question,  Mr.  W.  M. 

Torrens ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  . .     820 

India — The    Kirwee    Booty — Question,   General  Shute;    Answer,  Lord 

George  Hamilton  . .  . .  . .  . .     821 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  . .  . .  . .  . .     821 

Plumstead  and  Wormholt  Commons — ^Resolution — Amendment  pro- 
posed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  the  action  of  the  War  Office  with  reference  to  Plumstead  Common,  in  the 
county  of  Kent,  and  Wormholt  Common,  in  the  manor  of  Fulham,  is  such  as 
to  imperil  the  use  of  those  open  spaces  for  recreation  hy  the  people  of  the  metro- 
polis,"— {Sir  Charles  W.  Lilke,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,-  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  To-morrow, 

Suez  Canal  Shares  Bill  [Bill  189]— 

Order  for  Committee  read        . .  . .  . .  . .     831 

After  debate.  Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to  be 
read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 

War    Department    Post    Office    (Semuneration,    &c.)    Bill 

[Billl  206]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [Gth  July], 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  (for  Committee  on  the 
War  Department  and  Post  Office  (Eemun oration,  &c.)  Bill) :  —Question 
again  proposed : — Debate  resumed  ..  ..  ..856 
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War  Department  Pott  Office  {Bemumratum^  ^tf.)  i?t7^— continued. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ''That"  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  ''  this  House  will,  upon  this 
day  two  months,  resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee," — {Mr,  Mellor,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — ^After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to : — Bill  eormdered  in  Committee,  and  reported^  without  Amend- 
ment ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill  f^Lords)  [BiU  ill]— 

Bill  eonsidered  in  Committee    [^Progress  7th  Attgust"]  . .  . .     858 

After  some  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported,  with  Amendments;  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow, 

Corrupt  PracticeB  at  Elections  Bill — Ordered  (Mr,  Attorney  General^  Mr,  Secretary 

Crott) ;  presentedf  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  291]  . .  . .  . .      873 

LORDS,  WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  9. 

Their  Lordships  met; — And  having  gone  through  the  Business  on  the 
Paper,  without  debate —  [House  adjourned.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  9. 

MnJTAEY  Prisoneks — Case  of  Gunner  Chablton — Questions,  Sir  Edward 

Watkin ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  874 

Turkey  —  The  Atrocities  in  Bulgaria — Questions,  Mr.  Eitchie,  Mr. 
Fawcett,  Mr.  Lowe ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer      . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     875 

Egypt — Mr.  Cave's  Report — Personal  Explanation,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer      . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     877 

Criminal  Law — The  Queen  v.  Castro — The  Trial  at  Bar — The  Orton 
Portraits  and  Paintings — Question,  Mr.  Whalley;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .  . .     878 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill  [Bill  281]—    . 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     . .  . .  . .  . .     879 

After  short  debate.  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morrow. 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill  {Lords)  [Bill  HI]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered     . .  . .  . .  . .     879 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," — 

{Mr,  Attorney  General,) 
After  further  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  the 

third  time,  emd  passed,  with  Amendments. 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Bill  {Lords)  [Bill  250]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Assheton 
Cross)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     886 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  this  day  month," — {Br,  Ward.) 

After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  To-morrow. 
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Elementary    Education    Provisional    Order    Oonflrmation 
(London)  Bill  (Lords)  [BiU  221]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the 
Chair," — ( Viscount  Sandon)  , .  . .  . .     981 

But,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

LOEDS,  THURSDAY,  AUGUST  10. 

Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  211)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%'*'— (7%^  Lord  Waveney)  . .     93S 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  (''now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the  Motion 

("this  day  month,")— (7%«  Earl  of  Limerick,) 
After  short  debate,  on  Question,  ''  That '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Motion  ?'' 

their  Lordships  divided;  Contents  41,  Not-Contents  14;  Majority  27  : — 

Resolved  in  the  Affirmative, 
Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 

To-morrow. 

Elementary  Education  Bill  (No.  204)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)    . .  . .  . .     931 

Amendments  made ;  the  Eeport  thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow ;  and 
Bill  to  h^  printed,  as  amended.     (No.  226.) 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  considering  the  Commons  Amendments,  read  . .     941 

After  debate,  Commons  Amendments  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Forfeiture  Relief  Bill  (No.  210)— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (7^  Earl  of  Limerick)  . .     963 

After  short  debate.  Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn,  and  Order 
for  2'  discharged. 

Egypt — The  Khedive  and  the  New  Legal  Tkibxjnals — Question,  Obser- 
vations, Lord  Emly ;  Eeply,  The  Earl  of  Derby  . .  . .     964 

COMMONS,  THTIESDAT,  AUGUST  10. 

Tubkey — Loans   of   1854  and    1871 — Question,  Mr.  Errington;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .     966 

The  Appropriation  Act — Question,  General  Sir  George  Balfour ;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .      966 

Navy  —  The  Superintendents  of  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards — Question, 

Mr.  E.  J.  Eeed ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  . .  , .  . .     967 

Navy — Deterioration  of  Boilers — Question,  Mr.  E.  J.  Eeed;   Answer, 

Mr.  Hunt        . .  . .  . .  . .  . .      968 

Channel  Islands — Eoyal  Court  of  Jersey — Question,  Mr.  Locke;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Assheton  Cross     . .  . .  . .  . .     968 

Africa — The    Gold  Coast  —  Case    of   Messrs.   Swanzy — Question,  Mr. 

Alderman  W.  M*Arthur ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  , .     969 

Price    of    Gas  —  Question,    Mr.  Alderman  W.  M* Arthur;    Answer,   Sir 

Charles  Adderley  . .  . .  . .  . .      969 

Army  —  Militia    Surgeons  —  Question,    Captain   Nolan ;    Answer,    Mr. 

Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  . .     970 

The  War  in  the  East — Question,  Mr.  Monk ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli       . .     970 

Criminal   Law — Dietary   of  Millbakk  Prison — Question,  Mr.  Bowley 

Hill;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Gross  , .  • .  . .     970 
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Abhy — Case  op  LxEirrBNAirr  Walker — Questiony  Mr.  GKbaon;   Answer, 

Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . ,  . .     971 

Abhy — Commission  on  Betibement  and  Promotion — Questions,  Captain 

Nolan,  Sir  Henry  Havelock ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  , .     972 

Chtjroh  of  England — Halipax  Vioabaob — Vioae's  Eate — Question,  Mr. 

J.  G.  Talbot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .     972 

Haebotjbs  of  Eefuge — Dover — Question,   General  Sir  George  Balfour; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer  . .  . .     973 

Phcenix  Park,  Dublin — Questions,  Mr.  feutt,  Mr.  Callan;   Answer,  Mr. 

W.H.  Smith..  ..  ..  ..  ..973 

Indian  Musettm — Question,  Mr.  Fawcett ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  974 
CaiMiNAL   Law    (Ibeland) — ^Tbial    of   Claffey — Question,    Mr.    Callan; 

Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Lreland  . .  . .     974 

Criminal  Law — Police  at  Plymouth — Question,  Mr.  Hopwood;  Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . ,  . .  . .     975 

Navy — ^Vestments   of  Navy    Chaplains — Question,  Mr.  Holt;   Answer, 

Mr.  Hunt        . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     976 

Pabliament — Business  of  the  House — Questions,  Sir  William  Harcourt, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  Mr.  Goschen ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke,  Mr.  Disraeli  •  977 
The   ExTBADinoN   Tbeaty  with  the  United  States — Observations,  Sir 

William  Harcourt  . .  . .  . .  . .     977 

Oonsolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill- 
Bill  considered  in  Committee     •  •  . .  . .  978 
After  short  debate,  Bill  reported^  without  Amendment,  to  be  read  the 
third  time  To-morrow. 

East  India  Revenue  Aooounts — 

Order  for  Committee  read: — Moved,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye 
the  Chair,"— (Zor<;  Oeorge  BamUton)         . .  . .  . .     982 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  ''  this  House  views  with  apprehension  the  constant  additions  which  are  made 
to  the  debt  of  India,  and  is  of  opinion  that,  considering  the  serious  loss  that  has 
been  caused,  and  may  continue  to  be  caused  to  India,  by  the  depreciation  in  the  value 
of  silver,  no  new  public  works  should  be  undertaken  which  would  necessitate  the 
raising  of  fresh  loans ;  and  that,  in  order  to  place  the  finances  of  India  on  a  more 
satisfactory  basis,  the  distinction  which  is  now  made  between  ordinary  and  extraor- 
dinary expenditure  should  be  discontinued," — {Mr.  Fawettt,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — ^After  long  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leay^  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Matter  eomidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

RuoUed,  That  it  appears  \ij  the  Accounts  laid  before  this  House  that  the  total  Revenue 
of  India  for  the  year  endmg  the  Slst  day  of  March  1875  was  £50,570,171 ;  the  charges 
in  India,  inclucung  the  collection  of  the  Revenue,  Interest  on  Debt,  and  Public 
Works  ordinary,  were  £40,760,583 ;  the  charges  in  England  (including  £1,595,878,  the 
value  of  Stores  supplied  to  India)  were  £8,245,829 ;  the  Guaranteed  Interest  on  the 
Capital  of  Railway  and  other  Companies,  in  India  and  in  England,  deducting  net 
Traffic  Receipts,  was  £1,244,562,  making  a  total  charge  for  the  same  year  of 
£50,250,974;  and  there  was  an  excess  of  Income  over  Expenditure  in  that  year 
amounting  to  £319,197;  that  the  charge  for  Public  Works  extraordinary  was 
£2,249,571,  and  that,  including  that  charge,  the  excess  of  Expenditure  over 
Income  was  £3,930,374. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
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[House  counted  out] 

LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  AUGUST  16. 

Prorogation  of  the  Parliament — 

The  Eoyal  Assent  was  given  to  several  Bills  ;  And  afterwwds  Her 
Majesty's  Speech  was  delivered  to  both  Houses  by  The  Lord 
Chancellor. 

Then  a  Commission  for  proroguing  the  Parliament  was  read. 

After  which, 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said— 

My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

By  virtue  of  Her  Majesty's  Commission,  under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  and  other  Lords 
directed,  and  now  read,  we  do,  in  Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in  obedience  to  Her  Com- 
mands, prorogue  this  Parliament  to  Tuesday  the  thirty-first  day  of  October  next,  to 
be  then  here  holden :  and  this  Parliament  is  accordingly  prorogued  to  Tuesday  the 
thirtv-&r9i  dav  of  October  next. 
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the  Oath. 


COMMONS. 
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For  the  Borough  of  Leeds,  v.  Eobert  Meek  Carter,  esquire.  Manor  of  Northstead. 
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For  Carmarthen  Borough,  v.  Charles  William  Nevill,  esquire,  Chiltem  Hundreds. 

Wednesday,  August  9. 

For  Rutland,  r.  the  Eight  honble.  Gerard  James  Noel,  First  Commissioner  of  Her 
Majesty's  Works  and  Buildings. 

MoKTDAY,  August  14. 
For  Donegal,  v.  Thomas  ConoUy,  esquire,  deceased. 


NEW  MEMBEES  8W0EN. 


Friday,  July  28,  1876. 
^ent  County  (Eastern  Division) — ^William  Deedes,  esquire. 

Moin)AY,  August  7. 
Borough  of  New  Shoreham — Sir  Walter  Wyndham  Burrell,  baronet. 

Tuesday,  August  16. 
Carmarthen  Borough — Emile  Algernon  Arthur  £eppell  Cowell  Stepney,  esquire. 
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Thibd     Session    of    the    Twenty-First   Parliament  of   the 
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FIFTH    AND    LAST    VOLUME    OF    THE    SESSION. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Friday,  28^A /m^,  1876. 


•     MINUTES.]  —  Public    Bills  —  Committee  — 
Report— Q<my\Q,i   PrisoiiB   (Returns)*   (179); 
Isle  of  Man  (Officers)  ♦  (174). 
Third  Reading— lliL^cal  Act  (Qualifications)  * 
(184) ;  Clean  Rivers*  (182),  BJiApaeeed, 


THE  JUDICATURE  ACT. 
EXPLANATION. 

LOED  COLEEIDGE  said,  he  wished 
to  make  a  correction  of  what  he 
stated  upon  this  subject  in  last  night's 
debate.  He  had  been  represented  as  say- 
ing that  the  arrears  in  Banco  were  150  ! 
cases,  whereas,  in  fact,  they  were  only ! 
about  50.  He  remarked  yesterday  that  at ; 
the  sittings  at  NiH  PriuB  in  London  and 
Middlesex,  during  the  legal  year  which 
was  now  drawing  to  a  close,  there  were 
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standing  for  trial  670  cases;  but  he 
found  that  the  number  was  nearer  700. 
He  desired  to  add  in  reference  to  the 
present  number  of  arrears  of  causes 
standing  for  trial  being  '^  unprece- 
dented" that  he  remembered  that  in 
the  Court  in  which  he  now  had  the 
honour  to  preside  there  were  not  long 
ago  at  the  Guildhall  sittings  alone  348 
causes  standing  for  trial.  Consequently, 
it  was  incorrect  to  say  that  the  present 
state  of  things  was  unprecedented. 

THE  DISTURBANCES  IN  BARBADOES. 
OBSEEVATIONS. 

Eael  GEANVILLE :  I  wish  to  make 
a  remark  respecting  the  Second  Order  of 
the  Day.  It  stands  in  the  name  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Carnar- 
von), who  is  about  **  to  call  attention  to 
the  Parliamentary  Papers  relative  to 
the  recent  disturbances  in  Barbadoes." 
I  do  not  like  to  raise  any  objection  to 
the  noble  Earl  taking  the  same  course 
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which  I  myself  took  the  other  day,  and 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  then  objected  to.  I  would, 
however,  remark  that  the  Papers  on  this 
subject  have  only  been  for  a  very  short 
in  your  Lordships'  hands,  and  I  regret 
to  say  that  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Emberley)  who  wished  to  take  part  in 
the  discussion  is  in  bed  with  a  sore 
throat.  In  these  circumstances,  I  trust 
the  noble  Earl  will  find  it  convenient  to 
postpone  his  Motion. 

The  Earl  of  CAENAEVON  :  I  feel 
some  little  difficulty,  now  that  the  Ses- 
sion is  drawing  so  near  to  an  end,  in 
postponing  the  discussion  of  the  ques- 
tion. But  I  have  heard  with  great 
regret  of  the  illness  of  my  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley).  I  know  the 
interest  he  takes  in  this  matter,  and 
the  way  in  which  he  is  concerned 
in  it,  for  he  has  been  more  or  less  a 
party  to  the  transactions  mentioned 
in  the  Blue  Book.  I  have  no  hssita- 
tion,  therefore,  in  agreeing  to  the  pro- 
posal of  my  noble  Friend  opposite, 
and  I  will  postpone  the  discussion  of 
the  question  to  the  next  open  day — 
which  day  I  will  fix  when  I  have  seen 
that  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  is  restored  to  health. 

PARLIAMENTARY  AGENCY. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the 
Adjourned  Debate,  on  the  Motion,  That 
this  House  do  agree  to  the  Report  of 
the  Select  Committee. 

Debate  resumed. 

Lord  EEDESDALE  again  insisted 
on  the  importance  of  having  a  qualified 
and  recognized  body  for  the  transaction 
of  Parliamentary  business.  He  did  not 
at  all  assent  to  the  recommendation  of 
the  Petition  of  the  Incorporated  Law 
Society  as  to  members  of  the  legal  Pro- 
fession. Formerly  the  business  of  Par- 
liamentary Agents  was  transacted  by 
officers  of  the  two  Houses,  and  it  was 
done  most  efficiently,  and  the  fees 
which  were  awarded  for  the  work  were 
not  considered  as  being  more  than 
sufficient  for  the  purpose,  and  the 
evidence  of  Sir  Theodore  Martin, 
who  represented  the  Parliamentary 
Agents,  showed  that  the  division  of  fees 
between  the  solicitors  and  Parliamentary 
Agents  was  most  objectionable.  He 
(Lord  Bedesdale)  hoped  that  under  all 


the  circumstances  their  Lordships  would 
agree  with  the  recommendationB  of  the 
Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses.  Under 
the  present  system  he  and  other  Offioen 
of  the  House  had  ^  influence  over  Par- 
liamentary Agents,  and  nothings  tended 
so  much  to  the  maintenance  of  due  order 
in  the  discharge  of  the  Business  than 
that  they  should  have  the  assistance  of 
qualified  Parliamentary  Agents. 

Thb  LOED  OHANOELLOB  said, 
that  aflier  the  time  which  had  elapsed 
since  the  subject  had  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  public  he  had  no  wish 
to  place  himself  in  a  position  of  antaco- 
nism  with  reference  to  it  to  his  noble 
Friend,  by  whom  the  Private  Busineis 
of  the  House  was  conducted  with  so 
much  efficiency  and  wisdom.  He  had  re- 
ceived numerous  commxmications  iniefer- 
ence  to  the  Beport,  almost  all  of  which 
were  directed  to  the  point  of  the  divisioii 
of  profits  between  the  Parliamentaiy 
Agents  and  their  solicitors.  His  noble 
Friend  said  that  Sir  Theodore  Martin 
and  the  Parliamentary  Agents  seemed  to 
think  the  division  of  profits  very  objeo- 
tionable,  and  if  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
were  a  Parliamentary  Agent  he  would 
probably  be  of  the  same  opinion,  beoaase 
if  they  were  not  divided  the  Parliamen- 
tary Agents  would  get  the  whole.  TTia 
noble  Friend  had  not  heard  what  the 
Law  Societies  of  London  and  Livexpod 
had  to  say  on  the  other  side ;  and  if  it 
was  a  perfectly  well-understood  thing, 
as  it  was,  that  between  the  country  and 
the  town  solicitors  there  might  be  a 
division  of  fees,  he  could  see  no  good 
reason  why  there  should  not  be  a  simi- 
lar division  between  country  soUciton 
and  Parliamentary  Ag^ts.  There  was 
besides  the  difficulty,  or  rather  the  im- 
possibility, of  enforcing  any  rule  whioh 
might  be  made  on  the  subject ;  for  if 
it  were  deemed  desirable  by  those  con- 
cerned that  the  profits  should  be  divided, 
a  way  of  doing  so  would  readily  be 
found. 

Thb  Earl  of  CAMPEEDOWN  ob- 
served there  was  no  analogy  between 
the  case  of  the  country  solicitor  and  his 
town  agent,  and  that  of  the  countiy 
solicitor  and  the  Parliamentary  Ag^ent. 
In  the  one  case  only  one  set  of  fees  was 
allowed — in  the  other  two  sets  were  al- 
lowed. What  the  country  solicitor  now 
asked  was  to  be  allowed  not  only  to 
receive  his  own  charges,  but  to  shcu^  in 
the  charges  of  the  Parliamentary  Agent. 
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The  Order  of  tiie  HouBe  oould  be  easily 
enforced  by  striking  off  the  list  of  Agents 
any  one  who  contravened  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  a4Joamed  at  half  pait  Five  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  2m  July,  1876. 

MINUTES.]— Niw  Membeb  Swobn— "William 
Deedes,  efxi\iire,/or  the  Eastern  Division  of 
the  County  of  Kent. 

Public  Bills — Second  Reading — Police  (Ex- 
penses) Act  Continuanoe*  [268]. 

Report  of  Select  C9«imi^^«0--Metropolitan  Gas 
(Surrey  side)  [No.  384). 

Committee — Elementary  likiaoation  [166] — b.p. 

Committee — Report — Savings  Banks  (Barrister)  * 
[269];  Slave  Trade*  [270];  Saint  Vincent, 
Tobago,  and  Grenada  Constitution*  [263] ; 
Pollution  of  Rivers  {re-eomm.)  ♦  [272-276] 

Third  Reading — Juries  Procedure  (Ireland^* 
[261] ;  Superannuation  (Unhealthy  Climates)  * 
1263] ;  Winter  Assizes*  [246];  Poor  Law 
Hating  (Ireland)  *  [166],  and  paesed. 

Withdrawn — Metropolis  Gas  (Surrey  Side)  * 
[204]. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

ARMY  (IND1A)--FURL0UGH  AND  RE- 
TIRING REGULATIONS.— QUESTION. 

CoLomsL  JERVIS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether, 
as  in  accordance  with  the  Furlough 
[Regulations  of  1796,  medical  officers  of 
the  Indian  Army  who  had  served  a 
period  of  twenty  years  or  upwards  were 
entitled  to  reckon  three  years'  furlough 
to  Europe  out  of  such  period  towards 
service  for  pension,  and  that  by  the 
Furlough  Rules  of  1868,  Ch.  8,  rule 
xxxiv.,  published  by  the  Government  of 
India,  1 0th  November  1868,  No.  1064, 
those  officers  were  informed  that — 

'*  If  an  officer  under  the  Furlough  Rules  of 
17%  elects  tiie  present  rules,  his  service  for  pen- 
sion will  be  reckoned  under  the  former  rules  up 
to  1st  July  1868,  and  thenceforward  under  the 
rules  of  1868  " 

— in  consequence  of  which  statement 
many  officers  did  dect  such  Furlough 
Regulations  of  1868  for  the  remainder 
of  their  service— he  can  explain  the  al- 


teration made  in  Rule  xxxiv.  of  the 
Regulations  of  1868,  republished  by  the 
(Government  of  India  25th  February 
1874,  No.  171,  that— 

*'A11  periods  of  leave  out  of  Indian  limits 
taken  previous  to  1st  July  1868  will  be  wholly 
excluded  from  his  service  for  pension," 

and,  how  it  came  to  be  made  retrospec- 
tive in  regard  to  those  who  had  elected 
on  the  faitih  of  the  rules  as  published  in 
1868? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Sir, 
the  Indian  Army  furlough  regulations 
and  retiring  regulations  are  two  distinct 
things.  Under  the  retiring  regulations 
of  1796  a  certain  minimum  of  years' 
actual  service  in  India  was  required,  and 
leave  to  Europe  did  not  count  as  actual 
service  in  India.  For  instance,  a  man 
who  had  served  20  years,  of  which  17 
were  actual  service  in  India,  could  retire 
upon  a  pension,  not  because  he  had  20 
years'  gross  service,  but  because  he  had 
served  1 7  years  actually  in  India.  Under 
the  furlough  rules  of  1854  and  1868 
more  favourable  conditions  were  granted 
to  officers,  and  a  certain  amount  of  leave 
of  absence  according  to  length  of  service 
was  allowed  to  count  *'  as  actual  service 
in  India."  An  officer  who,  being  under 
the  furlough  rules  of  1796,  elected  the 
rules  of  1868  would  be  in  this  position  as 
regards  pension — up  to  1868  only  his 
actual  service  in  India  would  count  to- 
wards pension,  after  1868  a  certain 
amount  of  leave  of  absence,  according  to 
his  rank,  would  count  as  actual  service 
in  India.  The  question  is  rather  a  com- 
plicated one ;  but  no  alteration  has  been 
made  in  the  rules  of  1868,  and  the  notice 
merely  explains  a  previous  notice. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— IMPURE  AND  DEFI- 
CIENT SUPPLY  OF  WATER. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  brown  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  If  his  at- 
tention has  been  directed  to  the  polluted 
condition  of  the  water  supply  for  domes- 
tic purposes  in  some  of  the  rural  parts  of 
the  Country,  and  what  step  he  hsw  or 
intends  to  take  to  remedy  the  evils  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER  -  booth,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  sorry  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  prevented  the  other  evening 
from  bringing  that  very  important  sub- 
ject under  the  notice  of  the  House,  as  h^ 
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should  then  have  been  glad  to  r^Ply  to 
him  in  f^eater  detail  than  he  ehould  be 
permitted  to  do  in  answer  to  a  Ques- 
tion.    Hie  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth's)  atten- 


0T8TER  FISHERIES— HEKNE  BAT. 

QUESTION. 

Me.  PEMBERTON  asked  the  Presi- 


tion  had  undoubtedly  been  directed  to  dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  What  coarsa 

the  polluted  condition  of  the  water  supply  he  intends  to  adopt  vith  reference  to  the 

in  some  rural  districts  of  the  country —  Beports  of  Mr.  Walpole  on  the  Herae 

first,  by  the  fjreat  distress  occasioned  by  Bay  Oyster  Fishery  ? 
the  Water  Famine  in  1874;  secondly,        Sik   CHARLES  ADDEELET  :    Sir, 

by  the  constant  Reports  he  had  received  I  have,  as  the  hon.  Member  is  aware. 


as  to  the  mischief  arieing  &om  the 
adequate  supply  of  water  i 


deferred  action  in    the  matter  of    the 
Heme  Bay  Oyster  Fishery  pending  the 


luted  condition  in  some  parts  of  the  sittingof  the  Select  Committee  on  Oyster 
countiy ;  and  thirdly,  by  a  deputation  Fisheries.  Now  that  their  Report  has 
of  a  very  influential  and  important  cha-  been  presented,  I  have  directed  noticQ 
raoter,  introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gen-  to  be  given  to  the  Heme  Bay  Company 
tleman  the  Member  for  the  University  that  on  the  30th  of  September  next  the 
ofEdinbHrgh(Mr.  LyonPlayfair).  That  Board  of  Trade  will  issue  a  certificate  in 
deputation  desired  that  the  Government  '  "'     " 

should  appoint  a  Royal  Commission  on 
the  subject.  The  matter  had  been  very 
careliilly  considered,  but  they  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  no  Royal  Commis- 
sion was  necessary,  as  already  they  pos- 
sessed ample  information.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  what  steps  he  (Mr. 
Sclater- Booth)  had  taken  or  intended  to 
take  to  remedy  the  evils.  He  had  passed 
two  Bills  through  Parliament  on  the 
subject,  in  each  of  which  greater  facili- 
ties had  been  given  to  authorities  both 
rural  and  urban  for  the  supply  of  water. 
In  1874  powers  were  given  for  the  pur- 
chase of  water  rights,  and  in  1B75  those 
powers  were  increased ;  the  sanitary 
authority  being  enabled  to  acquire  those 
rights  outside  his  district  with  a  view  to 
conduct  water  purchased  elsewhere  to 
places  within  their  district.  The  rural 
sanitary  authorities  were  rapidly  awaken- 
ing as  to  the  necessity  of  exercising  those 
improved  powers.  In  the  year  1873  no 
larger  sum  than  £1,993  was  sanctioned 
by  the  Local  Government  0£Sce  to  be 
raised  by  loan  in  the  rural  districts ;  in 
1874  that  amount  had  increased  to 
£I6,62S;  in  1875  to  £31,274;  and  in 
the  current  year,  bo  far  as  it  had  gone, 
£23,000  had  been  sanctioned  to  be  raised 
for  the  same  purpose.  These  sums  were 
large  relatively  to  the  necessities  of  dif- 
ferent localities,  some  of  which  required 
only  two  or  three  hundred  pounds.  Fur- 
ther, he  had  framed  and  introduced  the 
Pollution  of  Rivers  Bill— the  effect  of 
which  would  be  to  give  pure  water  to 
many  rural  districts.  The  ameliora- 
tion of  the  condition  of  the  large  rivers 
ii  of  more  gradual  pro- 
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accordance    with    the    recommendation 
contained  in  Mr.  Walpole's  Report. 

THE    GREAT  WEBTERN  RAILWAY 
ACCIDENT.— QUESTION. 

Ma.  HAYTEE  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  has  any 
information  to  give  to  the  House  respect- 
ing this  accident;  and  whether,  consider- 
ing that  this  is  the  second  fatal  accident 
that  has  occurred  to  this  train,  he  will 
consent  to  lay  upon  the  Table  the  Re- 
port of  Captain  Tyler  when  it  is  made  ? 

Sik  CHARLES  ADDEELET  :  I  have 
no  information,  Sir,  to  give  the  House 
about  the  Bristol  accident  beyond  what 
has  appeared  in  the  papers.  As  soon  aa 
the  news  arrived  Captain  Tyler  was 
telegraphed  to   go  immediately  to   tho 

rt,  and  I  have  a  telegram  &om  him 
t  he  vent  accordingly.  The  railway 
company  sent  me  information,  but 
nothing  in  addition  to  or  differing  from 
what  the  newspapers  have  given.  I 
will  lay  before  the  House  the  Report  I 
have  got. 

NAVT— H.M.S.  "THUNBERER." 
QtrEBTIOM. 

Mr.  GRIEVE  (for  Mr.  Andshbon) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If,  in  addition  to 
theassistanceof  experts,  hehas  arranged 
to  allow  the  Gosport  Coroner  the  ex- 
pense of  legal  aid  in  the  "  Thunderer  " 
case,  BO  as  to  secure  a  complete  and  im- 
partial inquiry  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that,  as  it  had  been  found  im- 
practicable to  arrange  for  the  holding  oC 
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the  inquest  by  any  other  person  than 
the  County  Coroner,  he  had  consulted 
his  Colleagues  as  to  the  best  course  to  be 
adopted,  and  it  had  been  determined  to 
place  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  Coroner 
to  enable  him  to  secure  the  attendance 
of  a  legal  assessor,  in  addition  to  the 
professional  assistcmce  already  granted 
as  far  as  regarded  a  scientific  knowledge 
of  boilers.  That  had  been  communicated 
by  letter  to  the  Coroner,  but  with  a 
notification  that  the  choice  of  the  assessor 
must  lie  entirely  with  him,  so  that  the 
Government  might  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  inquiry. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— CONSTABULARY 
GRANTS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  WHITWELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  How  much  money 
has  been  granted  under  the  38  and  39 
Yic,  c.  48,  above  the  amount  expended 
on  the  constabulary  for  the  previous 
year? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  said, 
that,  so  far  as  he  could  at  present  ascer- 
tain, the  amount  expended  in  the  finan- 
cial year  1875-6  was  £1,205,245,  and 
the  grants  for  the  present  year  1876-7, 
were  £1,241,472,  showing  an  increase 
of  £36,227. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  BILL. 

[bill  155.] 

( Viscount  SandoHf  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exehe- 

query  Mr,  Aasheton  Cross.) 

COMMITTEE.     [^Progrcss  27th  July.'] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  EATHBONE  moved,  in  page  5, 
after  Clause  12,  to  insert  the  following 
Clause— 

(ConditionB  of  contribution  to  day  industrial 

schoolfl.) 

'*The  conditions  of  a  Parliamentary  contribu- 
tion to  a  certified  day  industrial  school  shall 
conform  to  the  standarids  for  the  time  being  in 
force  for  the  purposes  of  a  Parliamentary  Grant 
to  public  elementary  schools;  but  they  may 
yarv  the  amounts  of  the  contributions  to  be 
maae  in  respect  of  such  standards  respectively. 

<*Any  conditions  made  by  a  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  purposes  of  contributions  to  a  day 
industrial  school  shall  be  laid  before  Parliament 
in  the  same  manner  as  minutes  of  the  Education 
Department.'* 

New  clause  (Conditions  of  contribu- 
tion to  day  industrial  schools,) — {Mr. 
Bathlone) — hrought  «^,  and  read  a  first 
time. 


On  Question,  That  the  clause  be  now 
read  a  second  time  ? 

Mb.  LYON  PLATFAIE  said,  he  was 
requested  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Fors- 
ter),  to  state  to  the  Committee  that  he 
thought  this  would  be  a  very  good  and 
useful  clause.  One  defect  of  the  present 
system  was  the  want  of  similarity  be- 
tween the  education  given  in  industrial 
schools  and  in  ordinary  schools.  Tl^e 
clause  would  s^ve  some  security  that 
these  industrial  schools  would  be  used 
not  only  as  refuges,  but  for  the  purposes 
of  education. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  he  should 
be  glad  to  accept  the  clause  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  both  because  he  understood  it 
met  his  views  and  the  wishes  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  had  given 
much  thought  to  this  question,  and  be- 
cause he  thought  some  such  provision 
was  desirable,  as  he  was  himself  anxious 
that  a  strict  hand  shoiild  be  kept  over 
these  schools,  so  that  they  should  be  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Edinburgh  had 
said  —  hond  fide  educational  establish- 
ments, and  not  merely  refuges  for  neg- 
lected children.  It  was  possible,  how- 
ever, that  the  clause  would  need,  on 
further  consideration,  some  alteration  in 
its  wording;  if  so,  it  must  be  under- 
stood that  he  was  free  to  make  it  on  the 
Beport. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH, 
whilst  assenting  to  the  clause,  must 
counsel  the  House  to  exercise  the  greatest 
caution  in  the  matter.  He  must  repeat, 
he  was  greatly  afraid  that  these  schools 
would  be  abused  and  would  involve  the 
country  in  great  expense. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  said,  he 
was  of  opinion  that  the  wording  of  the 
clause  would  not  carry  out  the  intention 
of  the  Mover. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  the  second  time,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE   moved,   in 

page  11,  after  Clause  29,  to  insert  the 

following  Clause : — 

(Religious  education  in  schools  supported  mainly 
by  Parliamentary  grants  and  school  fees.^ 
"  Wherever  in  any  school  the  income  derived 
from  voluntary  contributions  and  endowments 
shall  not,  on  the  average  of  two  successive  years, 
amount  to  one-sixth  part  of  its  total  income, 
including  the  school  fees  and  the  Parliamentary- 
grant,  l^e  Education  Department   shall  g^vo 
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notice  to  the  managers  of  such  school  that  it 
shall  thenceforward  he  a  condition  of  any  Par- 
liamentary grant  to  such  school  that  no  reli- 
gious catechism  or  religious  formulary  which  if 
distinctive  of  any  religious  denomination  shall 
he  tkught  in  such  school,  imd  iroxa  the  date  of 
such  notice  no  Parliamentary  grant  shall  be 
made  hy  the  Education  Department  to  such 
school  unless  such  condition  is  fulfilled." 

The  clause  he  had  to  submit  appeared 
to  be  a  necessary  consequence,  he  might 
say  a  logical  consequence,  of  the  clause 
which  the  noble  Lord  added  to  the  Bill 
last  week,  by  which  all  restriction  upon 
the  Parliamentary  grant  to  denomina- 
tional schools  was  removed  up  to  the 
extent  of  17«.  6d,  That  clause  was,  in 
his  opinion,  a  most  serious  departure 
from  the  principle  of  the  arrangement  of 
1871.  The  principle  of  that  arrange- 
ment was  clearly  laid  down  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  in  1870,  and  was  as 
follows: — "First,  that  the  grant  from 
the  Education  Department  should  be 
given  only  for  secular  results ;  and,  se- 
condly, that  under  no  circumstances 
should  the  public  grants  be  allowed  so 
to  operate  as  entirely  to  supply,  toge- 
ther with  the  school  pence,  the  sum  ne- 
cessary to  support  those  schools,  without 
there  should  always  remain  a  void  which 
must  be  filled  up  from  private  contribu- 
tions, and  without  which,  failing  other 
sources  of  assistance,  those  schools  would 
no  longer  deserve  the  character  of  volun- 
tary." With  this  object  the  restriction 
upon  the  Parliamentary  grant  was  in- 
serted in  the  Act  of  1870,  which  had  now 
been  repealed  by  the  noble  Lord.  The 
restriction  did  not  appear  to  have  been 
wholly  successful,  as  certain  free  schools 
had  been  enabled  to  escape  through  it,  but 
their  number  wcui  so  inconsiderable  that 
they  might  be  neelected.  Now,  the  efTect 
of  the  noble  Lord's  clause,  started  upon 
the  Committee  at  the  last  moment,  would 
be  enormously  to  increase  the  number 
of  schools,  which  being  called  voluntary, 
and  which  being  really  denominational, 
would  in  future  be  wholly  supported  by 
Parliamentary  grants  or  by  school  fees, 
and  which  would  be  able  wholly,  or 
nearly  so,  to  dispense  with  private 
subscriptions.  The  object  of  his  clause 
was  to  provide  that  such  schools,  when 
they  ceased  to  be  voluntary  in  the  sense 
that  they  were  no  lon^r  supported  by 
private  contributions,  but  were  depen- 
dent, wholly  or  mainly,  on  State  aid  and 
school  fees,  should  be  no  longer  entitled  | 
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to  the  privilege  of  a  voluntary  character ; 
that  they  should  no  longer  be  permitted 
to    be  denominational,  but    tnat    they 
should  come  under  the  operation  of  the 
clause  in  the  Act  of  1870,  which  applied 
to  board  schools,  and  which  went  by  the 
name  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Hampshire  (Mr.  Cowper- 
Temple),  and  that  they  should  be  com- 
pelled  to  be   imdenominational.      Be- 
fore, however,  he  dealt  with  the  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  this  course,  he  must 
be  permitted  to  say  a  few  words  in  proof 
of  the  statement  he  had  made  that  the 
result  of  the  noble  Lord's  clause  would 
be  to  enable  a  large  number  of  schools 
to  dispense  with  voluntary  contributions. 
Li  the  first  place,  he  must  remind  the 
House  of  what  they  were  doing  by  this 
Bill.    The  object  and  purport  of  the  Bill 
was  to  fill  the  empty  benches  of  the  de- 
nominational   schools    throughout    the 
country,  and  especially  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts.    As  a  rule,  these  districts  were 
now  fairly  supplied  with  schools.     The 
schools  were  there,  the  teachers  were 
there,  but  the  benches  were  half  empty. 
By  the  compulsory  clauses  of  this  Bill 
they  hoped  to  add  at  least  one-third  to 
the  number  of  children  in  average  atten- 
dance at    these  schools.    But   if  they 
added  one-third  to  the  number  of  chil- 
dren in  average  attendance,  they  would 
increase  the  Parliamentary  grant  and 
the    school  fees  by   one  third.     Tlien, 
again,  they  had  given   power  to  the 
Guardians  to  pay  the  school  fees   for 
parents  who  were  too  poor  to  do  so. 
They  had  left  to  the  managers  the  full 
power  to  raise    the    school  fees,    and 
this,     coupled     with    the    compulsory 
powers  of  attendance,  would  imdoubt- 
edly  enable  the  ma^agers  to  screw  up 
the  school  fees.     During  the  last  five 
or  six  years  already  there  had  been  a 
tendency  to  screw  up  the  school  fees, 
and  in  Church  schools  they  had  risen 
from  an  average  of  7«.  lid.  to  9s,  2d. 
Lastly,  they  had  done  away  with  the 
restriction    upon     the     Parliamentary 
grant  up  to  17«.  6d,    The  present  ave- 
rage ffrant  on  attendance  was  I2s,   in 
Churcn  schools ;  those  who  were  better 
acquainted  than  he  was  said  that    it 
might  fairly  be  expected  that  the  g^nt 
would  rise  to  15«.    What  he  said  was, 
that  the  joint  operation  of  all  these  mea- 
sures would  be  enormously  to  increase 
the  financial  resources  of  the  denomi- 
national schools;  and  to  render  a  great 
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proportion  of  them  practically  indepen- 
dent of  voluntary  contributions.  Let 
him  take  an  average  Church  school  in  a 
rural  district.  Five  years  ago  such  a 
school  relied  in  about  equal  proportions 
on  the  Parliamentary  grant,  school  fees 
and  voluntary  subscriptions,  and  each 
of  these  amounted  to  about  Ss.  per 
head  on  the  average  attendance.  During 
the  past  five  years  the  Parliamentary 
grant  had  already  risen  greatiy  in  pro- 
portion to  the  other  two,  and  the  school 
pence  had  also  risen.  The  present 
proportions  were,  voluntary  suoscrip- 
tions,  Bs.  4d. ;  the  school  fees,  9$.  2d, ; 
and  the  Government  grant,  nearly 
12«.  If  they  added  one-third  to  the 
school  fees  and  to  the  Parliamentary 
grant,  they  would  obtain  a  sum  of 
7«.,  which  was  nearly  the  amount  of 
the  voluntary  subscriptions,  and  with 
the  increased  Parliamentary  grant,  and 
with  the  power  of  raising  the  school  fees, 
would  practically  dispense  with  the  ne- 
cossitv  lor  subscriptions  in  a  large  num- 
ber of  schools.  Another  way  of  looking 
at  it  was  this — the  total  amount  of  the 
voluntary  subscriptions  for  all  the  volun- 
tary schools  was  £470,000.  If  the  com- 
pulsory powers  of  this  Bill  were  success- 
full,  and  if  the  average  attendance  in 
rural  schools  was  raised  to  the  same 
level  as  at  Leeds  and  Birmingham, 
600,000  children  would  be  added  to  the 
average  attendance  in  the  rural  schools, 
and  600,000  children  meant  an  addition 
to  the  revenues  of  the  denominationcd 
schools  of  £240,000  in  school  fees,  and 
£330,000  to  the  Parliamentary  grant,  a 
total  of  £570,000,  without  any  considera- 
tion of  the  addition  to  the  grant  by  the 
removal  of  the  restriction  or  the  pos- 
sibility of  increasing  the  fees.  He  con- 
tended, therefore,  that  it  was  clear 
beyond  all  question  that  the  resources 
of  the  denominational  schools  would  be 
vastiy  increased  by  the  Bill,  and  that  a 
very  large  proportion  of  them  would  be 
able  to  dispense  with  voluntary  contri- 
butions. It  seemed  to  him  that  voluntary 
schools  could  claim  a  titie  to  the  name  on 
two  grounds — First,  if  the  attendance 
was  voluntary  ;  Secondly,  if  they  were 
supported  by  voluntary  contributions. 
And  so  long  as  they  were  voluntary  in 
this  sense,  they  were  entitled  to  teach 
what  dogmas  tiiey  thought  fit ;  and  it 
might  be  worth  while  for  the  State  to 
assist  them  in  teaching  secular  subjects. 
But  when  they  ceased  to  be  voluntary 


in  either  sense,  when  attendance  was 
compulsory,  when  they  no  longer  relied 
mainly  on  voluntary  contributions,  they 
were  no  longer  voluntary  schools  in  any 
true  sense  of  the  term,  they  were  practi- 
cally State  schools ;  they  ought  to  be  sub- 
ject to  State  control ;  the  State  could  not 
support  them  without  being  responsible 
for  the  religious  doctrines  taught  in  them; 
and  for  the  same  reason  which  had  in- 
duced Parliament  to  forbid  the  teaching 
of  any  catechism  or  dogmatic  theology 
in  the  board  schools,  it  ought  to  inter- 
fere with  the  religious  teaching  of  these 
schools.  He  had  always  felt  it  most 
difficult  to  justify  the  proposal  to  compel 
Nonconformists  to  send  their  children  to 
schools  of  a  denominational  character, 
even  when  such  schools  were  supported 
by  voluntary  contributions  ;  but  how 
vastly  increased  the  grievance  was  when 
these  schools  were  wholly  or  mainly 
dependent  on  State  aid  and  on  school 
fees.  He  asked  hon.  Members  whether 
they  could  expect  that  this  system  could 
last,  or  whether  it  would  not  give  rise  to 
an  agitation  to  which  that  against  church 
rates  alone  would  compare.  What  he 
proposed  was  to  provide  beforehand  for 
such  cases  —  to  deal  with  so-ccdled 
voluntary  schools,  which  might  here- 
after cease  to  be  really  voluntary  schools, 
in  the  same  way  as  board  schools  were 
now  dealt  with,  and  to  provide  that 
where  the  subscriptions  did  not  amount 
to  one-fourth  part  of  the  total  income  of 
the  school,  the  Cowper-Temple  Clause  of 
the  Act  of  1870  should  at  once  apply  to 
the  school,  and  that  it  should  be  a 
condition  of  the  Parliamentary  grant 
that  no  dogmatic  theology  should  be 
taught  in  such  schools. 

Clause  (Eeligioufl  education  in  schools 
supported  munly  by  Parliamentary 
gprants  and  school  fees,) — {Mr,  Shaw 
Lefevrey) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Vi8cx)TJNT  SAND  ON  observed  that 
there  was  one  fundamental  error  in 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentieman,  a 
statement  he  had  often  to  contest^ — 
namely,  that  the  Bill  would  apply  prin- 
cipally to  rural  schools.  It  would  not, 
and  for  this  reason  —  that  the  atten- 
dance was  rather  better  in  the  country 
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than  in  towns,  as  he  had  shown  over 
and  over  again ;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
entirely  overlooked  what  he  had  often 
called  attention  to  before — namely,  that 
the  voluntary  schools  had  a  great  claim 
to  be  considered  in  a  different  category 
from  the  board  schools,  not  only  because 
they  received  no  aid  from  the  rates,  but 
because  their  supporters  gave  their  in- 
valuable   voluntary    management    and 
oversight,  and,  even  if  there  were  no 
annual  subscriptions,  there  wcui  virtually 
a  large  voluntary  contribution  in  the 
buildings  themselves,  on  which  a  sum — 
estimated  at  about  £13,000,000  sterling 
— had  been  spent  from  voluntary  sources, 
besides  the  cost  of  annual  maintenance 
and  repair — the  State  having  contributed 
less  than  £2,000,000.    Again,  the  pro- 
posed change  would  affect  board   and 
voluntary  schools  exactly  alike,  and  it 
should  be  remembered  that  there  were 
a  large    number   of  struggling   board 
schools  in  various  places  where  uie  pres- 
sure of  the  education  rates  was  much  com- 
plained of,  owing  to  the  requirements  of 
recent  legislation  and   of  the  Depart- 
ment.    With  respect  to  the  proposed 
clause,  he  would  remind  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  last  night  he  announced,  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  that  they 
would  not  interfere  in  any  way  with 
anything  that  touched  upon  the  religious 
question,  and  that  announcement  had 
been  cordially  received  by  both  sides. 
The  clause  now  proposed  involved  the 
religious  question,  because  it  would  alter 
altogether  the  conditions  of  the   Con- 
science Clause  and  of  the  Cowper-Temple 
Clause.    Her  Majesty's  Government  con- 
sidered the  religious  question  outside 
the  four  comers  of  the  Bill,  and  he  must, 
therefore,  while  prepared  to  answer  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member,  adhere 
to  the  determination  he  had  so  expressed. 
Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,   that 
the  noble  Lord  had  a  perfect  right  to 
pledge  the  Government  to  any  particular 
course ;  but  he  had  no  right  to  say  that 
on  that  side  they  ought  not  to  propose 
or  discuss  any  clause  which  they  re- 
garded as  following  legitimately  from 
Amendments  or  clauses  which  had  been 
already  agreed  to,  even  if  it  did  touch 
upon  the  religious  question.     The  Go- 
vernment had  by  the  13th  clause  of  the 
Bill  virtually  riven  up  voluntary  schools. 
They  would  become    mere    adventure 
schools,  supported  by  Government  sub- 
ventions.   That  clause  would   have  a 

Viscount  Sandon 


most  corrupting  effect  upon  the  localities^ 
the  schools  would  be  converted  into 
State  schools,  and  he  thought  that  the 
children  in  such  schools  had  a  right  to 
protection  under  the  Cowper-Temple 
Clause. 

Sib  EARDLEY  WILMOT  said,  that 
the  working  men  of  Warwickshire  had 
a  strong  feeling  with  respect  to  religious 
teaching,  and  prized  nothing  more  dearly 
than  the  reading  of  the  Holy  Scriptures. 
He  could  not  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Beading,  but 
protested  against  the  decision  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  exclude  religious  teaching 
from  their  consideration,  as  he  was  of 
opinion  that  all  education  would  be 
worse  than  useless  if  the  youth  of  this 
country  were  not  taught  their  duty  to 
Gtod  as  well  as  to  man. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said, 
that  for  different  reasons  than  those 
assigned  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet 
the  Member  for  South  Warwickshire 
(Sir  Eardley  Wilmot),  he  could  not  sup- 
port the  clause.  Its  effect  would  be  to 
deny  religious  instruction  to  the  poor 
schools  and  give  it  to  the  rich.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
(Yicount  Sandon)  had,  in  the  proposal, 
an  excellent  opportunity  here  offered 
him  of  injuring  his  enemy  the  Noncon- 
formist, by  accepting  the  clause  and 
then  laying  the  blame  upon  the  hon. 
Member  for  Reading,  for  he  (Lord 
Robert  Montagu)  believed  that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  British  and  Nonconformist 
schools  would  suffer  from  its  adoption. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  declaration  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council, 
that  the  decision  to  which  the  House  had 
come  on  the  previous  night  with  respect 
to  religious  teaching  was  highly  satis- 
factory to  that  House.  Were  those  who 
insisted  upon  the  reading  of  the  Holy 
Scriptures  to  be  treated  as  adopting  a 
formulary  ?  He  did  not  like  the  manner 
in  which  they  were  proceeding.  They 
were  proceeding  in  the  dark.  What 
would  be  the  result  of  giving  State  aid 
to  denominational  schools,  without  any 
guarantee  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  what  the  definition  of  "  de- 
nominational schools"  would  be?  It 
would  be  equal  to  concurrent  endow- 
ment. He  was  not  prepared  to  support 
the  Amendment  of  tne  hon.  Member  for 
Reading,  although  he  thought  it  went  a 
good  way  in  the  direction  or  solving  the 
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difficulty  that  had  arisen  upon  the  sub- 
ject. He  regretted  that  the  clause  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxford  was  not  accepted.  He  was  not 
indifferent  to  the  value  of  the  blind 
principle  of  compulsion  in  places  where 
there  might  be  only  one  school ;  but,  as 
an  advocate  of  religious  liberty,  he 
thought  that  in  such  cases  some  gua- 
rantee should  be  afforded  that  no  reli- 
gious teaching  should  be  forced  on  the 
child  contrary  to  the  convictions  of  the 
parent. 

Mr.  RICHARD  supported  the  clause 
of  the  hon.  Member  tor  Reading.  The 
objection  which  the  Nonconformists  had 
to  sending  children  to  denominational 
schools  not  subject  to  the  school  boards 
was  that  they  were  liable  to  be  taught 
the  Church  Catechism.  He  did  not  wish 
to  speak  with  disrespect  of  any  formulary 
which  had  been  adopted  by  any  religious 
Body ;  but  whatever  might  be  the  feel- 
ing of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  with 
respect  to  the  teaching  of  the  Church 
Catechism,  the  Nonconformists  had  a 
strong  feeling  against  such  teaching 
being  forced  upon  their  children.  The 
answers  returned  to  a  circular  issued  by 
Mr.  Bousted  to  about  300  Noncon- 
formists of  all  denominations  in  Wales, 
showed  that  the  feeling  against  the 
teaching  of  the  Church  Catechism  was 
overwhelming.  They  believed  that  it 
taught  a  priestly  and  sacramental  form 
of  religion. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  deprecated  the 
'*  cavcdier  "  way  in  which  the  noble  Lord 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  had 
treated  the  able  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Reading.  The  Opposition  had 
not  raised  the  point  under  discussion,  it 
was  the  Government  who  had  forced  it 
upon  hon.  Gentlemen  upon  that  side  of 
the  House.  They  had  a  right  to  demand 
that  there  should  be  some  guarantee 
that  the  religious  education  to  be  given 
in  schools  which  had  ceased  to  be  volun- 
tary, should  be  the  same  as  when  they 
were  really  voluntary.  He  contended 
that  unless  the  Amendment  were  ac- 
cepted the  clause  would,  as  had  been 
observed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
"Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate),  practi- 
cally establish  concurrent  endowment. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Reading  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  would  never  have  thought 
of  bringing  forward  his  clause,  if  the 
Government  had  not  absolutelv  and 
fundamentally  altered  the  principles  and 


conditions  on  which  voluntary  denomi- 
national schools  should  exist  in  future. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  was  not  simply  to 
establish  the  principle  of  compulsion, 
but  to  give  additional  assistance  to 
voluntary  denominational  schools.  But  by 
Parliamentary  wants  you  virtually  gave 
them  a  public  character,  and  the  object 
of  the  Amendment  was,  that  where  a 
school  was  supported  by  the  public 
money,  it  should  not  be  allowed  to  teach 
peculiar  religious  Catechisms  or  formu- 
laries. That  was  a  true  principle,  and 
he  would  support  it.  Any  institution, 
be  it  a  school  or  anything  else,  which 
was  supported  by  public  money,  ought 
to  have  public  management  forced  upon 
it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  was 
quite  aware  that  at  present  some  few 
schools  were  supported  partly  by  fees 
and  by  grants,  but  these  schools  were 
dealt  with  as  school-board  schools,  and 
it  could  not  but  be  expected  that  if  the 
Government  proposed  to  turn  voluntary 
schools  into  State  schools,  that  there 
should  be  a  demand  for  State  manage- 
ment. The  Government  made  no  an- 
swer to  that  argument  last  night,  and 
to-day  the  only  answer  that  had  been 
given  was,  that  last  night  there  was  an 
agreement  that  the  religious  question 
should  not  be  discussed.  Now,  if  there 
was  such  an  agreement — and  he  did 
not  know  that  there  was — it  was  that  no 
fresh  religious  question  should  be  dis- 
cussed. This  religious  question  was  im- 
ported into  the  Bill  by  the  clause  that 
had  been  passed,  and  especially  by  the 
manner  in  which  it  had  been  passed, 
and  the  strong  form  it  had  assumed. 
He  could  understand  the  noble  Lord  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Viscount 
Sandon)  not  wishing  to  have  the  ques- 
tion discussed,  but  that  did  not  absolve 
him  from  giving  an  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Reading. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER would  not  undertake  to  say  that 
there  was  any  agreement  on  the  previous 
night  that  the  religious  question  should 
not  be  discussed,  but  there  was  a  divi- 
sion which  indicated  the  sense  of  the 
Committee  upon  the  subject.  The  posi- 
tion of  the  Government  was  this — if  the 
Proposed  clause  were  accepted,  it  would 
e  enlarging  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  They 
would  be  bound  to  consider  whether  the 
clause  did  not  impose  arbitrary  condi- 
tions on  managers.    In  fact,  they  would 
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hftt^  to  i^(r\fm^  th<^  whole  qtid«tioii*  Bj 
m  rl//in|z  thoy  w^mld  let  in  a  rariety  of 
totrioft  that  coiUd  not  pebbly  be  cod- 

Mft.  J.  K,  CROSS,  in  supporting  the 
filanse^  iiaid  they  might  ask  who  would 
bft  ntosters  of  the  voluntary  schools  when 
those  MshcKils  ceased  to  be  voluntary  and 
became  denominational?  The  whole 
system  of  teaching  and  instruction  would 
be  altere<l^  and  while  work  might  be  in- 
creased school  fees  would  be  diminished. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  public  money 
would  be  applied  for  denominational 
teaching ;  but  In  his  opinion  the  educa- 
tional iiistructlon,  judging  of  the  past, 
was  very  defective.  Questioning  the 
children  categorically,  their  answers  were 
very  unsatismotory. 

Mtt.  WU ALLEY,  who  spoke  amid 
considerable  interruption,  saia  in  moving 
to  report  Pi^ogress,  that  ho  did  so  out  of 
deference  to  the  impatience — he  might 
soy  the  legitimate  impatience — of  the 
Ootumitice.  He  bogged  to  offer  as  a 
reason  fiir  the  Motiim  that  the  Amend- 
ment appeoriHi  to  raise  an  entirely  new 
iiuesttou  \ipou  which  it  would  be  well 
tlmt  the  C\>mmitteo  should  have  time  to 
cmtsiderv  It  was  that  there  should  be 
s\Mue  re«is\>nable  publieitv  given  to  the 
manner  in  whioh  under  this  Bill  public 
nmnev  was  tK>  be  expendeii.  (/•No» 
ihO**^  If  he  was  wr\>U|^»  the  observa- 
li^mi^  whioh  he  made  might  uerhapa*  be 
uwl\d  in  M>(^renw  to  s^une  other  Amend- 
u\entN  The  Q\>x\^nimeiil  by  the  Bill 
xtn^vt*  {xlacin^  the  cli>ripr  of  the  Chuidbi  of 
K^\|a:Ui\\l  in  au  <MiUreiy  new  posilioii 
tv(v|&if^  the  law  and  the  cvHintxy.  The 
vler^v,  in  Rxrtuw  timers  Wpl  the  cv>untiT 
a*  '"  a  |^»h?«!pert^  ^*  Rvr  tKetr  own  benedu 
(>ut  the>r  \lhl  ii\>l  iiaiMnfedt  tK^  chiMrMi : 
W^vvN^l  i«vqv^^<sM«^  th^sa  to  do  tto  haim. 
1^<\>r  wvw^  iwt  4Uk^wv4  K>  thiak.     H* 

ti)ti^  (\<r>/!i^  Mi^^^i^NT  Ml  l;sky«i  ltt$  ;eMA. 
Vk^v^^^^  t^^  x>>«s«M^ni3V4b$  W  W7S;»  vaakisi^ 

>ir)^)  y-1;l^*<y;Yla^fQ;MKy^  W  ;iE$^^  w^««  1^ 

>rW  ^^Nti;tiHQ:»>^f«^  >ipw»  tlirtx  Hf  ^  5if.  W 
f^b^  ^  a  jvw^s^^iL  T^  7ei>«m  «&£  W 

^o^mc^  *D^«w^^  n^  ^Mialhr  lismw  tdbtor 

Vt*^»w  ^«a^  >^<£h(Q-V  ^t^tmkiL.     ^iH*  <r 


Sn  CHASLES  BTJSSELL  rose  to 
Order,  and  said  the  Question  the  hon. 
Member  was  speaking  upon  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  clause  under  the  conside- 
ration of  the  Committee.  Sorely  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  were 
equally  applicable  to  the  case  of  *'  the 
unfortunate  nobleman  at  present  lan- 
guishing in  Dartmoor  prison  "  as  to  the 
clause  under  discussion. 

The  chairman  said,  the  bon. 
Member  for  Peterborough  was  not  ad- 
dressing himself  to  the  clause  at  all,  but 
justifying  his  Motion  to  report  Progress ; 
and  it  would  be  as  well  if  he  would  con- 
fine himself  to  the  Motion,  for  many 
of  his  remarks  appeared  to  be  wboUy 
irrelevant. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  thanked  the  bon. 
Gentleman  for  his  correction.   The  clergy 

of  the  Church  of  England ["  Divide, 

divide ! "] 

Mb.  £.  J.  BEED  rose  to  Order.  Hb 
was  always  anxious  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber shoidd  obtain  a  hearing  in  the 
House ;  but  the  time  of  hon.  Members 
ought  not  to  be  wasted  in  this  way  by 
their  having  to  listen  to  remarks  having 
nothing  to  do  with  the  subject-matter 
before  the  House. 

Thx  chairman  said,  he  must  again 
call  upon  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough to  address  himself  directly  to 
the  question  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  he  considered 
that  new  questions  had  been  started  by 
the  raising  of  the  discussion.  He  wxmld 
nol^  however,  trespass  longer  on  the 
OuDunittee^  and  would  snbmit  his  Motion 
that  the  Ghainnan  report  Plro^;i«flBw 
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and  spirit  on  both  sides  of  the  House  to 
support  the  Government  in  carrying  on 
the  business  of  the  country. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  also  appealed 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough 
not  to  put  the  House  to  the  use- 
less trouble  of  dividing  upon  his  Mo- 
tion.      

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  he  was  willing 
to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  said,  that  the  Motion 
had  been  only  brought  forward  in  con- 
sequence of  the  impatience  shown  by 
hon.  Members  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House.  If  it  was  withdrawn  he 
hoped  that  the  interruptions  which 
caused  it  would  not  be  renewed. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  believed  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had  been  in  the  House  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  was 
subject  to  such  interruptions,  he  would 
have  excused  the  Motion  which  had 
been  made,  for  he  believed  there  was  no 
one  who  wished  more  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  have  a  fair  hearing.  With 
reference  to  the  question  before  the 
House,  he  feared  they  were  goine  to 
stir  up  a  real  religious  difficulty,  which 
would  lead  to  agitation  of  the  worst 
kind.  He  was  afraid  that  by  the  adop- 
tion of  the  last  two  clauses  the  Govern- 
ment had  given  life  and  '^igour  to  the 
Birmingham  agitation.  Why  should 
there  be  an  exception  in  favour  of 
schools  that  could  earn  their  own  en- 
dowments ?  The  money  here  was  given 
open-handed,  and  Parliament  was  not 
to  be  informed  what  was  to  be  done 
with  it.  The  result  would  be  that  in  many 
cases  it  would  turn  out  that  the  money 
went  to  pay  the  choir,  or  was  applied 
to  purposes  which  ought  to  be  effected 
by  voluntary  aid.  He  protested  against 
granting  money  for  which  no  account 
was  rendered.  If  a  school  were  State- 
supported  it  ought  to  be  under  State 
management  and  control.  He  feared 
they  would  be  landed  in  a  religious  dif- 
ficulty, respecting  which  every  hon. 
Member,  wnether  on  the  one  side  or  the 
other  of  the  House,  would  be  called  on 
by  his  constituents  to  g^ve  an  account. 
He  should  like  a  Eetum  which  would 
show  the  total  expenditure  of  every 
school  in  the  country. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — ^Ayes  111; 
Noes  185 :  Majority  74. 

Mr.  a.  BEOWN  moved,  after 
Clause  30,  the  insertion  of  a  clause 
giving  the  same  power  to  local  authori* 
ties  with  regard  to  educational  endow- 
ments as  school  boards  now  had  under 
the  13th  section  of  the  Act  of  1873,  and 
that  if  a  school  board  were  subsequently 
formed  in  accordance  with  that  Act, 
such  educational  endowment  should  be 
transferred  and  managed  by  such  school 
board. 

Clause  (Local  authority  to  have  same 
powers  as  School  Board  with  regard  to 
educational  endowments,) — {Mr,  Alex- 
ander  Brown,) — hrouffht  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Viscount  SANDON  pointed  out  that 
the  HouBe  had  already  pronounced  its 
opinion  upon  the  proposition  in  the 
division  upon  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright).  The  Go- 
vernment then  stated  that  it  was  a  pro- 
posal they  could  not  entertain. 

Mr.  a.  BEOWN  said,  his  clause  re- 
ferred to  endowments  only,  and  not  to 
the  management  of  schools. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  108; 
Noes  187  :  Majority  79. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  moved  in 
page  13,  afber  Clause  37,  to  insert  a  new 
clause,  providing  that  the  managers  of 
any  school  in  receipt  of  an  annual  gprant 
from  the  Education  Department  should 
annually  produce  an  account  showing 
in  detail  the  income  of  such  school  from 
all  sources.  The  object  of  the  clause 
was  to  inform  the  localities  how  the 
mana^rs  of  schools  spent  the  fees  re- 
ceived ^m  the  parents  of  the  children. 

Viscouirr  SANDON  said,  he  had 
carefully  inquired  into  the  matter,  and 
he  found  that  all  the  information  re- 
quired by  the  clause  was  supplied  now 
to  the  Department  as  a  condition  of  the 
Gt)vemment  Grant.  The  adoption  of  the 
clause  would  depart  from  the  principle 
laid  down  by  the  Gt)vemment,  to  which 
they  attached  great  importance,  that  the 
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local  authorities  should  ha7e  nothing  to 
do  with  the  internal  details  of  the  schools 
which  were  under  voluntary  management. 
He  could  not  assent  to  the  clause.  He 
intended  further  on  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.  A.  M^Arthur),  which 
would,  to  a  certain  extent,  remove  some 
of  the  objections  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Eeading. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  the 
question  raised  was  an  important  one, 
but  it  would  not  be  well  to  press  it  at 
that  time.  His  hon.  Friend  had  better 
renew  the  subject  on  Report,  after  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
had  been  disposed  of. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE,  on  that 
assurance,  begged  to  withdraw  the 
clause.  He  could  assure  the  noble 
Lord  that  he  did  not  wish  for  the  in- 
terference of  the  local  authorities,  but 
simply  to  enable  the  parents  to  see  the 
accounts,  and  if  any  other  mode  of  pub- 
lishing the  accounts  could  be  devised, 
he  would  not  adhere  to  his  proposition. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  a.  MILLS  moved  a  new  clause, 
providing  that  every  school  district 
which  provided  accommodation  in  pub- 
lic elementary  schools  for  all  children 
between  the  ages  of  5  and  13  years  in- 
clusive, resident  in  such  a  district,  should 
be  deemed  to  have  provided  sufficient 
school  accommodation  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Education  Act  of  1870.  As 
a  Member  of  the  London  School  Board, 
he  felt  they  had  in  some  instances  pro- 
vided too  much  accommodation  for  in- 
fants. In  Germany  and  Switzerland  the 
limit  of  school  age  was  from  5  to  13 
years  of  age. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  if  the  ques- 
tion of  the  amount  of  school  accommo- 
dation to  be  required  by  the  Department 
were  raised,  they  would  at  once  find 
themselves  in  a  great  sea  of  difficulties. 
The  requirements  of  the  Department 
had  nearly  all  been  issued  to  the  country 
by  the  Department  on  a  certain  basis  ; 
and  to  accept  this  clause  would  unsettle 
all  the  arrangements  made  throughout 
the  countiy.  He  trusted,  therefore,  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  re-open  this 
matter. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  HEYQATE  moved  the  insertion 
of  a  new  clause,  providing  that  any 

Viscount  Sandon 


alteration  of  rules  should  be  construed 
to  refer  to  the  same  rule  under  the  Act 
of  1870,  for  which  it  was  substituted. 
Its  object  was  to  prevent  the  raisinfi^  of 
the  question  of  the  creation  of  a  scnool 
board  in  any  district  more  than  once  in 
three  years.  He  instanced  the  case  of 
a  parish  in  which  there  had  been  an 
agitation  for  the  establishment  of  a 
school  board  once  a  year  during  the 
last  six  years,  and  he  uioueht  the  same 
check  should  be  put  on  frivolous  and 
wanton  contests  of  that  character  as  was 
put  on  contests  for  the  dissolution  of 
school  boards  by  the  Amendment  which 
had  been  previously  adopted  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Reading. 

Mr.  HARDCASTLE  supported  the 
clause,  and  said  that  it  would  prevent 
the  firequent  agitation  of  educational 
questions. 

Mr.  DODSON  hoped  that  the  Oo- 
vemment  would  not  accept  the  clause. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  that  by  the 
Bill  they  were  creating  an  educational 
authority  in  every  parish,  and  bound  by 
law  to  see  that  the  instruction  of  no 
children  was  neglected,  and  that  this 
would  diminish  the  temptation  to  in- 
dulge in  wanton  contests  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  school  boards  where  they 
were  not  wanted  to  supply  schools,  but 
only  for  compulsory  powers  to  fill  tliem, 
as  an  inexpensive  existing  authority 
would  be  already  on  the  spot  to  do  the 
work.  The  question  raised  by  the  clause 
was,  no  doubt,  one  of  importance ;  but 
if  they  once  entered  upon  it,  its  dis- 
cussion must  occupy  many  hours.  He 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  press 
the  clause.  If  the  evils  of  which  his 
hon.  Friend  complained  continued,  and 
extended  to  many  districts,  it  might 
perhaps  be  well  hereafter  to  provide 
by  a  separate  measure  for  the  purposes 
contemplated  by  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  HEYQATE  said,  he  was  so 
confident  of  the  justice  of  the  propo- 
sition that  he  could  not  consent  to  ac- 
cede to  the  proposition  of  his  noble 
Friend. 

Clause  negatived, 

Mr.  a.  M^ARTHUR  moved  a  clause 
to  repeal  the  last  paragraph  in  Clause  23 
of  the  Elementary  Education  Act  of  1870, 
and  to  insert  in  Heu  thereof  a  clause  pro- 
viding that  every  school  transferrea  to 
any  school  board  should  in  all  matters 
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relating  to  its  maintenanoe  and  manage- 
ment be  deemed  to  be  a  sohool  provided 
by  the  scliool  board,  and  any  religions 
instruction  given  to  scholars  attending 
the  said  school  between  the  hours  of 
nine  in  the  morning  and  five  in  the 
afternoon  on  any  days  in  which  the 
schoolhouse  was  in  use  by  the  school 
board  should  be  only  such  as  the  Act 
permitted  to  be  given  in  a  school  which 
had  been  provided  by  a  school  board. 
His  object  was  to  prevent  such  trans- 
ferred schools  from  continuing  purely 
voluntary  schools. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  the  Educa- 
tion Department  had  no  control  at  pre- 
sent in  such  cases.  As  far  as  possible 
provision  had  been  made  to  meet  the 
hon.  Member's  views;  but  the  clause 
brought  up  a  large  number  of  religious 
questions  which  could  not  then  be  dis- 
cussed, and  he  hoped  it  would  not  be 
pressed. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
moved  the  following  clause,  which,  both 
in  an  industrial  and  an  educational 
sense,  was,  he  thought,  of  very  great 
importance : — 

(Employment  and   education   of   children   in 

factories,  &c.) 

"  Whereas  by  sections  fourteen  and  fifteen  of 
the  Workshop  Regulation  Act  of  1867  provision 
is  made  respecting  the  education  of  children 
employed  in  worktops,  and  it  is  expedient  to 
substitute  for  the  said  sections  the  provisions 
respecting  education  of  the  Factory  Acts  of 
1844  and  1874,  Be  it  therefore  enacted,  That 
sections  thirty-one,  thirty-eight,  and  thirty- 
nine  of  the  Factory  Act  of  1844,  and  sections 
twelve  and  fifteen  of  the  Factory  Act  of  1874, 
shall  apply  to  the  employment  and  education 
of  all  children  employed  in  factories  and  work- 
shops.'* 

Such  an  alteration  would,  he  believed, 
make  half-time  education  effective. 

The  O'CONOR  DON  supported  the 
clause. 

Mb.  AS8HET0N  CROSS  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  accept  the  clause, 
subject  to  some  modification  on  the 
Report. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  be 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Me.  BROQDEN  moved  the  addition 
of  a  clause  to  compel  the  Education 
Department  from  time  to  time  to  pub- 
lish a  list  of  efficient  schools,  whether 


receiving  Government  grants  or  not, 
such  lists  to  be  conclusive  evidence 
that  the  schools  not  included  therein 
are  inefficient. 

Viscount  SANDON  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  press  his  clause  for 
the  reason  that  it  would  put  upon  the 
Department  an  amount  of  work  which 
it  could  not  well  undertake.  To  carry 
out  the  clause,  the  Department  would 
have  to  inspect  all  private  adventure 
schools,  of  which  there  were  supposed 
to  be  some  40,000,  with  120,000  scholars, 
in  the  large  towns  alone.  An  inspection 
of  the  kind  would  be  a  very  delicate  one 
to  undertake,  and  in  many  cases  it  would 
destroy,  by  direct  Government  action,  the 
livelihood  of  the  persons  who  owned 
private  adventure  schools,  which  would 
lead  to  serious  difficulties.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
be  content  to  leave  the  private  adven- 
ture schools  to  the  sure  but  slower 
and  more  indirect  action  of  the  Bill, 
which,  as  it  confined  certificates  of 
school  attendance  to  certificated  efficient 
schools,  not  kept  for  private  profit,  must 
tell  upon  these  schools  ;  and,  more  than 
this,  as  sufficient  insixuction  for  the 
Standard  certificates  was  only  likely  to 
be  obtained  in  good  schools,  there  would 
be  an  additional  reason  why  the  bad 
private  adventure  schools  would  be  for- 
saken by  the  parents.  The  good  private 
adventure  schools  would,  he  hoped,  hold 
their  own.  He  thought  they  would  be 
a  valuable  element  of  variety  in  our 
school  system,  would  tend  to  prevent  a 
dry  uniformity,  and  would  be  useful  as 
competitors,  and  give  parents  a  larger 
choice.  , 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  the  insist- 
ance  upon  a  certificate  would  have  the 
effect  of  extinguishing  these  private  ven- 
ture schools  naturally,  and  in  the  mean- 
time it  was  not  desirable  to  prevent 
free  trade  in  schools. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  DISRAELI,  in  moving  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress,  suggested 
that  the  House  should  meet  to-morrow 
at  12  o'clock,  in  order  to  conclude  the 
Committee  on  the  Bill.  If  this  wcui 
done,  the  debate  on  the  Turkish  ques- 
tion could  be  proceeded  with  on  Monday 
next,  on  which  day  it  would  also  be  in 
his  power  definitively  to  inform  the  House 
as  to  what,  in  the  view  of  Her  Majesty's 
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<*ThBt  llie  great  loss  of  life  and  propertr 
anntially  oocniring  to  our  shipping  on  uie  xiottii 
east  coast  of  England  shows  that  there  is  a 
defiaienoY  of  adequate  harbour  accommodation 
in  that  oiBtrict;  and  this  House  urges  on  Her 
Majesty's  Government  the  construction  on  that 
coast  of  a  suitable  Ha]:i>our  of  Refuge  and  for 
strategic  purposes," 

apologized  for  bringing  the  question  for- 
ward at  80  late  a  period  of  the  Session, 
but  he  had  sought  in  vain  for  an  oppor- 
tunity during  the  last  four  months,  and 
would  gladly  have  surrendered  to  the 
Ooyemment  the  present  evening,  which 
he  had  obtained  by  ballot  after  many 
trials,  had  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  given  a 
more  favourable  answer  to  the  Question 
which  he  had  put  on  the  preceding  even- 
ing, and  which  he  had  put  purposely  in 
order  to  avoid  being  obliged  to  proceed 
with  the  present  Motion.  But  when  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
the  construction  of  such  a  harbour  as  the 
case  required  must  be  a  matter  of  private 
euterprize,  and  come  out  of  local  funds 
and  ^e  pockets  of  individuals,  he  was 
constrained  to  go  on,  as  he  considered 
such  a  mode  of  treating  a  national  ques- 
tion was  not  at  all  satisfactory.  Nor 
should  he  be  doing  his  duty  to  those 
brave  men  whose  lives  were  daily  jeopar- 
dized by  the  state  of  things  existing  on 
the  North  East  Coast,  and  who  had 
committed  their  case  to  his  hands,  if 
he  did  not  persevere  with  his  Motion. 
The  Committees  of  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons  had  from  time  to  time  considered 
the  subject  of  our  national  harbours. 
From  one  of  these,  in  1844,  had  pro- 
ceeded the  works  at  Dover,  Holyhead, 
and  Aldemey,  and  in  1853  that  very 
question  of  the  unprotected  condition  of 
the  East  Coast  had  undergone  ample 
discussion.  This  last  Committee  re- 
commended more  ample  accommodation 
for  shipping  on  those  shores ;  but  as  the 
exact  site  for  a  harbour  of  refuge  was 
not  within  their  province,  they  advised 
the  appointment  or  a  Boyal  Commission, 
which  was  accordingly  formed  in  1858, 
and  was  composed  of  men  of  disting^shed 
ability  and  experience  in  the  naval  and 
military  services,  the  Chairman  being 
Admiral  Sir  James  Hope.  The  Com- 
missioners sat  for  several  months,  from 
August,  1858,  tiU  the  end  of  February, 
1859,  during  which  period  they  exa- 
mined more  than  400  witnesses,  men  of 
every  grade  in  the  seafaring  life,  and  of 
great  experience  in  nautical  affairs,  and 


Government,  should  be  the  course  of 
Public  Business. 

Mr.  DODSON  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther,  in  the  event  of  the  House  sitting 
to-morrow,  any  business  other  than  the 
Education  Bill  would  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  DI8EAELI  replied  that  only  the 
Education  Bill  would  be  taken. 

Motion  agreed  io. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  re- 
solved  J  **  That  the  House,  at  its  rising,  do 
adjourn  till  To-morrow  at  Twelve  of  the 
dock." 

BISHOPRIC  OF  TRURO  BILL.— [Bill  185.] 
( JTr.  Asahetom  Cross,  Sir  Henry  Sekpin-lbbetstm,) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  con- 
sideration."— {Mr,  Asshetpn  Cross). 

Mr.  BIGOAE  rose,  and  was  speaking 
upon  the  Bill,  when — 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of 
the  clock,  the  Debate  was  adjourned. 

The  remaining  Unopposed  Business 
having  been  taken,  and 

It  being  now  Seven  of  the  dock  the 
House  suspended  its  Sitting. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present— 

HARBOURS  OF  REFUGE— THE  NORTH 
EAST  COAST.— RESOLUTION. 

Sir  EAEDLEY  WILMOT,  on  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  deficiency  of 
Harbour  accommodation  on  the  north 
east  coast  of  England ;  and  to  move — 

Mr.  Disraeli 
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they  nltimaiely  issued  their  Beport  on 
the  3rd  Maroh,  1859.  In  the  course 
of  that  Beport  thej  urged  most  strongly 
the  disadvantages  to  which  the  North 
East  Coast  of  England  was  exposed 
from  various  causes;  from  the  iron- 
bound  character  of  the  shore,  being 
not  indented  with  bays  which  might 
afford  a  shelter  to  shipping  in  tem- 
pestuous weather,  but  being  perfectly 
straight  for  many  miles  from  the  Tees 
to  Ilamborough  Head;  from  the  ex- 
isting harbours  alonff  ^e  coast  being 
only  tidal,  and  there^re  not  accessible 
at  low  water ;  and  from  the  violence  of 
the  prevalent  winds  which  blew  steadily 
on  shore  from  the  North  East.  From 
these  considerations  the  Commissioners 
advised  the  construction  of  an  ample 
harbour  of  refuge  at  Filey,  where  the 
Brigg  presented  ample  natural  advan- 
tages, and  where  the  surrounding  cliffs 
would  afford  every  facility  for  its  forma- 
tion. The  Beport  farther  adverted  to 
the  large  and  increasing  loss  of  life  and 
property  occurring  annually  off  the 
rTorth  East  Coast.  The  hon.  Baronet 
proceeded  to  remark  upon  the  enormous 
trade  and  commerce  in  the  shape  of  ex- 
ports from  the  various  ports  in  North- 
umberland, Yorkshire,  and  Lincolnshire, 
the  annual  exports  from  the  Tyne,  Tees, 
and  Wear,  amounting  to  £15,000,000, 
and  the  annual  exports  frrom  Hull  alone 
amounting  to  £38,000,000,  making  a 
total  of  £53,000,000,  beinc  one-fifth  of 
the  exports  from  the  wnole  United 
Kingdom,  and  the  shipping  annually 
sailing  from  and  arriving  at  those  four 
ports  actually  exceeding  those  sailing 
from  and  arriving  in  the  Thames 
and  Mersey  combined.  In  the  New- 
castle and  I)urham  coal  fields,  in  1873, 
90,000  men  were  employed,  whose 
annual  wages  amounted  in  the  aggre- 
gate to  £7,000,000  sterling.  Then,  as 
regarded  the  Tyne,  there  were  in  that 
river  alone  in  1873,  103  ships  built, 
with  a  tonnage  of  64,933  tons,*  and 
7,000  men  employed  in  shipbuilding. 
In  1873,  between  the  Tyne  and  Humber 
inclusively,  there  were  74,447  ships 
entered,  with  a  tonnage  of  16,460,000 
tons.  Passing  from  the  vast  commerce 
and  trade  of  those  regions  to  the  sad 
list  of  casualties  to  ships,  he  might  men- 
tion, in  the  outset,  that  the  loss  of  ships 
from  imseaworthiness  was  as  nothing 
compared  with  the  losses  and  wreck  by 
tempest    The  histoiy  of  these  casual- 


ties was  to  be  fbund  in  2%e  Wreck  Be- 
guteff  which,  as  hon.  Members  knew, 
was  annually  presented  to  Parliament 
in  June.  The  Begistor  of  1876  had  not 
yet  been  presented;  he  therefore  cited 
from  the  one  published  in  June,  1875. 
In  that  book  he  found  that  in  1875 
there  were  4,259  ships  lost  all  over  the 
world,  with  a  tonnage  of  911,000  tons; 
and  this  list  exceeded  that  of  1874  by 
2,068  ships.  Of  these  4,259,  3,380  were 
British  ships,  and  3,590  out  of  the  whole 
number  of  4,259,  were  lost  "on  our 
English  coasts,"  which,  as  they  knew, 
from  the  narrowness  of  the  seas  and 
rapidity  of  tide,  were  very  greatly  ex- 
posed to  sudden  and  violent  storms  and 
tempests.  Of  the  3,590  ships  wrecked 
on  our  own  coasts,  461  were  total  wrecks, 
but  only  33  of  these  from  imseaworthi- 
ness in  the  vessel.  They  had  been  pass- 
ing an  Act  'to  protect  our  sailors  from 
unseaworthy  vessels ;  but  how  equally, 
if  not  mord  important  to  provide  against 
calamity  which  no  skill  or  act  of  man 
could  prevent,  except  by  providing  safe 
places  of  refuge  in  time  of  tempest ! 
Now,  he  would  proceed  to  mention  a 
most  remarkable  fact — namely,  that  out 
of  3,590  vessels  wrecked  on  our  English 
and  Scotch  and  Irish  coasts,  1,660,  or 
nearly  one-half,  came  to  grief  on  the 
North  East  Coast  of  England.  In  the 
year  1875,  920  lives  were  lost  in  the 
shipping  on  our  coasts,  the  average  loss 
of  life  being  upwards  of  800.  The 
annual  loss  of  valuable  property  on  the 
North  East  Coast  was  considered  to  be 
£1,500,000;  while  in  two  gales  only, 
which  occurred  in  1854  and  1857,  138 
ships  were  lost,  and  £1 10,000  in  valuable 
property.  That  would  not  be  surprising 
when,  as  the  Commissioners'  Beport 
stated,  often  1,500  vessels  were  seen  in 
Yarmouth  Beads  at  a  time,  and  500  off 
Flamborough  Head ;  aud  in  a  heavy 
gale  from  the  North  East  these  would 
have  to  run  up  northward  for  the  Firth 
of  Forth,  or  southward  to  Harwich  or 
the  Thames,  to  avoid  being  driven  on 
shore.  The  westerly  gales  were  most 
frequent  on  the  Southern  and  Western 
Coasts  of  England ;  but,  here,  the  casual- 
ties for  1875  were  only  977  on  the  West 
Coast,  and  549  on  the  South  Coast.  He 
held  in  his  hand  accounts  of  casualties 
from  one  or  two  of  the  north-eastern 
ports,  and  he  found  at  Great  Yarmouth 
in  the  16  months  from  Ist  January, 
1874,  to  30th  April,  1875,  there  were 
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116  casualties  to  shipping,  inyolyingthe 
total  wreck  of  22  ships,  and  39  persons 
drowned  or  killed ;  while  at  Lowestoft, 
where,  as  at  Great  Yarmouth,  the  piers 
and  harbour  had  been  considerably  im- 
proved, but  the  accommodation  w;as  at 
both  places  still  very  defective,  the  casual- 
ties amounted  to  1 65.  These  facts  plainly 
demonstrated  the  great  difficulties  our 
brave  sailors,  unsurpassed  in  hardihood 
and  seamanship  by  any  in  the  world,  had 
to  contend  with ;  and  that  the  words  of 
Sir  John  Coode,  one  of  our  most  eminent 
marine  engineers,  at  the  lecture  he  lately 
gave  at  the  United  Service  Institution, 
were  most  fully  justified  when  he  said 
that  '*  the  great  want  on  our  shores  at  the 
present  day  was  an  adequate  harbour  of 
refuge  on  our  North  East  Coast."  In 
this  opinion  he  had  been  supported  by 
Admiral  Sir  William  Hall — who  had 
written  an  able  pamphlet  .on  our  na- 
tional defences — Admiral  Collinson,  and 
other  distinguished  naval  officers,  who 
also  gave  it  as  their  opinion  that  such 
a  harbour  was  most  needed  also  for 
strategic  purposes.  The  hon.  Baronet 
then  read  an  extract  from  an  essay  by 
the  late  Dr.  Wynter,  published  in  The 
Quarterlf/  Review  in  1858,  in  which  he 
urged  that — 

"  the  appalling  loss  of  life  and  property  oc- 
curring every  year  on  the  North  East  Coast 
demonstrates  the  absolute  necessity  which  exists 
for  establishing  on  that  most  exposed  and  fre- 
quented position  of  our  coast  such  a  shelter 
as  the  sailor  has  a  right  to  expect  in  time  of 
need." 

So  far  as  to  the  commercial  aspect  of 
the  question,  on  which  he  had  dwelt  so 
fully  that  no  time  remained  for  its  strate- 
gic consideration — which  he  must  very 
slightly  touch  upon,  having  already  tres- 
passed so  long  on  the  attention  of  the 
House.  But  it  should  be  remembered 
that  at  the  present  time  we  had  actually 
no  place  from  the  Tyne  to  the  Thames 
where  an  iron-clad,  if  disabled  or  re- 
quiring to  coal  or  water,  could  go  in. 
The  German  Navy  had  very  greatly  in- 
creased lately,  and  the  Government  of 
that  great  Empire  had,  ever  since  1858, 
been  constructing,  at  vast  expense,  a 
noble  harbour,  most  strongly  fortified, 
at  Wilhelmshafen,  in  the  Bay  of  Yayde, 
at  the  mouth  of  the  river  Weser,  where 
their  iron-clad  fleet  could  lie  safely,  and 
go  in  to  refit  without  fear  of  being  at- 
tacked.   In   1870  the  French  fleet  lay 
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outside,  and  could  not  touch  the  fleet 
within.  Up  to  1869  the  Germans  had 
spent  £1,500,000  on  Wilhelmshafen, 
which  WBLS  necessary  to  them,  as  it  might 
happen  that  if  shut  up  in  the  Baltic  in 
time  of  war,  or  during  the  winter  season, 
their  other  harbours  of  Eael  and  Dantzio 
might  be  of  little  use  to  them.  Would 
England  begrudge  spending  money — a 
rich  country  like  our  own — to  defend 
our  commerce,  and  form  a  basis  of  de- 
fensive and  oflensive  operations  for  our 
fleets,  when  they  found  Germany, 
Hussia,  and  other  countries  making 
such  great  and  rapid  advances  in  mari- 
time power  and  resources  ?  Why,  look 
at  Cherbourg,  where  an  enormous  French 
fleet  could  ride  at  anchor  in  perfect  secu- 
rity, and  the  piers  and  batteries  had 
been  constructed  at  a  cheerful  cost  of 
between  £2,000,000  and  £3,000,000! 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  we  were 
building  magnificent  ships,  and  when 
they  were  built  we  foimd  there  was  no 
place  to  receive  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had,  he  must  say,  astonished 
him  by  an  argument  used  last  year 
when  a  discussion  took  place  relative  to 
a  harbour  at  Lundy  Island.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  objected  to  harbours 
being  constructed  by  Government,  be- 
cause, he  said,  they  would  not  pay.  Such 
an  argument  was,  he  must  say,  hardly 
worthy  of  the  abilities  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend.  Did  Portland  pay  ?  did  Holy- 
head pay?  did  Plymouth  pay?  Cer- 
tainly not  as  a  3  per  cent  investment ; 
but  they  paid  most  profitably  in  the  pre- 
servation of  the  lives  of  our  gallant 
sailors,  in  the  protection  of  our  property 
and  fleets,  and  in  the  increased  prospe- 
rity and  security  of  our  common  country. 
In  conclusion,  he  urged  strongly  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government  the  prompt 
and  serious  consideration  of  this  most 
important  question.  Local  ports  and 
harbours  could  be  established  or  im- 
proved by  private  enterprize,  but  such  a 
harbour  as  the  North  East  Coast  re- 
quired could  only  be  made  at  the  na- 
tional expense.  For  no  purpose  could 
the  national  purse  be  better  resorted  to, 
or  our  own  money  be  better  used,  than 
in  the  strengthening  of  our  national  de- 
fences, and  in  the  lessening  of  those 
numerous  dangers  to  which  the  trade 
and  commerce,  on  which  our  superiority 
as  a  nation  so  materially  depended,  was 
now  most  unnecessarily  exposed. 
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General  Sir  GEOEQE  BALFOUE, 
who  had  given  Notice  of  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  it  was  expedient 
that  there  should  be  farther  inquiry  as 
to  the  best  mode  of  practically  and  suc- 
cessfully carrying  out  the  various  har- 
bour projects,  said :  I  very  readily  rise 
to  second  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  South  Warwickshire 
(Sir  Eardley  Wilmot),  not  because  I 
concur  in  the  essential  part  of  the  Mo- 
tion, which  urges  the  Government  to 
incur  at  once  a  large  outlay  for  a  new 
harbour  on  the  Yorkshire  coast,  but  be- 
cause I  wish  to  have  a  debate  on  the 
important  subject  of  how  to  be  able  to 
construct  with  success  the  many  much 
needed  coast  harbours ;  for,  agreeing  as 
I  most  fully  do  with  the  hon.  Baronet  in 
respect  to  the  great  deficiency  of  har- 
bours, I  cannot  think  that  we  ought  to 
supply  that  want  by  urging  the  Go- 
vernment to  enter  into  new  constructions 
of  harbours  in  our  present  state  of  dis- 
trust as  to  the  works  being  successful. 
As  a  mere  money  question  the  construc- 
tion of  harbours  is  advisable;  for  the 
annual  loss  of  wealth  to  the  nation  by 
shipwrecks,  is,  if  capitalized,  fully  equal 
to  a  capital  of  from  £30,000,000  to 
£50,000,000.  Then,  again,  as  to  the 
way  to  prevent  the  many  losses  of  lives 
now  occurring  on  our  coasts,  we  do  not 
regard  the  spending  of  money  on  land 
for  sanitary  improvements,  for  better 
dwellings,  for  eood  water,  for  providing 
purer  air,  or  wr  a  variety  of  purposes 
conducive  to  the  saving  of  lives  and 
prolonging  of  life  amongst  our  people 
living  in  towns  on  land,  but  we  disregard 
our  poorer  but  hardy  sailors  and  fiiuier- 
men  on  the  seas,  and  allow  many  to  be 
annually  lost  by  reason  of  the  'v^nt  of 
proper  and  sufficient  harbour  accommo- 
dation. Then,  again,  look  at  the  question 
in  the  light  of  commercial  gain.  The  ex- 
tension and  improvement  of  our  har- 
bours would  enlarge  and  extend  our  com- 
merce, thereby  greatly  increasing  our 
ships  and  multiplying  our  seamen.  Then 
as  regards  our  fisheries,  we  have  only  to 
provide  ports  to  which  our  fishing  boats 
can  find  safety  from  the  storms  along 
the  coast  to  insure  a  great  increase  to 
our  fishing  vessels,  and  consequently  to 
the  hardy  and  persevering  fishermen, 
who  are  so  willing  to  toil  for  large  addi- 
tions to  our  food,  if  they  can  only  be 
supplied  with  refuge  from  the  gales 
which  at  present  destroy  so  many  of 
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these  industrious  men.  We  are  all  tho- 
roughly alive  to  the  importance  of  mul- 
tiplying our  commercial  and  war  vessels, 
and  the  numbers  of  sailors  on  board,  but 
few  are  alive  to  the  wealth  which  the 
sea  would  yield  if  we  multiplied  our 
fishing  vessels  and  fishermen.  I  do  not 
specially  advocate  the  openings  for  profit 
afforded  by  the  seas  that  wash  the  rugged 
coasts  of  file  county  which  I  represent, 
because  I  desire  to  see  all  our  coasts 
fairly  considered  by  the  Government ; 
for  lliough  I  know  that  the  coast  of  my 
county  has  hitherto  not  been  so  treated — 
in  so  far  that  other  parts  of  Scotland  in 
counties  favoured  by  the  Scotch  Fishery 
Board  have  had  money  spent  on  their 
harbours,  whilst  Kincardineshire  has 
been  neglected — yet  I  desire  now,  in 
mentioning  the  neglect,  to  use  this  as 
a  plea  for  asking  the  Government  to 
act  in  future  in  a  fair  and  impartial  spirit 
to  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  I 
can  confidently  urge  that  within  30  miles 
of  the  coast  of  my  county  there  is  a  bank 
on  which  fine  fish  in  enormous  quantities 
can  be  caught,  and  would  be  obtained  if 
our  fishing  boats  could  run  to  a  port  in 
the  county  by  the  sea  shore,  after  being 
exposed  to  the  storm  for  a  few  hours.  I 
fully  believe  that  the  wealth  that  could  be 
gained  by  fishing  that  bank  would  more 
fiian  equal  the  vcdue  of  theproduce  from 
all  the  landsof  the  county.  Tnat  thisisnot 
without  some  considerable  support  may 
be  shown  by  the  remarkable  success  of 
the  fishings  at  Frazerburgh.  There  the 
fishings  are  said  to  equal  the  rental  of 
that  part  of  the  county  in  which  this 
new  harbour  is  situated,  and  that  the 
value  of  land  in  the  neighbourhood  has 
largely  increased,  to  the  great  gain  of 
the  proprietors.  I  have  often  heard, 
even  in  this  House,  that  the  formation 
and  improvement  of  harbours  is  a  duty 
that  ought  to  be  undertaken  by  private 
individuals,  or  corporate  bodies,  for  their 
own  gain  or  advantage.  I  am  quite 
willing  to  assent  to  that  view,  provided 
those  parties  knew  how  to  carry  on  these 
harbour  works,  with  some  better  pros- 
pect of  deriving  their  gains  than  they 
now  have.  But  Government  has  already 
proved,  by  their  great  failures  in  their 
attempts  at  harbour  construction,  that  it 
is  not  wise  for  individuals  to  follow  the 
Government  example  and  fail  as  disas- 
trously with  as  great  losses  of  capital. 
The  discouragement  caused  by  the  Go- 
vernment's failures  at  Aldemey,  at  J^r- 
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Bey,  at  Eamsgate,  nay,  even  at  Dover, 
at  Wick,  at  ^struther,  at  Port  Patrick, 
at  Dunbar,  and  in  several  fishing  ports 
on  the  coast  of  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
and  in  other  places,  must  first  be  removed 
before  private  enterprize  can  be  expected 
to  face  the  risk  of  loss  which  has  been 
there  seen.  It  is  useless  and  idle  to 
repeat  a  truism,  that  private  capital  can 
and  ought  to  be  employed  on  such  works ; 
and  so  it  will,  and  in  an  abundance  that 
would  astonish  Europe,  provided  the 
private  capitalists  had  as  fair  a  certainty 
of  not  suffering  the  total  losses  of  in- 
vested money  as  has  the  Government. 
The  sole  object  of  the  Amendment  of 
which  I  have  given  Notice,  but  which  I 
am  prevented  by  the  Forms  of  the  House 
from  moving,  is  to  induce  Government 
to  enter  upon  an  inquiry  as  to  how  har- 
bour works  can  be  carried  on  without 
the  certainty  of  the  great  failures  which 
have  so  frequently  happened  in  the  un- 
dertakings of  Government.  I  ask  the 
Government  to  undo  the  mischief  which 
these  blunders  have  caused.  I  ask  the 
Government  to  enter  upon  a  great  in- 
quiry of  national  importance.  We  find 
no  hesitation  in  employing  Commis- 
sioners, not  only  in  tjie  United  King- 
dom, but  abroad,  in  order  to  investigate 
into  many  subjects  of  far  less  importance 
than  harbours.  We  find  Commissioners 
of  every  kind  employed  at  the  public  cost 
to  find  out  how  the  people  of  this  country 
can  be  benefited  by  improvements  of 
every  and  many  varied  kinds  of  ordi- 
nary affairs  of  life — Eoyal  Commissions 
at  the  public  expense,  on  water,  gas, 
coals,  food,  art,  education,  science,  and 
innumerable  other  affairs,  and  though 
thousands  of  minds  are  engaged  in  these 
inquiries,  yet  we  never  hear  of  the  story 
told  in  this  House  and  outside  the  House 
that  the  subject  of  harbours  is  entirely 
one  for  private  enterprize,  without  any 
silch  aia  from  Government  as  is  so 
readily  extended  to  every  other  branch 
of  knowledge  bearing  on  the  ordinary 
concerns  of  the  people.  I  could  enlarge 
on  this  my  favourite  question  of  har- 
bours, for  I  have  tried  to  obtain  some 
knowledge  of  the  subject,  and  have  ad- 
vanced sufficiently  far  in  my  inquiries  in 
being  able  to  say  that  I  know  and  appre- 
ciate the  necessity  of  much  more  know- 
ledge than  we  at  present  possess.  I  urge 
the  Government  to  supply  this  great 
want,  not  alone  by  investigating  into  the 
causes  of  the  many  failures,  witii  but  few 
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suooesaes  at  home,  but  by  kaTing^  the 
harbours  abroad  examined,  and  the  sac- 
cessful  and  unsuccessful  works  ascer- 
tained, with  all  the  causes  of  either  failure 
or  for  good  results.  We  have  much  to 
learn  along  the  coasts  of  the  Mediterra- 
nean ;  we  there  find  many  harbours  of 
peculiar  forms,  adapted  to  the  positions 
on  the  extensive  coast  of  that  inland  sea. 
We  there  find  the  science  of  using  mate- 
rials which  has  descended  to  the  present 
races  from  the  old  people,  evidently  from 
the  Carthaginians,  and  then  we  have  the 
harbour  designs  of  engineers  of  old 
times,  which  have  in  many  instances 
been  a  great  success.  We  have  in 
modern  times  also  harbour  works  which 
have  been  successful.  I  could  particu- 
larly name  Bona  in  Algeria  as  a  place 
where  an  outer  and  inner  harbour  has 
been  made  by  the  French  with  a  remark- 
able degree  of  success,  and  at  a  place  in 
Algeria  not  so  important  as  is  the  capital 
of  my  own  county,  Stonehaven.  These 
are  the  inquiries  which  Government 
alone  can  undertake;  no  private  indi- 
vidual can  possibly  be  expected  to  incur 
the  expense,  or  devote  the  time  required 
for  this  work.  Then,  again,  the  means 
of  access  to  foreign  harbours  can  only 
be  obtained  by  the  influence  and  by  the 
officers  of  Government ;  more  than  that, 
our  war  vessels  must  be  employed  to 
visit  the  various  foreign  ports  and  ex- 
amine with  impartiality  their  maritime 
fitness.  Even  now  there  is  a  great  har- 
bour in  the  course  of  construction  on  the 
coast  of  Holland,  known  as  the  North 
Sea  Harbour,  with  a  great  canal  success- 
fully completed  leading  to  the  wealthy 
city  of  Amsterdam  ;  it  faces  our  shores, 
and  should  a  powerful  nation  obtain  the 
use  o^hat  harbour,  it  would  afford  refuge 
for  v^sels  of  large  size.  Few  there  are 
in  this  country  who  know  of  its  forma- 
tion ;  but  though  a  commercial  harbour 
for  Amsterdam,  yet  its  importance  can 
be  judged  of  when  it  is  known  that  the 
canal  which  connects  Amsterdam  with 
the  coast  is  already  formed ;  and  its 
vastness  may  be  judged  of  by  knowing^ 
that  it  has  27  feet  of  water.  The  success 
of  this  harbour  is  therefore  of  material 
importance,  not  only  in  respect  to  the 
great  increase  of  national  power  it  will 
give  to  Holland  and  Germany,  but  as 
a  specimen  of  a  work  commenced  on  a 
shore  exposed  to  gales  and  to  seas  of  as 
much  severity  as  fall  on  our  own  coaata. 
As  I  have  promised  the  hon.  Member 
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for  Dundee  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to  a£fbrd  him  in  that  House,  and  even  the  same  hon. 

an  opening  for  bringing  on  his  import-  Members  had  made  contradictory  propo- 

ant  Motion,  I  feel  that  my  time  is  come  sitions  regarding  it  from  year  to  year, 

for  ceasing    my  suggestions.     I    urge  Last  year,  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eardley 

the  Ooyemment  to  weigh    them  fairly  Wilmot)  had  been  as  urgent  in  urging 

and  considerately ;  they  are  given,  not  priority  of  daim  for  a  harbour  of  re- 

to  support  any  particular  project,  but  fuge  at  Lundy  Island  as  he  now  was 

for  the  sake  of  many  projects  for  many  for  one  in  exactly  the  opposite  direc- 

harbours  along  our  extensive  and  ex-  tion.    The   hon.  and  gallant  Member 

posed  coasts.     The  success  in  forming  for  Kincardineshire  (Sir  George  Bal- 

harbours  which  I  anticipate  from  the  four),  on  the  other  hand,  wanted  them 

inquiries  which   I  advise  being  made  to  consider  how  they  should  carry  out 

wiU  not  only  add  to  our   commercial  all  the  various  harbour  projects,  whether 

greatness,    but   will   give    a    strength  for  commerce,  fisheries,  refuge,  or  offen- 

and   a  power  to  the  defensive  means  sive  and  defensive  purposes.     He  (Sir 

of  the  nation.     The  shipping  of  the  CharlesAdderley)  would  not  argue  which 

country  will  be  increased,  and  our  sea-  was  the  right  way  of  proceeding  in  rela- 

men  and  fishermen  largely  multiplied,  tion  to  harbours,   but  he   thought  he 

and,  above  all,  by  new  harbours  being  could  show  that  Parliament,  ropresent- 

oonstructed,  we  shall  save  property,  and  ing  the  country,  had  long  since  made  up 

the  lives  of  our  people ;  these  are  two  its  mind  how  to  act.     Hon.  Members 

inducements  of  such  importance  as  can-  constantly  referred  back  to  the  Report 

not  fail  to  commend  the  subject  to  the  of  1859,  but  they  seemed  to  forget  that 

economist  and  philanthrophist.  after  the  presentation  of  that  Eeport, 

Lord  Palmerston  induced  Parliament  to 

Amendment  proposed,  take  action  on  that  Report  and  to  pass 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  the   Harbours  Loan   Commission    Act, 

end  of  Uie  Questioii,  in  order  to  add  the  words  which  gave  facilities  to  localities  through- 

•*the  great  loss  of  life  and  property  annually  out  the  Kingdom  to  make  or  improve 

S^I:Sarrat°tSeru,a°5:^ci^  their  own  harbours  by  the  aid  of  Go- 

of  adequate  Harbour  accommodation  in  that  vemment  loans  on   easy  terms.     Ihat 

district;  and  this  House  urges  on  Her  Majesty's  plan  had  now  been  acted  on  for  many 

Government  the  construction  on  that  coast  of  a  years,  and  he  thought  they  had  esta- 

suitable  HarW  of  Refuge  and  for  strategic  fcUshed  the   principle   that  the  way  to 

purposes,  -(5.r  Eardley  Wtlmot,)  ^^^  harbou^  adequate  to  the  wants  of 

— ^instead  thereof.  the  shipping  of  the  country  was  not  for 

Government  to  take  upon  itself  to  con- 

SiB  CHARLES  ADDERLEY  said,  struct  them,  but  aid  those  who  knew 
they  were  all  agreed  that  they  ought  to  most  about  what  was  necessary,  and 
do  everything  tiiey  could  to  reduce  loss  had  the  most  interest  in  maintaining 
of  life  at  sea ;  but  the  question  was,  their  harbours  when  constructed.  All 
whether  the  Motion  proposed  by  the  experience  was  in  favour  of  acting  upon 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  South  the  principle  so  laid  down  by  Parlia- 
Warwickshire  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot),  ment  25  years  ago.  The  moment  it  was 
and  seconded  and  opposed  at  the  same  found  that  Parliament  intended  to  act 
time  by  the  hon.  and  g^lant  Member  upon  it  the  people  set  to  work  and  con- 
fer Kincardineshire  (Sir  George  Balfour)  structed  for  themselves,  with  the  offered 
was  the  right  mode  of  meeting  the  diffi-  loans,  works  which  equalled  in  mag- 
culty,  or  whether  the  method  on  which  nitude  and  rapidity  of  construction  any 
the  Gt)vemment  and  the  coimtry  had  for  works  that  had  been  done  in  the  New 
many  years  made  up  their  minds  was  World,  and  exceeded  them  in  solidity, 
not  the  preferable  one.  The  question  The  trade  left  to  its  own  judgment,  in- 
had  been  mooted  for  20  years  past,  stead  of  multiplying  mere  harbours  of 
sometimes  before  Committees,  sometimes  refuge,  took  to  improving  their  ships, 
by  private  Members,  and  propositions  and  the  result  had  been  that  the  old 
had  been  made  sometimes  for  establish-  rotten  sailing  colliers  had  been  replaced 
ing  harbours  of  refage  here  and  there,  by  steam  colliers,  and  the  number  of 
and  sometimes  for  providing  them  all  wrecks  had  been  correspondingly  re- 
round  our  coasts.  Every  kind  of  propo-  duced.  He  trusted  that  the  House 
sition  on  the  question  had  been  taken  up  would  not  assent  to  either  of  the  Mo- 
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and  irritating  manner,  calculated  to 
create  a  prejudice  against  them.  Two 
questions  presented  themselves  for  con- 
sideration— first,  with  regard  to  the  social 
and  political  constitution  and  circum- 
stances of  the  island;  and  secondly,  as 
to  the  Imperial  question  of  confedera- 
tion, which,  no  doubt,  contributed, 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  the  recent 
disturbances.  In  the  Correspondence 
the  two  were  so  inextricably  mixed 
up  that  it  was  difficult  to  estimate 
exactly  the  influence  exerted  by  one  or 
the  other,  but  the  one  re-acted  on  the 
other.  It  would  not  be  necessary  to  dis- 
cuss the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  ques- 
tion of  confederation  further  than  to  say 
the  Goyemor  had  been  anxious  to  carry 
out  reforms  which  both  himself  and  the 
Colonial  Office  deemed  to  be  necessary, 
and  for  which  there  was  undoubtedly 
much  need.  The  population  of  Barba- 
does  was  180,000,  with  only  1,279  elec- 
tors out  of  30,000  adult  persons.  The 
franchise  consisted  of  £20  freeholders 
and  upwards;  leaseholders  of  £200 
value,  and  a  rental  of  £32  10«.  per 
annum  of  our  currency.  One  firm  alone 
held  mortgages  over  half  of  the  estates 
of  the  island,  which  were  said  to  exceed 
£1,000,000  sterling,  and  the  land  might 
be  said  to  be  in  the  hands  of  what  in 
America  would  be  called  a  ''planto- 
cracy."  No  doubt  the  island  had — as 
it  had  been  stated — "  a  glorious  and  a 
liberal  charter,"  at  a  time  when  the 
Whites  only  were  acknowledged  be- 
fore the  law  to  have  rights,  and  when 
they  held  in  subjection  a  large  number 
of  slaves.  There  were  now  46,000 
agricultural  labourers  in  the  island, 
30,000  of  whom  were  employed  in 
producing  sugar,  leaving  a  large  ex- 
cess of  unproductive  labour  in  the  island. 
Out  of  the  180,000  persons  only  18,000 
were  sufficiently  well  off  not  to  mind  very 
much  what  taxation  was  imposed  on  food, 
leaving  162,000  to  whom  it  was  a  matter 
of  serious  consequence.  The  natural  re- 
sult had  been  a  great  reduction  in 
wages,  whilst  on  the  other  hand  the  price 
of  sugar  in  the  world's  market  had  been 
so  low  as  scarcely  to  leave  a  profit,  how- 
ever large  the  yield  might  be.  The  con- 
sequence had  been  to  bringdown  wages  in 
the  labour  market,  and  produce  vagrancy 
and  crime.  In  1872  the  gaols  of  the 
island  were  overcrowded,  and  out  of  256 
boys  then  in  prison  only  28  had  received 
any  sort  of  instruotion.    With  such  in- 
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tense  and  helpless  poverty  incendiarism 
was  a  natural  result  of  the  want  that 
existed.  In  1873  there  were  68  fires; 
in  1874,  16 ;  and  in  1875,  141  ;  and  Go- 
vernor Hennessy  mentioned  the  case  of 
one  boy  who  had  been  sentenced  to  four- 
teen years'  imprisonment  for  setting  fire 
to  a  sugar  field,  whose  previous  conduct 
had  been  so  bad  that  he  found  liimself 
imable  to  do  anything  to  limit  the  term 
of  incarceration.  He  also  found  in  prison 
boys  seven  years  old  who  had  been  con- 
victed and  sentenced  for  the  Grime  of  in* 
cendiarism.  What  was  complained  of 
was  not  only  the  low  rate  of  wages  but  the 
injustice  done  by  managers  in  the  stop- 
page of  wages.  An  appalling  amount  of 
squalid  misery  existed,  and  concubinage 
became  the  rule,  as  the  people  could  not 
afford  to  buy  the  clothes  in  which  to  eet 
married.  As  a  consequence,  infanticide 
prevailed  to  the  extent  of  1,000  children 
every  year.  Owing  to  the  carelessness 
of  the  Legislature  the  prison  accommo- 
dation was  insufficient,  and  the  reports 
especting  the  lunatic  asylimis  were 
simply  horrible.  Education  was  im- 
perfectly provided  for;  taxation  was 
unfair  in  its  incidence,  the  general  fond, 
for  instance,  being  charged  with  a  sub- 
vention for  the  highways  which  ought 
to  be  kept  in  repair  by  the  planters. 
The  persons  who  were  most  interested  in 
improving  the  condition  of  affairs  had  no 
representation  in  the  Government,  and 
no  means  of  brinfi;ing  infiuence  to  bear 
upon  it.  It  coiud  not  be  surprising, 
then,  that  in  1 863  riots  took  place  and 
the  troops  were  called  out,  that  the  same 
thing  occurred  in  1872,  and  that  in  1875 
there  was  plundering  and  rioting,  a  pro- 
clamation had  to  be  issued  by  the  Gk>ver- 
nor,  the  provision  grounds  were  attacked, 
and  a  watchman  was  shot.  In  1868  Go- 
vernor Rawson  was  sent  out  to  cany 
into  effect  a  policy  of  confederation.  He 
left  the  island,  however,  before  he  had 
been  able  to  do  so,  and  Governor  Free- 
ling  succeeded  him  as  Acting  Gt>- 
vemor  for  a  few  months  before  me  ar- 
rival of  Mr.  Pope  Hennessy.  The 
planters  and  estate  agents  exhibited  sreat 
disquietude  at  the  prospect  of  confedera- 
tion. That  policy  nad  been  carried  into 
effect  in  the  Leeward  Islands,  and  there 
was  a  strong  feeling  in  Barbadoes  that 
it  had  been  effected  by  official  influence, 
and  had  not  been  mirly  carried.  Li 
July,  1875,  there  were  disputes  between 
Gbvemor  Freeling  and  tne  Assembly, 


45        BarhadoM— Social  and         {July  28,  1876}  Political  CoudiUon.        46 


and  altogether  there  had  been  a  good 
deal  of  agitation  antecedent  to  the 
arrival  of  Mr.  Pope  Hennessy,  and 
any  one  coming  trom  the  Colonial 
Office  was  looked  upon  with  suspicion. 
About  October,  1875,  Mr.  Hennessy 
arrived  in  the  island  as  Governor, 
finding  it,  as  described,  in  a  state  of 
excitement.  From  the  reputation  he 
had  acquired  in  similar  positions,  and 
which  had  preceded  him,  he  was  popu- 
lar with  aU  classes,  and  met  with  a 
very  warm  reception.  Within  the 
next  two  or  three  weeks,  as  would 
be  seen  by  the  Papers,  some  things 
were  done  by  the  new  Governor  which 
could  not,  perhaps,  be  altogether  ap- 
proved of ;  but  whatever  occurred  during 
the  first  two  or  three  weeks  ought  not  to 
be  too  harshly  charged  against  him.  For 
instance,  he  compUmented  the  House 
of  Assembly  in  terms  which  he  was 
afterwards  obliged  to  retract.  On  the 
7th  of  December  he  brought  the  ques- 
tion of  confederation  before  the  Legisla- 
tive Council,  and  at  his  suggestion  it 
was  arranged  that  a  conference  should 
take  place  between  Eepresentatives  of 
the  Assemblies  of  all  the  islands  on  the 
subject  of  confederation.  It  was  at  that 
time  that  Lord  Carnarvon  sent  him  his 
celebrated  telenam  cautioning  him  not 
to  proceed  too  fast,  and  to  pay  great  re- 
spect to  the  feeling  and  constitution  of 
the  country.  A  message  was  sent  to 
the  Assembly  on  the  22nd  of  January, 
and  they  passed  resolutions  in  which 
they  declared  that  they  could  not  con- 
sent to  become  one  of  a  confederation, 
but  that  they  were  willing  to  consider 
the  suggestions  which  had  been  ofiered 
by  the  Governor.  There  was  one  thing 
which  excited  considerable  feeling,  and 
for  which  the  Colonial  Office,  and  not 
the  Governor,  wsls  responsible.  He  was 
directed  in  the  Letters  Patent  to  divest 
the  Legislative  Council  of  its  executive 
functions,  and  to  create  an  executive 
body  which  should  be  responsible  directly 
to  the  Gt)vernor.  This  change  he  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  admitted  was  necessary,  but  it 
had  a  serious  effect  on  the  minds  of  the 
oligarchy.  It  was  also  evident  that  at 
this  time  the  planters,  or  some  persons 
connected  with  the  planters,  endeavoured 
to  frighten  the  negroes  against  confede- 
ration by  stories  which  were  untrue — 
for  instance,  that  it  would  lead  to  the 
re-introduction  of  slavery.  The  Defence 
Association  was   formed,   and    shortly 


afterwards  the  Governor  went  down  to 
the  Assembly  and  made  the  speech  which 
had  since  become  famous.  However  in- 
judicious that  speech  was  —  a  speech 
directly  contradicted  by  a  subsequent 
proclamation — England  must  feel  that 
Governor  Hennessy  meant  simply  that 
confederation  would  open  a  larger  field 
of  labour — a  view  which  had  been  stated 
by  Governors  before  him.  The  result  of 
this  was  a  **  flare  up,"  which  exhibited 
itself  in  the  form  of  speeches  and  articles 
in  the  newspapers,  so  incoherent  that 
one  scarcely  knew  what  to  make  of  them. 
Meetings  were  held  by  the  Defence  As- 
sociation in  various  parts  of  the  island, 
and  at  length  the  firing  from  a  pistol 
and  the  wounding  of  a  person  for  the 
purpose  of  intimidating  an  excited  mob, 
led  to  the  outbreak  of  a  riot,  which  con- 
tinued until  it  was  found  necessary  to 
call  out  the  troops,  and  telegraph  to 
neighbouring  islands  for  further  assist- 
ance. The  origin  of  the  riots  undoubt- 
edly was  the  excitement  created  by  these 
confederation  meetings  held  in  the  va- 
rious parishes  working  on  the  minds  of 
the  people,  aided  by  the  fact  that  there 
were  large  numbers  of  persons  in  the 
island  who  were  vagrants,  and  were 
ready  to  take  advantage  of  any  row  to 
plunder  the  weU-to-do  people.  It  was 
a  singular  circumstance  that  not  a  single 
person  was  killed  by  the  rioters,  not- 
withstanding that  there  were  some  of 
the  rioters  killed,  30  or  40  wounded, 
and  a  large  number  taken  prisoners, 
and  this  circumstance  was,  he  thought, 
an  indication  that  there  had  been  a 
certain  amount  of  panic  among  the 
planters,  and  that  it  was  the  re-action 
from  that  panic  which  had  caused  the 
deaths  which  had  occurred.  There  would, 
he  felt  sure,  have  been  absolute  cruelty 
inflicted  but  for  the  coolheadedness  of 
Governor  Hennessy,  who  undoubtedly 
had  persistently  set  his  face  against  the 
various  representations  which  had  been 
made  to  him  in  that  direction.  For  in- 
stance, he  had  been  urged  by  a  lieu- 
tenant colonel  in  Her  Majesty's  Service 
to  take  to  flogging.  In  another  letter, 
he  was  advised  that  hanging  would  be  a 
good  thing;  and  in  a  third,  he  was 
recommended  to  train  a  gun  down 
the  streets  of  Bridgetown.  Whatever, 
then,  might  be  thought  of  his  con- 
duct in  the  earlier  stages  of  these  pro- 
ceedings, he  had  subsequently,  at  all 
events,  shown  a  decision  of  cVvax^js^Xasc. 


47         Ba/rhadoeB^Sodd  and .        {COMMONS] 


Folitieal  Condition. 


48 


which  was  worthy  of  the  favourable  re- 
cognition of  the  House.  He  would  further 
point  out  that  when  the  rioting  had  sub- 
sided, the  Legislature  absolutely  proposed 
to  discuss  the  question  of  the  Governor's 
recall.  This  step  was  proposed  in  the 
midst  of  the  excitement  following  the 
riots,  and  it  was  only  by  using  a  very 
strong  influence  that  Mr.  Hennessy 
was  able  to  stop  that  dangerous  pro- 
posal. The  Governor  declared  that  the 
animosity  exhibited  against  him  was  so 
great  that  again  and  again  the  slanders 
which  had  been  uttered  with  regard  to 
him  were  repeated,  and  he  also  stated 
that  the  state  of  things  was  such  that  he 
dared  not  dissolve  the  Assembly  and 
issue  writs,  as  he  knew  it  would  lead  to 
a  renewal  of  rioting.  Whatever  they 
thought  of  Mr.  Hennessy's  conduct,  they 
must  do  him  the  justice  to  well  weigh 
the  fact  that  he  had  been  acting  in  a 
time  of  great  excitement.  One  thing 
was  clear — namely,  that  things  in  Bar- 
badoes  could  not  be  allowed  to  remain 
as  they  were,  and  he  put  a  case  before 
the  House  for  inquiry.  They  had  not 
sufficient  evidence  before  them  to  enable 
them  to  form  a  judgment  on  the  matter. 
He  neither  fully  exonerated  the  Govern- 
ment nor  censured  the  planters,  but  they 
must  have  a  full  inquiry,  for  grave  charges 
had  been  made  against  the  Governor, 
and  there  were  many  matters  to  be  in- 
vestigated, which  could  only  be  brought 
out  by  a  Commission  appointed  by  the 
Government.  Whatever  the  result,  one 
thing  was  certain — namely,  that  the  pre- 
sent Constitution  of  Barbadoes  was 
doomed.  A  Constitution  which  might 
be  suitable  in  a  time  of  slavery  could 
not  exist  with  anything  like  proper  and 
just  government  at  the  present  time. 
Therefore,  if  he  had  been  able  to  move 
his  Eesolution,  he  should  have  not  asked 
for  inquiry  merely  upon  the  ground  that 
justice  might  be  done  between  a  Gover- 
nor and  a  community  with  which  he  was 
at  variance,  but  upon  the  ground  also 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  con- 
sider whether  it  was  desirable  that 
the  existing  Constitution  of  Barbadoes 
should  be  continued.  Although  the 
House  could  not  come  to  any  Eesolution 
on    the  subject,  he  thought  Her  Ma- 

i'esty's  Government  would  agree  with 
dm  that  an  inquiry  into  the  condition 
of  the  Island  was  absolutely  necessary ; 
and  he  trusted  they  might  look  forward 
to  the  time  when  refonns  would  be  in- 

Mr.  E,  Jenkins 


troduced  into  Barbadoes,  the  result  of 
which  would  be  that  the  island  would 
be  not  only  outwardly  prosperous  and 
flourishing,  but  the  abode  of  a  free, 
happy,  and  contented  population. 

Mr.  THOENHILL  said,  he  must  at 
once  emphatically  contradict  the  asser- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee, 
that  the  condition  of  Barbadoes  was  any- 
thing like  what  the  hon.  Member  had 
described.  He  (Mr.  Thomhill)  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  a  clergyman  on  the 
island  stating  exactly  the  contrary.  He 
maintained  that  the  planters  were  fully 
sensible  of  their  responsibility  in  respect 
to  the  education,  peace,  and  happiness 
of  the  negro  population.  There  was  no 
doubt  a  redundant  population  in  Bar- 
badoes, and  that  created  misery  and  dis- 
tress, and  he  should  like  to  see  a  well- 
devised  system  of  emigration  brought 
into  play  to  put  an  end  to  such  a  state 
of  things.  With  reference  to  the  tele- 
grams which  passed  between  the  Earl 
of  Carnarvon  and  Governor  Hennessy 
there  could  be  no  doubt  the  Governor 
had  considerably  falsified  facts,  and  that 
they  contained  gratuitous  pieces  of  in- 
correct information.  The  truth,  it  would 
appear,  had  to  be  forced  out  of  him,  and, 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  private  tele- 
grams received  from  the  island,  and 
which  led  to  the  Home  Government 
taking  action,  the  country  would  never 
have  found  out  the  true  state  of  the  case. 
The  question  now  arose,  could  the  people 
of  Barbadoes  get  on  with  a  Governor 
who  was  not  on  good  terms  with  the 
better  classes  of  the  population  ?  He  had 
excited  an  excitable  people,  and  he  had 
not  acted  in  that  reasonable  and  careful 
manner  which  they  might  have  expected 
from  him.  He  (Mr.  Thomhill)  thought 
they  could  not,  and  he  therefore  hoped 
another  Governor  would  be  substituted 
for  him. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  it  was  only 
necessary  to  have  listened  to  the  two 
speeches  delivered  to  find  out  that  there 
were  two  sides  to  this  question.  It 
would  be  his  good  fortune  to  agree  with 
a  certain  amount  of  what  had  fallen 
from  both  hon.  Gentlemen  ;  but  he  would 
also  have  to  express  considerable  differ- 
ence from  both.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee  (Mr.  Jenkins)  had  recounted 
various  historical  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  island  of  Barbadoes, 
which  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  touoh 
upon  seriatim.     He  would  take  up  the 
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hon.  Gentleman  at  liis  last  point — 
namely,  the  disturbances  that  broke  out 
in  the  spring  of  the  jeai.  The  first 
thing  to  be  noticed  in  connection  with 
these  disturbances  was  the  various 
charges  which  were  bandied  about  be- 
tween the  Governor,  the  Assembly,  and 
the  Planters'  Defence  Association.  He 
would  first  deal  with  the  charges  brought 
aeainst  the  Gt)vemor,  a  great  many  of 
which  might  be  described  as  paltry,  but 
there  were  others  which,  if  proved, 
would  have  called  for  serious  notice. 
For  instance,  it  was  alleged  that  Mr. 
Hennessy  entertained  at  his  official 
residence  persons  of  the  Negro  race  who 
were  not  exactly  the  proper  subjects  of  a 
Governor's  hospitality.  Of  course,  the 
House  would  see  that  it  was  impossible 
for  the  Colonial  Office  to  lay  downregiila- 
tionsasto  the  mode  in  which  a  Governor's 
hospitality  ought  to  be  exercised ;  but  he 
felt  bound  to  say  that  if  the  charges 
made  on  this  point  had  been  true  there 
would  have  been  occasion  for  some  sur- 
prise, if  not  alarm,  in  the  island.  How- 
ever, he  was  happy  to  be  able  to  state 
that  Mr.  Hennessy  denied  those  charges. 
Another  allegation  was  that  Mr.  Hen- 
nessy had  deliberately  falsified  the  tele- 
grJs  he  deepatche/to  Oie  Home  Go- 
vemment,  underrating  and  occasionally 
suppressing  facts.  Mr.  Hennessy's  ac- 
counts, no  doubt,  differed  from  those 
of  the  West  Indian  Committee,  but 
striking  a  fair  balance,  the  truth  would 
probably  be  found  to  lie  somewhere  be- 
tween tliem.  Mr.  Hennessy  might  not 
have  been  informed  of  the  full  magnitude 
of  the  events  which  occurred,  while  the 
Committee,  probably,  was  misled  in  the 
opposite  direction.  The  House,  he  was 
sure,  would  readily  give  credit  to  both 
parties  for  a  sincere  desire  to  get  at  the 
truth.  But  two  charges  of  a  more  serious 
nature  were  made  against  Mr.  Hennessy 
—one  being  that  he  personally  en- 
couraged agitation  against  the  Assembly 
of  the  island  in  favour  of  federation, 
the  other  that  he  made  certain  objection- 
able observations  in  a  speech.  He 
might  state  at  once  on  the  first  point 
that  Mr.  Hennessy  entirely  denied  that, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  he  was  in 
any  way  responsible  for  the  agitation 
which  prevailed,  and  there  appeared  to 
be  nothing  in  the  Blue  Books  to  justify 
any  one  in  doubting  his  word.  With 
regard  to  the  second  charge,  relating  to 
the  speech  of  the  3rd  of  March  to  the 


Assembly,  it  was  certainly  to  be  regretted 
that  Mr.  Hennessy  should  have  made 
use  of  certain  phrases  which,  in  a  com- 
munity like  that  of  Barbadoes,  were  cal- 
culated to  cause  considerable  uneasiness. 
No  doubt,  however,  he  used  them  without 
fully  realizing  their  import,  and  it  was 
unnecessary  unduly  to  dwell  on  them. 
Passing  on  to  the  time  when  the  dis- 
turbances unfortunately  broke  out,  he 
was  glad  to  find  that  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Hennessy  left  little  to  be  desired.  Mr. 
Hennessy  appturently  acted  with  prompti- 
tude and  energy,  and,  beset  though  he 
was  by  conflicting  counsels,  maintained 
great  coolness  of  judgment  and  presence 
of  mind.  He  had  the  misfortune  to  be 
surrounded  by  not  very  discreet  friends, 
some  of  whom  had  been  already  alluded 
to  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Thomhill), 
who  had  more  particularly  referred  to 
one  gentleman  (Sir  Gbaham  Briggs). 
Now,  this  gentleman  was  not  a  public 
servant,  he  was  happy  to  say,  and  it 
was  not  incumbent  upon  him  (Mr. 
Lowther)  to  attempt  to  explain  wha^  he 
must  admit  was  most  unwise  conduct  on 
his  part.  This  mischievous  agitation 
about  Confederation,  in  which  a  legal 
adviser  of  the  Government  was  said  to 
be  mixed  up,  could  not  be  too  strongly 
reprobated.  If,  however,  Mr.  Hennessy  « 
was  unfortunate  in  his  friends,  he  must  be 
congratulated  upon  having  such  opponents 
as  he  had.  The  Colonial  Office  had  re- 
ceived innumereble  letters  and  telegrams 
from  various  persons  connected  directly 
or  indirectly  with  the  island,  and  with  a 
few  exceptions  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  tone  adopted  by  those  who  opposed 
Mr.  Hennessy  had  been  as  indiscreet  or 
more  so  than  that  of  those  friends  to 
whom  he  had  referred.  For  instance, 
an  application  was  made  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  on  the  strength  of  a  private 
telegram,  uncorroborated  by  any  au- 
thenticated details,  for  the  instantaneous 
removal  of  Governor  Hennessy.  That 
was  an  appeal  to  which  no  Secretary  of 
State  with  any  sense  of  justice  could  for 
a  moment  listen.  He  had  now  mentioned 
the  charges  which  were  made  against 
Mr.  Hennessy ;  he  had  not  hesitated  to 
indicate  where  he  thought  his  conduct 
had  not  been  discreet,  and  at  the  same 
time  he  had  stated,  and  he  hoped  he  had 
made  it  clear,  that  Mr.  Hennessy  had 
triumphantly  acquitted  himself  of  the 
more  serious  accusations  brought  against 
him,  while,  moreover,,  his  conduct  during 
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a  trying  emergency  had  been  all  that 
could  be  desired.  He  now  came  to 
the  charges  which  had  been  brought 
against  the  Assembly,  the  planters,  and 
the  Defence  Association ;  and  with  regard 
to  the  first  the  Assembly  of  Barbadoes 
had  been  charged  with  systematically 
neglecting  the  interests  of  the  population 
of  the  island.  Their  financial  arrange- 
ments were  alleged  to  be  most  defective, 
the  prisons  to  be  in  a  most  deplorable 
condition,  the  police  system  to  be  very 
unsatisfactory,  and  the  Assembly  had 
been  accused  of  omitting  to  make 
proper  provision  for  correcting  those 
evils.  Those  charges,  he  was  afraid, 
had  been  proved  against  that  body.  He 
was  happy,  however,  to  be  able  to  say 
that  the  latest  information  which  the 
Government  had  received  led  them  to 
hope  that  as  regarded  the  prisons  the 
Assembly  would  enter  upon  the  necessary 
reform.  He  might  observe  that  several 
suggestions  had  been  made  by  Mr. 
Hennessy  in  the  Assembly  which  that 
body  had  not  felt  itself  able  to  concur  in. 
Among  them  was  a  suggestion  that  it 
should  energetically  grapple  with  the 
question  of  emigration — a  matter  of 
serious  importance  in  all  over-crowded 
communities.  He  thought  that  the 
over-population  of  Barbadoes  could  only 
be  met  by  a  system  of  emigration  to  the 
neighbouring  islands,  and  it  was  to  be 
hoped  that  the  Assembly  would  soon 
devote  its  attention  to  that  subject.  One 
point  which  Mr.  Hennessy  pressed  upon 
the  Assembly  had  reference  to  the  fact 
that  four  weeks'  notice  to  quit  was  the 
condition  imder  which  agricultural  la- 
bourers held  their  tenancies.  Mr.  Hen- 
nessy quoted  a  passage  written  by  one 
of  his  predecessors  strongly  condemning 
that  system — a  passage  which  he  con- 
fessed he  had  read  with  feelings  that  he 
could  hardly  venture  to  describe  to  the 
House.  It  suggested  that  the  proprietors 
had  it  in  their  power  to  effect  an  im- 
portant reform  in  that  matter  by  granting 
leases  in  perpetuity  to  the  tenants. 
Now,  the  labourers  in  Barbadoes  for 
the  most  part  inhabited  houses,  such  as 
they  were,  of  their  own  building,  and 
erected  on  the  land  of  their  employers.  He 
understood  that  at  one  time  the  pro- 
prietors on  certain  estates  erected  dwell- 
ings for  their  own  labourers,  but  that 
that  system  had  faUen  into  disuse,  be- 
cause that  which  had  been  intended  to 
do  duty  as  a  roof  was  made  to  serve  as  fuel, 
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and  the  labourers  now  erected  dwellings 
for  themselves  on  their  employers'  g^und. 
But  the  idea  of  granting  leases  in  per- 
petuity to  labourers  to  dwell  on  an  eetate 
on  wluch  from  circumstances  they  had 
ceased  to  labour  was  a  most  extraordi- 
nary one.  It  was  only  right  to  add  that 
Mr.  Hennessy,  further  on,  said  he  shrank 
from  the  strong  measure  that  his  prede- 
cessor recommended  of  granting  leases 
in  perpetuity,  which  would  in  his  judg- 
ment be  an  invasion  of  the  just  rignts  of 
property ;  but  as  an  equitable  and  effi- 
cient remedy  he  should  submit  to  the 
Legislature  a  proposal  for  abolishing  the 
four  weeks'  notice  to  quit  and  substi- 
tuting a  much  longer  notice.  Hon. 
Members  would  know  from  their  own 
experience  that  the  length  of  notice  to 
labourers  on  English  farms  was  about 
a  week  or  a  fortnight,  and  he  therefore 
saw  no  reason  why  the  length  of  notice 
in  Barbadoes  should  be  extended  beyond 
its  present  limit — namely,  four  weeks. 
It  was  only  right  that  the  Assembly  of 
Barbadoes  should  be  made  fully  aware 
of  the  view  of  the  Home  GK>vemm6nt 
upon  this  point.  With  respect  to  oom- 
pensation  being  made  to  the  tenants  for 
what  were  termed  unexhausted  improve- 
ments which  they  had  effected  with  the 
consent  of  their  landlords,  the  Legisia- 
ture  might  fairly  enough  take  that  into 
consideration,  c£ure  being  taken  not  to 
interfere  with  the  sacred  right  of  free- 
dom of  contract.  But  as  to  the  idea  of 
interfering  by  legislative  enactment  with 
the  arrangements  between  .employer 
and  employed  on  the  estates,  he  thought 
that  was  a  notion  which  it  would  be 
most  unwise  to  allow  to  go  forth  as 
having  the  approval  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  since  their  influence  for 
g^d  would  be  seriously  diminished  if 
they  were  to  be  suspected  of  any  sym* 
pathy  with  Communism.  The  subject 
had  not  been  overlooked,  and  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
had  lost  no  time  in  telegraphing  to  the 
Governor  of  Barbadoes  to  take  no  far- 
ther action  with  reference  to  propo- 
sals bearing  on  the  relations  of  landlord 
and  tenant.  With  regard  to  the  alleged 
obstructive  tendency  of  the  Assembly, 
he  hoped  that  that  body  had  leamt 
wisdom  by  recent  events,  and  that  they 
were  now  disposed  to  effect  some  ne- 
cessary reforms.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee  had  spoken  of  a  re-oonstitutioa 
of  the  form  of  government  in  Barbadoea. 
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For  himself,  lie  (Mr.  Lowther)  confessed 
he  did  not  follow  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  aDpeaxed  to  have  a  preference  for 
despotic  forms  of  government.  A  good 
deal  had  been  said  about  an  oligarchy. 
He  presumed  that  oligarchy  meant  the 
government  of  the  many  by  the  few, 
and  he  confessed  to  having  no  objection 
on  principle  to  that  form  of  govern- 
ment. Whether  the  suffrage  in  £ar- 
badoes  was  capable  of  extension  was  a 
question  on  which  at  present  he  should 
not  like  to  offer  an  opinion;  but  it 
would  be  necessary  to  take  care  that 
by  any  efforts  in  this  direction  the  pro- 
perty and  intelligence  of  the  com- 
munity should  not  be  swamped  by  the 
negro  vote.  Other  questions  had  been 
touched  upon  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate. Something  had  been  said  about 
federation,  but  he  did  not  wish  to  enter 
into  a  full  discussion  of  the  question  at 
that  time.  He  thought  it  matter  of  re- 
gret that  the  Assembly  had  not  seen 
their  way  more  distinctly  upon  this  ques- 
tion, though,  if  they  thought  it  would 
affect  the  rate  of  wages,  or  the  price  of 
food,  they  had  a  right  to  protect  them- 
selves, and  he  could  not  wonder  at  their 
objecting  to  anything  of  the  kind ;  but 
it  had  now  been  fully  explained  that 
federation  had  no  such  object,  and  he 
trusted  that  a  plan  which  promised  im- 
provement in  the  present  system  of  go- 
vernment would  be  adopted.  He  trusted 
that  no  spirit  of  intractability  would  be 
shown,  and  that  the  Legislature  of  the 
colony  would  of  their  own  will  take  steps 
for  the  effe<!ting  of  such  reforms  as  were 
necessary.  It  would  be  a  matter  of  re- 
gret to  the  Home  Government  if  they 
were  compelled  to  adopt  a  line  of  action 
opposed  to  the  love  of  Constitutional 
principles  and  the  aversion  to  interfere 
with  established  institutions  to  which 
reference  had  been  made.  Eeference 
had  also  been  made  to  the  absentees. 
He  had  looked  into  the  question  as  far 
as  he  had  been  able,  and  he  believed 
that,  so  far  from  the  absentees  being  the 
worst  landlords  in  the  island,  to  a  cer- 
tfidn  extent  they  were  the  best.  He 
would  remind  the  House  that  many  of 
these  estates  had  been  held  by  the  same 
families  for  generations,  and  the  system 
of  absentee  proprietorship  had  been 
connected  with  the  institutions  of  the 
island.  He  happened  to  know  one  case 
of  a  Nobleman  m  this  country,  whose 


estates  were  admitted  to  be  the  best 
managed  in  the  island.  He  believed  it 
was  also  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
fact  of  certain  properties  in  the  island 
being  mortgaged  to  persons  resident  in 
this  country  <ud  any  practical  harm  to 
the  colony,  for  it  was  not  the  fact  that 
such  mortgagees  were  persons  of  usu- 
rious tendencies.  He  had  observed  with 
regret  some  reflections  which  had  been 
cast,  in  the  Correspondence  on  the  Table, 
upon  one  particular  Arm  which  he  be- 
lieved to  oe  wholly  uncalled  for;  and 
with  regard  to  the  gentleman  named 
Mr.  Thomas  Daniel  Hill,  he  felt  bound 
to  say  that  if  this  irritating  controversy 
had  been  conducted  in  all  quarters  in  a 
similar  spirit,  matters  would  have  now 
stood  in  a  far  more  favourable  position. 
As  it  had  been  his  duty  to  speak  in 
terms  of  censure  of  almost  everybody 
connected  with  the  island,  he  was  glad 
to  be  able  to  mention  the  name  of  one 
gentleman  who  at  any  rate  thoroughly 
aeserved  the  thanks  of  the  Government 
and  the  House.  He  meant  Colonel 
Clarke,  who  deserved  all  praise  for 
his  conduct  throughout  these  troubles. 
As  far  as  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  concerned,  he  might  say  at  once 
that  they  had  no  intention  of  appoint- 
ing any  Commission,  as  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dundee,  to  inquire  locally  in  the  island 
into  the  questions  which  had  been 
brought  forward.  His  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  prepared,  on  be- 
half of  the  Government,  to  undertake 
the  sole  responsibility  of  dealing  with 
the  matter ;  and  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission  to 
inquire  locally  would  probably  cause  a 
renewal  of  controversies  which  had  been 
happily  laid  aside  and  re-open  heart- 
burnings and  recriminations  that  had 
been  abandoned.  Further,  it  had  been 
decided  after  full  con«deration  that  it 
was  not  the  duty  of  t£e  Gt>vemment  to 
recall  Governor  Hennessy.  To  recall  a 
Colonial  Governor  was,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, a  measure  of  a  very  serious 
character,  in  that  it  was  apt  to  reflect 
discredit  upon  the  person  recalled,  and 
to  cause  those  who  nad  opposed  him  to 
conclude  that  they  were  altogether  in 
the  right.  On  the  whole,  his  noble  Friend 
did  not  think  that,  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances, it  would  be  wise  to  recall 
the  present.  Governor  of  Barbadoes.  But 
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Legislative  Assembly  of  Barbadoes  in 
the  remarks  which  had  fallen  from  some 
hon.  Members. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  29th  July y  1876. 

MINTJTES.1  —  Public  Bills  —  Committee  — 
Report — Elementar>'  Education  [166-277]. 

Third  Reading — Savings  Banks  (Barrister)* 
[269];  Slave  Trade*  [270];  Cattle  Disease 
(Ireland)  *  [94],  ajid  passed. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the 
dock. 

* 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 

SUNDAY  (IRELAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  MUEPHY  said,  that  the  Irish 
Cattle  Show  was  to  be  held  in  Cork  on 
the  2nd,  drd,  and  4th  of  August,  at 
which  many  Irish  Members  wished  to 
be  present.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  had 
graciously  promised  to  attend,  and  had 
accepted  an  invitation  to  a  banquet  on 
Wednesday  next.  He  wished  to  know, 
Whether,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
honourable  Member  for  Londonderry 
County  would  proceed  with  his  Motion 
on  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sunday  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill  on  Wed- 
nesday next,  having  regard  to  the  short 
time  given  for  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment Amendments  ? 

Me.  E.  SMYTH,  in  reply,  said,  he 
felt  the  greatest  reluctance  to  deprive 
any  hon.  Member  from  meeting  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  at  Cork,  and,  so  far  as  the 
hon.  Member  was  concerned,  he  could 
pair  with  his  Colleague,  which  would 
enable  him  to  do  so.  It  was  his  inten- 
tion to  ask  the  House  on  Wednesday  to 
go  into  Conmiittee  on  the  Bill. 

Sir  John  Lubloch 


ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  BILL. 

[bill  165.] 

{Viscount  SattdoHf  Mr,    Chaneellw    of  tki  It' 
chequer,  Mr.  Assheton  Crass.) 

coionTTEE.     [_Froyres8  2Sth  «/ti/jf.] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

YisooiTNT  SANDON  said,  as  he  had 
promised  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  to  meet  possible  evils  to 
which  he  had  called  his  attention,  he 
would  propose  a  new  clause,  so  that 
there  might  be  no  doubt  whateTer  that 
the  public  money  earned  by  the  schocdi 
was  expended  for  the  purposes  intended 
by  Parliament.  The  clause  was  as  fid- 
lows  : — 

(The  conditions  of  a  Parliamefntary  gfnmt  to 

include  application  of  incomes  to  puipoeei  d 

public  elementary  schools  only.) 

**  The  conditions  required  to  be  fulfilled  bj 

schools  in  order  to  obtain  annual  Parliamentuy 

grants  shall   provide  that   the  income  of  titt 

schools  shall  be  applied  only  for  the  purpoeee  d 

public  elementary  schools.*' 

Mr.  W.  M'ARTHUE  thought  the 
clause  would  meet  the  object  in  view. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  ordini 
to  be  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  booed  moved  the  following  new 
clause : — 


(No  prosecutions  to  be  undertaken  exoept  wil 
the  authority  of  at  least  three  members  of  a 
School  Board,  School  Attendance  Committee, 
or  Local  Committee.) 

**  No  legal  proceedings  for  non-attendance,  or 
irregular  attendance  at  school,  shall  be  com- 
menced in  a  court  of  summary  juriadictioii,  by 
any  person  appointed  to  carry  out  the  compi^ 
scry  bye-laws  of  a  School  Board  op  Locel 
Authority,  except  by  the  direction  of  not  IfWf 
than  three  members  of  a  School  Board,  School 
Attendance  Committee,  or  Local  Committee,  who 
shall  have  previously  investigated  the  cixcimi« 
stances  under  which  it  is  proposed  to  take  n&di 
action." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  the  object  of 
the  clause  was  to  carry  out  the  intentioii 
of  the  Act  of  1870  with  regard  to  pro- 
secutions— that  they  should  not  be  re- 
sorted to  until  every  other  means  of 
inducing  the  attendance  of  the  children 
had  failed,  and  only  then  after  reiy 
careful  inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of 
each  case  by  persons  who,  from  their 
local  knowledge,  were  thoroughly  com- 
petent to  perform  the  duty.  In  the 
metropolis  and  in  large  towns  the  need 
of  such    caution   was    greatest,    since 
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the  circumstances  of  indiTidnals  were 
less  likely  to  be  known  there  than  else- 
where. Hence,  in  some  of  the  Lon- 
don districts,  dirisional  committees  of 
the  ratepayers  had  been  formed,  who 
were  admirably  fitted  for  the  discharge 
of  these  fuiictions.  Speaking  at  the 
opening  of  the  new  offices  of  the  London 
School  Board,  after  describing  the  method 
of  persuasion  to  be  employed  by  the 
visitors,  Sir  Charles  Beed  said  of  the 
diyisional  committees — 

*'  Afer  that,  it  rests  with  the  ratepayers  them- 
Belves,  who  constitute  the  diyisional  committee, 
to  decide  whether  the  superintendent  shall  take 
any  case  before  the  magistrate,  so  that  the  public 
authority  shall  give  decision.  Therefore,  I 
think  the  Board,  having  placed  the  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  ratepayers,  may  fairly  say  that 
they  have  sought  the  very  best  tribunal.  In 
every  division  of  London  we  have  Uulies  and 
gentlemen  who  are  united  in  this  benevolent 
work:  they  investigate  at  great  pains  every 
case,  they  see  every  parent,  and  they  direct 
every  step ;  and  the  question  is  carried  before 
the  magistrate,  subject  tu  the  committee  of  the 
Board,  at  thdr  instigation." 

There  was  also  a  resolution  passed  by 
the  London  School  Board  on  the  19th 
June,  1872,  to  the  effect — 

''  That  no  prosecution  in  any  division,  to  en- 
force the  bye-laws  for  compulsion,  be  carried  on, 
except  by  tho  authority  of  the  divisional  mem- 
bers, or  a  majority  of  tiiem,  who  shall  be  solely 
responsible  to  the  Board  therefor." 

Now,  the  sentiment  contained  in  that 
speech,  and  the  policy  laid  down  by  that 
resolution,  was  all  that  could  be  desired ; 
but  what  he  complained  of  was,  that  the 
practice  of  the  Board  had  not  been  in  ac- 
oordance  with  its  professions,  for  by  a  Ee- 
tum  that  had  been  presented  to  the  House 
he  learned  that  out  of  2,154  cases  that 
had  gone  before  the  magistrates  in  the 
Greenwich  Division,  with  which  he  was 
naturally  chiefly  concerned,  only  four  had 
been  investigated  in  the  manner  pre- 
scribed by  the  resolution  he  had  quoted, 
whilst,  in  some  50  cases,  the  preliminary 
investigation  had  been  left  to  the  superin- 
tendent of  visitors.  A  resolution  of  this 
kind  was  an  instruction  to  the  members 
of  the  Board,  and  it  was  highly  unsatis- 
factory to  find  some  of  them,  within 
one  month  of  its  passing,  deliberately 
arranging  to  violate  it,  as  was  shown 
to  be  the  fact  by  the  Betum.  Up  to 
the  17th  of  March,  1875,  the  divisional 
committee  of  ratepayers  had  some  voice 
in  the  matter,  though  not  nearly  so  much 
as  was  represented  by  Sir  Charles  Eeed  I 


in  his  speech ;  but  after  that  they  had 
been  superseded,  apparently  without  rea- 
son given.  During  the  time  the  committee 
exercised  their  functions,  prosecutions 
had  been  going  on  at  the  rate  of  about  500 
per  annum ;  whilst,  after  their  dismissal, 
the  rate  increased  to  nearly  700 — an  in- 
crease of  something  like  40  per  cent. 
The  general  result  of  all  this  had  been, 
mat  a  great  outcry  had  been  raised  in 
the  division,  the  magistrates  had  com- 
plained publicly  of  the  want  of  care 
exercised  in  inquiring  into  the  cases 
brought  before  them,  and  there  was  great 
danger  of  education  becoming  impopular 
amongst  those  whose  sympathy  it  was 
especially  desirable  to  have,  if  some- 
thing were  not  done  in  the  way  of  a 
remedy.  Now,  the  clause  he  (Mr. 
Boord)  proposed  was  declaratory  of  the 
intention  of  the  Act  of  1870;  it  was,  as 
he  had  shown,  in  close  agreement  with 
the  declared  policy  of  the  School  Board, 
and  he  therefore  trusted  it  would  meet 
with  the  approval  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  it  would 
be  a  very  serious  matter  to  embody  this 
clause  in  the  Bill.  The  proper  judge  in 
these  cases  was  the  magistrate,  and 
nothing  could  check  unnecessary  prose- 
cutions more  than  if  the  magistrate  were 
to  say  that  there  were  no  grounds  for 
them.  Gbeat  caution  on  the  part  of  the 
school  boards  he  admitted  to  be  neces- 
sary. 

VisoouNT  SANDON  said,  it  was  ex- 
ceedingly desirable  that  those  cases 
should  be  investigated  Vith  great  care 
by  the  school  boards  before  the  parents 
were  subjected  to  inconvenience  and 
annoyance  by  being  summoned ;  and  if 
there  was  an  impression  in  the  country 
that  school  boards  were  acting  with 
harshness  to  the  parents,  an^  appeal 
would  probably  be  made  to  Parlia- 
ment on  the  subject.  But  he  was 
unwilling  to  hamper  the  action  of  the 
school  boards  as  well  as  that  of  the 
new  school  attendance  committees,  by 
any  direction  of  so  stringent  a  character 
as  this.  Public  opinion,  he  trusted, 
would  exercise  a  salutary  check  on  the 
conduct  of  school  boards  in  this  matter, 
if  they  had  not  used  sufficient  caution 
and  care.  He  hoped  it  would  get  to 
the  school  boards  through  the  ordinary 
channels,  that  both  his  right  hon.  Friend 
and  himself  were  of  opinion  that  great 
caution  was  necessary ;  but  he  must  re- 
peat what  he  had  said  in  the  House  on 
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the  various  occasions  when  attacks  had 
been  made  on  the  action  of  school  boards 
in  the  matter  of  compulsion,  that  he  be- 
lieved they  had  generally  shown  a  rare 
discretion,  delicacy,  and  judgment  in 
the  exercise  of  this  difficult  duty  which 
Parliament  had  imposed  upon  them. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TAliOT  was  sorry  his 
noble  Friend  could  not  accept  the  clause. 
Looking  at  the  way  in  which  prosecu- 
tions had  been  conducted,  not  by  the 
London  School  Board  only,  but  by  school 
boards  in  general,  he  could  not  think 
that  the  state  of  the  question  was  alto- 
gether satisfactory.  It  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  class  of  persons  affected 
were  those  least  able  to  protect  them- 
selves, and  that  all  that  was  asked  was 
that  no  prosecution  should  be  ordered, 
without  due  consideration  by  at  least 
two  responsible  persons.  He  suggested 
that  his  noble  Friend  might  prepare  a 
clause  to  meet  the  difficulty,  and  bring 
it  up  on  Report. 

Mr.  a.  M'ARTHUR  said,  that  the 
London  School  Board,  of  which  he  had 
been  a  member,  had  invariably  exercised 
the  greatest  care  before  summoning 
parents  ;  and  if  upon  investigation  a 
clear  case  was  not  made  out  no  further 
steps  were  taken.  There  were  very  few 
instances  in  which  the  magistrates  had 
censured  the  school  boards.  The  adop- 
tion of  this  clause  would  inflict  injustice 
upon  the  school  boards. 

Mr.  ONSLOW,  on  behalf  of  the  poor 
in  rural  districts,  urged  the  noble  Lord 
to  re-consider  his  decision,  and  to  bring 
up  a  clause  of  a  milder  character  on  the 
Report  than  the  one  before  the  Commit- 
tee, in  order  to  protect  parents  from 
hardships,  which  were  not  at  all  unlikely 
to  arise. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  said,  it  gave  him  great 
satisfaction  to  hoar  the  noble  Lord  refuse 
to  accept  the  clause.  The  conclusion  he 
had  arrived  at  during  the  progress  of 
these  discussions  was  that,  though  there 
might  be  a  few  exceptions,  the  House, 
as  a  whole,  was  deeply  anxious  to  secure 
the  education  of  the  mass  of  the  popu- 
lation. But  what,  he  asked,  was  likely 
to  be  the  effect  of  a  clause  which  threw 
doubt  on  the  discretion  with  which 
school  boards  had  exercised  the  powers 
intrusted  to  them  ?  If  cases  which  ap- 
peared hard  did  occur,  they  could  only 
be  cases  where  parents  were  neglecting 
the  education  of  their  children,  and  those 
were  the  very  cases  which  the  House 

Viscount  Sandon 


had  in  view  in  framing  this  measnre. 
He  did  hope  that  no  such  restrictioii 
would  be  imposed  on  the  local  aathori- 
ties,  but  that,  trusting  to  their  discretion, 
the  Committee  would  enable  them  to 
exercise  without  interference  of  anr 
kind  the  compulsory  powers  which  had 
already  been  granted.  He  concuiTed 
most  cordially  in  the  opinion  that  achwA 
bo£urds  and  local  authorities  generallj 
ought  to  deal  tenderly  with  parents  in 
inducing  them  to  send  their  children  to 
school.  There  might  have  been  instancei 
in  which  the  feelings  of  parents  had  not 
been  reg£urded  in  the  spirit  which  the 
Committee  would  desire  ;  but,  upon  the 
whole,  the  evils  that  coiUd  result  from 
prosecutions  to  parents  who  neglected 
the  education  of  their  children  were  fir 
less  than  those  which  might  be  appre- 
hended from  placing  such  a  restriction 
as  this  upon  the  action  of  school  aa- 
thorities. 

Mr.  MELLOE  hoped  the  hon.  Qm- 
tleman  would  divide  the  Committee  on 
his  clause.  The  beadles  who  enforced 
school  attendance  were  the  most  bump- 
tious of  men,  and  there  were  many  casei 
to  his  own  knowledge  in  which  there 
was  no  occasion  whatever  for  taking  out 
a  summons.  In  his  own  boroug^h  every 
case  brought  before  the  magistrate  cost 
8«.,  the  greater  part  of  which  had  to  be 
borne  by  the  rates. 

Mr.  HENLEY  was  unable  to  g^Te  an 
opinion  as  to  whether  the  clause  was 
quite  sufficient  to  secure  care  in  institut- 
ing prosecutions ;  but  he  thought  hon. 
Members  must  all  agree  that  it  was  yerj 
unfortunate  when  the  prosecutions  were 
instituted  unnecessarily,  and  now  it 
would  be  additionally  unfortunate  since 
persons  might  have  to  travel  eight  or 
ten  miles  or  more  to  the  petty  sessions 
where  the  cases  would  be  heard.  There 
would  be  not  only  this  hardship,  but  also 
the  loss  of  a  day's  work.  As  to  whether 
it  would  be  desirable  to  have  exactly  the 
number  of  persons  to  investigate  cases, 
he  was  scarcely  prepared  to  give  an  opi* 
nion  upon  that  point ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
the  investigation  should  be  by  a  oompe* 
tent  authority. 

Lord  EOBEET  MONTAGU  urged 
that  the  local  authorities  would  not 
allow  the  Inspector  to  bring  cases  unne- 
cessarily before  the  magistrate,  because 
if  they  did  they  would  be  cast  in  costs. 

Mr.  KNOWLES  said,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  re-consider  his 
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«ion.  By  having  a  oommittee  of  two  or 
three  persons  to  investigate  the  cases 
beforehand  the  hands  of  the  Inspector 
would  be  strengthened. 

Mk.  EUSSELL  GUENET  suggested 
whether  it  would  not  be  possilHe  that 
the  Education  Department  should  issue 
a  Minute  requiring  that  more  care 
should  be  taken  than  at  present.  Hon. 
Members  all  felt  the  almost  indiscreet 
way  in  which  in  some  districts  these 
summonses  had  been  issued,  and  there 
was  nothing  more  likely  to  make  school 
Iboards  unpopular.  It  would  be  a  very 
easy  thing  before  proceedings  were 
taken  to  get  the  signatures  of  two  or 
three  persons  who  had  investigated  the 
matter.  

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  urged  that 
it  would  be  a  very  grave  thingto  pro- 
duce the  impression  that  the  House  of 
Commons  thought  the  school  boards  had 
misused  their  power.  It  was  very  re- 
markable, considering  what  the  difficul- 
ties were,  how  few  unnecessary  cases 
had  been  brought  forward;  and  gene- 
rally, when  both  sides  had  been  heard, 
the  school  board  had  come  well  out  of 
it.  Before  the  Committee  weighed  down 
persons  desirous  of  doing  their  duty 
with  their  disapproval  there  ought  to  be 
an  inquiry  by  a  Committee  or  Commis- 
sion into  the  subject. 

Mr.  EOD well  joined  in  the  appeal 
which  had  been  made  to  the  noble  Lord 
to  see  whether  he  could  not  on  the  Ee- 
port  bring  up  a  clause  which  would 
prevent  poor  persons  from  being  ha- 
rassed by  unnecessary  prosecutions.  No 
one  could  read  the  newspapers  without 
seeing  that  cases  of  the  greatest  hard- 
ship had  occurred. 

Me.  HAEDCASTLE  said,  he  hap- 
pened to  be  a  member  of  the  school 
Doard  of  Salford,  and  in  that  borough 
and  in  Manchester  every  case  was  in- 
vestigated by  members  of  the  school 
board.  If  gentlemen  undertook  the  du- 
ties of  a  sdiool  board  they  were  bound 
to  perform  them. 

Mb.  EOWLEY  hill  said,  he  was 
a  member  of  the  school  board  for  the 
town  which  he  represented  (Worcester), 
and  that  the  greatest  care  was  taken 
and  every  investigation  made  before 
parents  were  summoned  before  the  ma- 
gistrate. 

ViscouOT  SAKDON  believed  that  the 
mass  of  school  boards  took  every  care 
before  taking  out  summonses.    He  did 
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not  think  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Boord)  intended  to 
cast  any  slur  on  the  school  boards,  but 
he  felt  sure  that  the  clause  would  go 
much  further  in  fact  than  was  gene- 
rally desired.  He  would  before  the 
Eeport  consider  the  suggestion  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  f'riend  the  Ee- 
corder  (Mr.  Eussell  Gumey),  and  see 
whether  it  would  not  be  possible  for  the 
Department  to  do  something  in  the  mo- 
derate way  which  he  had  suggested  to 
meet  the  wishes  so  largely  expressed. 
If  he  could,  he  should  be  glad  to  do 
so ;  but  he  could  give  no  positive  pledge 
on  the  subject. 

Mr.  booed,  replying  to  the  obser- 
vations that  had  been  made,  said,  he 
was  afraid  his  anxiety  to  save  the  time 
of  the  Committee  had  led  to  an  omission 
in  his  opening  remarks.     He  was  not 
amongst    those  who    bore    the    school 
boards  any  ill-will,  and  he  wished  to 
disclaim    any  feeling  of   prejudice    in 
bringing  this  matter  forward.     He  be- 
lieved the  London  School  Board  had 
done  very  good  work,  and  would  con- 
tinue to  do  it   in  the  future.     All  he 
wished  to  secure  was  that  proper  pre- 
cautions   should    be  taken    to    protect 
parents  from  hardship   being  inflicted 
through  the  indiscriminate  exercise  of  a 
very  stringent  power.     He  thought  he 
had  shown  that  such  precaution  had  not 
always  been  taken.     In  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  who  had 
said  that  if  this  clause  were  passed,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  prove  in  each  case 
that  there  had  been   an  investigation 
before  it  could  be  brought  before  the 
magistrate,  he  said  that  would  no  doubt 
be  so ;  but  he  had  in  his  mind  a  case 
that  had  been  recently  tried  in  which 
the  magistrate  took  precisely  that  view 
of  the  existing  law,  and,  on  it  being 
shown  that  no  investigation  by  the  mem- 
bers had  taken  place,  dismissed  the  sum- 
mons with  costs  against  the  school  board. 
He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  that  it 
would    be  unfortunate  if   the  opinion 
gained  ground  that  there  had  been  reck- 
lessness in  these  matters,  and  it  was 
chiefly  on  that  account  that  he  had  pro- 
posed this  clause.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth  (Mr.  M*Arthur)  opposite 
had  said  that   it  would  be  impossible 
to  get  three  members  together  to  do 
the  work;   but  he  would  ask  whether 
the    due    investigation    of   such   cases 
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was  not  part  of  the  duty  of  a  Bchool 
board  ?  The  argument  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  get  three  men  together  to 
perform  so  obviously  essential  a  duty, 
was  the  weakest  that  had  been  produced, 
and,  in  reality,  tended  to  show  the  need 
of  the  clause.  In  reference  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Worcester 
(Mr.  Eowley  Hill),  he  would  only  say 
that  he  wished  the  system  that  prevailed 
there  was  carried  out  universally.  He 
was  exceedingly  sorry  that  his  noble 
Friend  had  not  seen  his  way  to  make 
any  definite  promise ;  and  unless  he 
could  give  an  assurance  that  something 
would  be  done  in  the  direction  indicated 
by  the  clause,  he  (Mr.  Boord)  would  feel 
compelled  to  press  it  to  a  division. 

Viscount  SANDON  replied  that  he 
could  not  go  a  step  further  in  regard  to 
pledging  himself  in  the  matter  than  he 
nad  done,  and  that  ho  thought  his  lion. 
Friend  ought  to  have  accepted  the  as- 
surance already  given  that  the  question 
would  be  considered,  and  ho  would  have 
another  opportunity  of  bringing  forward 
his  Amendment,  if  he  was  not  satisfied 
with  his  proposal,  on  the  Report. 

Mr.  W.  M^ARTHUE  denied  that 
he  had  said  it  was  impossible  to  get 
three  members  together  to  do  the  duty 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Boord) ;  he  had  merely 
contended  that  in  large  districts  like 
Lambeth,  which  covered  an  area  of  11 
square  miles,  and  constituted  one  dis- 
trict, it  would  be  impossible  that  cases 
occurring  in  all  parts  of  that  large  area 
could  be  investigated  by  any  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
hoped  that  as  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  had  promised  to  consider  the 
subject  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich 
would  not  press  the  clause  at  present. 
If  the  noble  I^ord  did  not  do  anything  to 
meet  his  views,  he  could  move  the  clause 
on  the  Report,  substituting  two  for 
three. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  begged  to  tender 
the  thanks  of  the  public  and  his  own  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Boord)  for  having  brought  forward  this 
point.  He  thought  it  essential  that 
some  such  provision  should  be  made, 
and  trusted  that  the  Government  would 
see  their  way  to  the  adoption  of  a  clause 
similar  to  that  under  discussion. 

Mr.  boord  withdrew  the  clause, 
stating  that  he  would  re-introduce  it, 

Mr,  Boord 


with   some   modifioatioii,    on  ilie  B»- 
port. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Schedule  1. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
moved,  in  page  14,  line  40,  to  leave  ont 
**260,"  and  insert  "850."  The  object 
of  the  Amendment  was  to  provide  that 
350  attendances  between  the  ages  of  5 
and  10  should  be  reqidred  in  order  to 
obtain  a  labour  pass. 

Viscount  SANDON  pointed  out  that 
the  250  attendances  were  required  in 
each  of  the  5  years.  No  reasonable  ex- 
cuses here  came  in,  and  oonaidering  the 
number  of  years  in  which  the  atten- 
dances must  be  made,  and  the  anxietj 
the  parent  would  have  to  secure  that  iha 
child  got  on  in  his  learning  eo  as  to  se- 
cure the  Standard  pass,  in  case  the 
attendances  failed,  he  could  not  think 
there  was  a  necessity  proved  for  making 
a  more  stringent  rule  as  to  the  Atten- 
dance pass.  Illness  or  other  circum- 
stances might  interfere  with  the  children 
going  to  school,  and  the  Gk>Temment 
thought  that  they  could  not  safely  strain 
the  number  beyond  250. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  without  urff- 
ing  the  noble  Lord  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, suggested  that  he  should  re-con- 
sider the  matter,  with  a  view  to  a  higher 
figure  than  250— say  300. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  would  withdraw  his  Amendment 
in  the  hope  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
consider  the  question  before  the  Report. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  H ARDCASTLE  moved  the  omis- 
sion  of  the  words  which  required  that  the 
attendances  should  be  '4n  not  more  than 
two  schools." 

Vi8cx)UNT  SANDON  said,  that  he  had 
gone  as  far  as  he  could  in  allowing  the 
attendances  to  be  divided  between  two 
schools  in  one  year.  If  the  children 
were  sent  to  three  or  four  schools  the 
value  of  the  education' would  be  lost. 
He  feared  therefore  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  him  to  comply  with  his  hon. 
Friend's  suggestion.  He  could  not, 
under  any  circumstances,  agree  to  what 
he  believed  would  be  a  most  serious  in- 
jury to  the  children. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  pointed  out  that 
it  would  be  necessary  to  meet  the  cases 
of  the  shifting  population  in  London 
and  other  large  towns. 
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Hb.  W.  £.  FOBSTER  raid,  that  if 
the  ohildren  were  oontinually  chuigmg 
tiie  Mtiool  the  edncatioQ  would  oome  to 
nothing. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdraien. 

Mb.  HAEDCASTIiE  (for  Mr.  Tobb) 
moved,  in  page  14,  at  end  of  table  in 

Hub-eection  (3),  after  line  43,  to  add — 

"  Pnmded,  That,  in  Qi«  cue  of  a  aohool  dia- 
biot  being  a  municipftl  borough  in  which  for  not 
lOBS  than  three  years  before  Uie  conunenceinent 
of  this  Act  In'e-laws  have  been  in  force  requir- 
ing, as  a  condition  of  total  or  partial  exemption 
«f  a  child  from  attendance  at  Bchool,  that  such 
child  must  havo  paued  a  standard  of  proGdencj' 
eorreaponding  to  the  fourth  Btandard  of  the  Code 
of  1876,  or  any  higher  standani,  the  aame  or 
•  coireaponding  standard  of  proficiency  [but 
not  exceeding  the  standard  which,  under  this 
Schedule,  will  be  required  after  four  years  from 
the  commencement  of  this  Act)   shall  be  re- 

Suiied  for  the  puipose  of  a  certificate  under  this 
,ct  enablinga  child  to  be  employed." 

TiscouNT  SANDON  said,  that  he 
oonaidered  the  propoBal  a  veiy  valuable 
one,  and  he  willin^y  accepted  it,  being 
obliged  to  his  hon.  Friend,  and  to  his 
hon.  Colleague,  for  having  made  it. 


Froviso  agrtei  to. 

ViscoDirr  SANDON  moved,  in  page 
15,  line  12,  after  "  1876,"  to  insert  "  or 
such  higher  standard  as  may  be  &om 
tune  to  tune  fixed  by  the  Education  Do- 
partment." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  O'CONOE  DON  moved,  in  page 
15,  line  13,  after  "elementary,"  to  ia- 
sert  "  or  other  efficient." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

VisooDifT  8AND0N  moved,  in  page 
15,  line  16,  leave  out  "two  hundred," 
and  ineert  "  three  hundred,"  and  page 
15,  line  16,  after  "attendances,"  insert 
"  after  five  years  of  age," 

Amendments' i^fMii  to. 

Me.  BIRLEY  moved,  in  page  15, 
section  5,  line  16,  after  "attendances," 
leave  out  "in  not  more  than  two  schools, " 
and  in  page  16,  line  17,  after  "  years," 

"  except  where  a  child  has  been  oonuoitted  to 
an  industrial  or  workhouse  school,  in  whict 
case  luch  attendances  may  also  be  reckoned." 

Ameadments  agreed  tc. 
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TisoonsT  SANDON  moved,  in  pi^o 

15,  line  17,  at  end  of  line  insert — 

"or  such  la^er  number  of  attendanoei  al 
may  be  for  the  tune  being  fixed  by  the  Educa- 
tion Department," 

and  in  page  15,  line  31,  at  end  of  line 
insert  as  a  fresh  paragraph — 

"The  Education  Department  may  from  time 
to  time '  by  order  make  such  regulations  and 
conditions  in  relation  to  the  payment  of  feea 
under  thia  Act  by  that  department  aa  they  may 
think  expedient. 

"  The  order  shall  provide  that  not  more  than 
ten  per  cent  of  the  children  in  a  public  elemen- 
tary school  shall  obtain  in  the  same  year  certifi- 
cates entitling  them  to  the  payment  of  feea,  and 
that  if  the  cluldren  qualified  to  obtain  such  cer- 
tificates exceed  the  said  percentage,  those  chil- 
dren who  have  attended  the  greatest  number  of 
times  shall  have  the  preference. 

"  The  order  may  make  the  continuance  of  the 
payment  dependent  upon  tho  fulfilment  of  c~~ 


child  attending  the  school  for  not  less  than  three 
hundred  and  fifty  attendances  in  each  year,  and 
obtaining  at  the  end  of  each  year  a  certificate  of 
proficiency  in  reading,  writing,  and  ulemontarj' 
arithmetic  according  to  a  Ht&ndani  higher  than 
the  standard  according  to  which  it  obtained  the 
previous  certificate, 

"  The  order  shall  further  provide  that  the 
school,  by  previous  doe  attendance  at  which  the 
child  was  qualified  for  obtaining  the  payment  of 
fees,  and  the  school,  the  fees  at  which  are  paid 
by  the  Education  Department,  shall  be  a  school, 
or  department  of  a  school,  at  which  the  ordinary 
payment  in  reepect  of  the  inatruction  of  each 
scholar  doee  not  exceed  sixpence." 

The  noble  Lord  stated  that  the  pro- 
posed changes  in  this  clause,  relating  to 
prize  ixee  education,  were  introduced, 
after  considerations  of  various  obj  ections 
raised  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  with 
a  view  to  make  the  free  education  won 
by  children  in  their  11th  year  more 
clearly  a  prize.  They  also  provided  that 
they  shotud  continue  to  work  well  and 
regidarly  at  school  if  they  were  to  retain 
the  eshibition,  and  enabled  the  Depart- 
ment, if  it  found  it  necessary,  to  make 
stricter  rules  hereafter.  These  changes 
were  the  result  of  much  consideration, 
and  would,  he  thought,  be  great  im- 
provements, and  remove  all  risks  of 
danger  from  the  school.  Certainly,  as 
it  now  stood,  it  could  not  be  held  to 
countenance  g^eral  free  education.  It 
was  undoubtedly  a  new  plan,  but  it  was 
one  from  which  personally  he  antici- 
pated very  valuable  results. 

The  O'CONOR  DON  moved,  in  page 
15,  line  31,  in  Tiscount  Sandon's  new 
D2 
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paraKraph,  Hue  4,  after  '*  children,"  in- 
Nurt  * '  pn»(»uutud  for  examination." 


AmuiKtiuout  agr^^d  to. 
Aitiuiidiuttuttt,  at»  amended,  agreed  to, 

V»wH>i'Nr  SANUON  mored,  in  page 

li*),  ttuM  3&»  at  oud»  iusert — 

**iiitit  wh(>i-««  tho  Hltcudauw  U  at  a  certified 
iuitiialiiul  i>i-  iHti-iiHuil  Jhv  iuduftnal  Bchool  in- 
vlutti>«  «i4i«h  tittvndiuicu  tw  uukv  b«  from  time  to 
iiiui)  iliiiH'UKi  tor  tho  ^iiur(KHH>  by  a  Secretary  of 

/\iiii>udiuuul  agreed  to. 

hiiihuiluto,  ai«  aiuoud^nUtfri^M^  to  stand 
pa»l  ui'  t^v»  lUU. 

Viii«>i»i>M'  5S.VNIH>N  moved  to  leave 
(luL  tUu  NiihiHiuUt  and  iu»ort  the  follow- 
lug  MivhuiluU« 

^Uul(«4  'M  l\»  L^KSil  rvuuuiittoe.) 
'^M  .'^utifi  t  L  l<>  iho  (uvviiuoiui  of  this  Act, 
iKi.  HI-)!"!'!  '»i-U  itiliiuo  ^viuiuiUiH)  uiay  from  time 
bii  tiuii'  k'til  1^*  «'^  ttiiaiiii.th  Iho  uuuiUt  of  mem- 
w.  1. 1,  III  I  UiUj^'i*  Oki>  iiiciitlK'v*  v>f  auv  Uval  com- 
tiMdi-i-  it')""**'^*''^  ''>  Uicm.  v>A' may  aisM)lve  any 

•4tli  K   >  iHUUllt  U  I'. 

-  .:  t  \  ii.,  ,il  liiMiiiiitli^)  «haU«  uuletM  the 
...  ii..  .1  iiii  tftnuio  i.'iuuikiUv  a(>iKuntiiiK  them 
iiiK  1 1\ i».  ilikii  i|  \ lailiiiuo lu  vklKitt  until  the  first 
ui<  tiii^.  .•(  iK.ti  •  «iiitiiiilUv  lifter  the  next  annual 
.t|.|.  .iitlut.  ui  iKi'UA'i,  MiU  ihvrvaftvr  until  a  new 

t.  i.i  'iiKiik't  ViU'iKlumxt  i^ouuuitteo  and 

it    jt.iip.L  Ui   iu\  u -^uUUoiui  made  in  the 

I    ,      K     I    iiiiii*t.4»uv  committw  by  the 

,,  ,1     I     I.  ii(ii:tui  .4|>i>wiutiu^  it«  and  in  the 

I    ,  ),    ,!  ,  ..iiiiutiiiv  N\  thv  «i*h^>ol  attend- 

k......*u  .     t)>}>  'itiitii^  il,  iho  j^nwisiong  of 

■  I  U , » .  I    .  U   I u  I V  .  •  I  '  I  lu'  KK'uioutary  Kduca- 

\    I.   \  i.v»,    «»iK  U  ItlvlUV  tu  |H\H\HlHnjJ:8  0f 

.     I.    ...    iu.^.l   »•>    k  Vhwl  lU>anl,  Khali 

\\%    I  *»M,»Uu^.i  wi   »  *\hvK»l  Httomlanco 

...I    i   U'^.ii   loiikiitiiUv  uudcr   this 
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Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  hoped  tlie  M 
would  be  immediately  printed,  and  thit 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  enabled  « 
Thursday  to  give  the  House  informatkm 
as  to  the  leg^  opinion  in  the  Xeynsham 
case. 

Viscount  SANDON  would  be  happj 
to  do  so. 


BISHOPRIC  OF  TEURO  BILL— [Bill  186.) 

{Mr,  Aisheton  CrotSj  Sir  Henry  8elwin» 
Ihbeteon.) 

CONSEDE&ATION.      ADJOXnELNXD  DSBAH 

[28th  July.] 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  demurred  to 
the  measure  being  taken  that  day,  ai 
he  believed  the  understanding  had  been 
that  it  should  not  be  taken  at  the  pre- 
sent sitting  at  all. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  dissented  fitm 
the  view  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man took  as  to  the  understanding  whidi 
had  been  arrived  at  on  the  subject. 

After  some  conversation,  debate  /ir- 
ther  adjourned  till  Monday, 

NAVY  AND  ARMY  EXPENDITURE,  1874-6. 
COMMITTEE.      ADJ0X7BNSD   DEBATB. 

Order  read,  for  i*esuminff  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [18th  July],  *«  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair" 
(for  Committee  on  Navy  and  Army  Ex- 
penditure, 1874-6). 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  monk  desired  to  call  the   at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  practioe 
which  had  grown  up  recently  bom  at  the 
Admiralty  and  the  W  ar  Office  of  appro- 
priating the  excess  of  certain  Votes,  not 
exhausted,  to  other  Votes  for  which  the 
money  had  not  been  originally  voted.   It 
was    true  that  the  Appropriation  Act 
gave  power  to  the  Treasury,  in  cases  of 
emergency,  to  sanction  the  payment  of 
such  excesses,  provided  they  did  not 
amount  in  the  aegre^ate  to  more  than 
the  sum  voted  K)r  the  Department  in 
which  the  excess  occurred,  but  the  prac- 
tice involved  a  very  serious  question. 
When  the  Admiralty  took  possession  of 
these  excesses  in  order  to  cover  a  de- 
fii'iency,  the  control  of  Parliament  was 
effectually  withdrawn  from  the  expendi- 
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tare  of  the  money,  even  thougli  the 
sanction  of  the  Treasury  were  obtained. 
In  some  instances,  application  was  not 
made  to  the  Treasury  for  its  sanction 
for  several  months  after  the  sums  had 
been  irregulturly  expended.  He  thought 
that  before  any  surpluses  were  so  ap- 
propriated a  statement  should  be  made 
by  the  Department  that  it  was  not  in  its 
power  to  have  brought  in  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate,  while  Parliament  was 
mtting.  The  Committee  on  Public  Ac- 
counts adverted  to  the  large  deficit  on 
the  Navy  Estimates  for  1873-4,  and  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  that  the  serious  at- 
tention of  the  Admiralty  should  be  given 
to  the  circumstance ;  and  yet,  notwith- 
Btanding  their  objections,  a  deficit  of 
£238,000  had  occurred  in  the  Estimates 
for  1874-5.  The  Committee  also  ob- 
served, as  they  did  in  their  Beport  of 
the  previous  year,  that  the  circumstance 
of  the  insufficiency  of  the  provision  for 
the  year  was  not  brought  imder  the 
notice  of  Parliament  before  the  close  of 
the  financial  year.  He  preferred  this  as 
a  charge  against  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty.  It  was  true  that  the  First 
Lord  said  he  was  kept  in  the  dark  on  the 
subject  until  it  was  too  late  to  bring  in 
a  Supplementary  Estimate.  But  whose 
fault  was  that?  The  Department  was 
solely  responsible  for  it.  The  Commit- 
tee said  in  their  Report — 

'*  The  Accountant  General  was  examined,  and 
he  accounts  for  the  delay  or  omission  to  bring 
the  deficit  under  the  notice  of  Parliament,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  hoped  the  deficit  apparent  in 
some  Votes  would  be,  on  the  whole,  counter- 
balanced by  the  surplus  on  others,  and  that  this 
hope  was  disappointed." 

The  Committee  went  on  to  say — 

'*Your  Committee  think  it  right  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  habitual  use  made  by  the  Admi- 
ralty of  the  powers  of  applying,  with  the  consent 
of  the  Treasury,  the  surpluses  of  certain  Votes 
to  meet  deficiencies  on  others.  This  course  of 
proceeding,  unless  strictly  guarded,  must  to  a 
great  extent  render  nugatory  the  control  of  the 
House  over  the  Votes." 

That  was  the  question  he  wished  to 
bring  before  the  House.  The  control 
of  Parliament  was  taken  away  from  the 
sums  expended  on  the  Navy.  He  re- 
retted  that  the  First  Lord  had  left  the 
Louse,  when  he  knew  that  he  intended 
to  bring  the  question  forward.  The 
practice  of  which  he  complained  was 
contrary  to  constitutional  usage,  whereas 
it  was  absolutely  necessary    that    the 


House  of  Commons  should  keep  a  watch- 
ful eye  over  the  public  expenditure. 
Some  alteration  was  imperatively  called 
for  in  the  4th  and  5th  sections  of  the 
Appropriation  Act,  and  there  ought  to 
be  some  further  supervision,  beyond 
that  of  the  over- worked  officials  of  the 
Treasury,  in  regard  to  the  expenditure, 
which  had  not  been  sanctioned  by  Par- 
liament. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  as  the 
point  was  likely  to  lead  to  discussion, 
and  as  the  Prime  Minister  had  stated 
that  no  Business  to  which  there  was  any 
opposition  would  be  taken,  he  would 
agree  that  the  debate  should  be  ad- 
journed till  Monday. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Two  o'clock  till  Monday. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Monday f  ^Ut  July,  1876. 

MINUTES.]  — -Sa<  Firtt  in  Parliament —  The 
Lord  De  Freyne,  after  the  Death  of  his 
Father. 

Public  Bills — First  Reading — Cattle  Disease 
(Ireland)  *  (196) ;  Juries  Procedure  (Ireland)* 
(196) ;  Poor  Law  Eating  (Ireland)  ♦  (197) ; 
Savings  Banks  (Barrister)  *  (198) ;  Superan- 
nuation (Unhealthy  Climates)  *  (199) ;  Winter 
Assizes  ♦  (200). 

Second  Reading — Parochial  Records*  (^94). 

-Bqw>r<— Notices  to  Quit  (Ireland)  ♦  (188). 

Third  Reading — Convict  Prisons  (Returns)* 
(179) ;  Isle  of  Man  (Officers)  ♦  (174)  and 
pa»$ed, 

TURKEY— TREATIES  OF  1866. 
RESOLUTION. 

Lord  CAMPBELL :  My  Lords,  some 
weeks  cigo  I  ventured  to  maintain  that, 
before  Parliament  prorogued,  Eesolutions 
ought  to  be  adopted  on  the  Eastern 
Question,  on  a  ground  I  then  alluded  to 
with  brevity.  Since  the  further  Corre- 
spondence was  delivered,  when  nothing 
of  the  kind  appeared  likely  to  emanate 
from  any  other  quarter,  at  the  end  of 
last  week  I  put  down  the  Notice  which 
the  House  observes  upon  the  Paper.  My 
Lords,  looking  to  the  feeling  out-of-doors, 
and  to  what  is  going  on  to-night  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  this  Assembly 
would  be  placed  so  inconveniently,  unless 
a  Kesolntion  was  before  it,  that  even  if 
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I  found  myself  alone,  I  should  not  be 
much  censured.  Without  the  dightest 
indiscretion  I  may  mention  that  what  I 
now  propose  has  the  concurrence  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  recently  supported  me,  our 
late  Ambassador  at  St.  Petersburg,  and 
that  he  would  have  been  here  to  express 
himself  to-night,  were  he  not  absent  in 
a  remote  part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
As  regards  the  further  Correspondence, 
I  shall  not  dwell  upon  it,  as  so  many 
noble  Lords  are  able  to  discuss  it.  How- 
ever rich  in  the  materials  of  which  his- 
tory is  composed,  it  does  not  give  birth 
to  many  new  political  conclusions.  The 
most  important  revelation  I  have  found 
in  it  is  at  Page  160,  where  it  appears 
that  the  Prince  of  Montenegro  virtually 
dictated  the  Memorandum  of  Berlin. 
The  self-abasement  of  the  Magnates  who 
espoused  that  Memorandum  could  not 
go  much  further  than  when  they  raised 
the  Prince  of  Montenegro  to  be  the 
arbiter  of  Europe;  and  they  ought, 
perhaps,  no  longer  to  suggest  the  grave 
invectives  which  have  been  occasionally 
lavished  on  them.  My  Lords,  I  at  once 
approach  the  Eesolution  to  be  moved. 
In  order  to  defend  it,  I  shall  only  ask 
your  Lordships  to  examine  for  a  moment 
the  circumstances  in  which  we  are 
placed,  the  results  at  which  we  ought 
to  aim;  and  the  degree  to  which  the 
Resolution,  if  adopted,  would  be  likely 
to  conduce  to  them. 

The  general  position  is  not  very  dif- 
ferent fiom  what  it  was  at  the  end  of 
June.  The  effort  of  the  Servian  vassal 
to  make  war  upon  his  Suzerain,  and 
annex  a  portion  of  his  territoiy,  seems 
to  have  pretty  well  collapsed.  In  Bul- 
garia, to  which  I  may  refer  again,  there 
is  not  any  dangerous  movement.  But 
the  former  insurrection,  openly,  instead 
of  secretly,  abetted  by  the  Prince  of 
Montenegro,  still  continues.  Among 
the  Bussian  troops,  according  to  the 
Continental  Press,  in  certain  garrisons 
excitement  has  been  manifested.  You 
still  have  at  Constantinople  men  in 
power  anxious  to  correct  abuses  in  the 
Empire.  The  hostility  of  Austria  to  the 
Porte  in  the  affair  of  closing  Klek  and 
Suttorina  has  been  more  openly  exhi- 
bited, and  that  Power  is  seen,  as  before, 
to  be  directly  influenced  by  Bussia. 
Every  now  and  then  some  new  and 
fanciful  encroachment  on  the  Treaties  of 
1856  is  meditated,  whispered,  or  pro- 
jected.   The  Foreign  Office  have  been 
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recently  approached  by  that  class  of 
politicians  who  opposed  the  Orimein 
War,  and  have  not  much  respect  for  thiB 
engagements  it  bequeathed  to  us.  Thess 
circumstances,  although  bat  a  acantj 
fragment  of  the  moving  panorama  whid 
surrounds  us,  suffice  to  point  to  the  resnhi 
whichoughttobepursued.  My  Lords,  thej 
would  appear  to  be  to  fortify  the  Ghjvem* 
ment  against  those  elements  which  might 
divert  them  from  the  line  of  policy  and 
duty  they  have  entered  on ;  to  enooungs 
the  reforms  in  Turkey,  which  such  men 
as  Lord  Stratford  de  Beddiffe  have  long 
ago  traced  out,  which  such  men  as  iha 
Gfrand  Vizier  and  Midhat  Pasha  ham 
determined  to  inaugurate ;  and,  last  of 
all,  to  secure  the  maintenance  of  peaee 
in  Europe  where  it  has  not  been  hitnerio 
disturbed. 

That  the  present  Eesolution,  if  adc^ted, 
would  tend  to  fortify  the  Qovemment  ib 
the  manner  I  have  pointed  to,  is  too 
obvious  to  require  demonstration :  that 
it  would  tend  to  the  advantage  of  the 
races  subject  to  the  Porte  is  eqnaDj 
distinct  upon  the  face  of  it :  that  it 
would  tend  to  secure  the  maintenance  of 
peace,  so  great  an  object  to  a  country  like 
Great  Britain,  rich  in  fame,  contented 
with  achievement,  engrossed  by  industiy, 
opposed  to  acquisition,  requires  but  aa 
easy  course  of  argument  to  prore  it 
What  would  be  most  likely  to  beget 
hostilities  during  the  autumn?  Some 
ill-conceived  adventure  or  experiment 
against  the  Treaties  of  1856  on  the  pait 
of  the  Power  they  restrain,  which  ooold 
not  be  regarded  with  indifference  by  the 
people  of  this  country ;  or  some  defiance 
of  public  law  such  as  occurred  in  1870, 
which  would  be  canvassed  and  resented 
in  every  fraction  of  society.  What  is 
most  likely  to  bring  about  these  sources 
of  collision?  Is  it  not  the  hope  that 
they  will  meet  with  acquiescence  and 
inertness,  which  such  a  Besolution  as  I 
move  must  damp  and  render  difficult 
to  cherish.  How  was  the  war  in  1853 
created  ?  My  Lords,  it  was  created, 
as  anyone  may  see  who  looks  back 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  time,  by  the 
silence  and  ambiguity  of  Parliament, 
which  led  the  Eussian  Czar  to  miscon- 
ceive, to  misinterpret  the  intentions  of 
the  country.  At  that  time  the  ill-judged 
reserve  which  decided  the  Czar  to  Gross 
the  Pruth  was  more  excusable  than  it 
would  be  at  present.  After  a  peace  of 
40  years,  statesmen  had  apparency  for- 
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patten  how  war  could  be  averted,  how 
it  oould  be  carried  on,  and  how  it  could 
be  finished  with  propriety ;  so  that  we 
had  official  speeches  calculated  to  pro- 
duce it,  Estimates  inadequate  to  feed  it, 
negotiations  when  it  reached  the  inter- 
necine pheise,  which  only  arms  could 
settle.  Again,  in  1853,  there  were  not 
any  Treaties  like  the  present  to  uphold ; 
and  it  is  not  so  eeisy  for  Parliament  to  indi- 
cate a  line  of  action  to  the  Government, 
as  merely  to  declare  or  to  inspire  fidelity 
to  the  engagements  which  exist.  My 
Lords,  if  the  experience  of  1853  is  not 
to  tell  upon  us  at  this  moment,  all  his- 
tory is  a  source  of  folly  and  deception, 
and  those  who  have  recorded  it  are 
among  the  greatest  enemies  of  wisdom 
and  of  statesmanship.  Such,  however, 
is  not  the  opinion  of  mankind  at  large 
upon  a  point  which  both  in  ancient  and 
modem  times  has  been  habitually  con- 
templated. I  will,  however,  reason  only 
from  the  knowledge  to  be  acquired  in 
our  day  upon  the  Bosphorus.  It  is  esusy 
to  remark  there  that  the  policy  of  Bussia 
upon  the  Eastern  Question  has  its  source 
at  Constantinople,  even  more  than  at 
St.  Petersburg.  The  former  capital  is 
given  up  to  the  exertions  of  diplomacy. 
In  one  street  you  have  condensed  the 
thoughts,  the  passions,  and  the  rivalries 
of  Europe.  When  the  British  Embassy 
is  prevalent,  your  relations  with  the 
Powers  hostile  to  the  Porte  are  not  im- 
mediately endangered,  because  that 
Embassy  presents  a  formidable  barrier. 
When  the  British  Embassy  is  feeble  in 
its  influence,  the  Powers  hostile  to  the 
Forte  are  constantly  encouraged  to  create 
the  tension,  which  is  least  to  be  desired. 
When  is  the  British  Embassy  most 
capable  ?  When  it  is  possible  to  say 
that  Parliament  is  undecided  and  irreso- 
lute in  its  adherence  to  the  Treaties  of 
1856,  or  when  it  is  not  possible  to  say 
so  ?  My  Lords,  it  would  be  a  weiste  of 
time  to  argue  such  a  question.  Let  those 
who  doubt,  proceed  and  form  their  own 
opinions  on  the  spot  where  only  one  can 
be  arrived  at. 

Although  no  one  will  contend  that 
such  a  Besolution  can  be  dangerous, 
when  it  is  shown  to  be  the  best  expe- 
dient for  averting  war,  some  might  be 
led,  at  first,  to  view  it  eis  superfluous. 
But  8ks  soon  as  they  reflect  on  what  heis 
taken  place  within  the  last  12  months 
they  must,  I  think,  abandon  that  im- 
pression.   Within  that  time,  there  have 


been  many  reasons  why  Parliament 
should  be  misunderstood,  and  its  ad- 
herence to  the  Treaties  should  be  doubted. 
We  cannot  overlook  the  animosity 
against  the  Porte,  which  the  position  of 
the  bondholders  excited.  We  cannot 
overlook  the  language  of  the  individuals 
or  the  organs  who  sustained  the  out- 
break in  Herzegovina,  when  it  began. 
We  cannot  assume  that  the  excited 
patrons  of  those  whom  they  consider  as 
oppressed,  the  unconscious  instruments 
of  those  who  have  fomented  the  distur- 
bances, have  not  had  some  eflect  upon 
the  Continent.  No  one  who  has  lived 
anywhere  within  the  great  circumference 
in  which  the  Eastern  danger  agitates 
the  world,  could  possibly  maintain  that 
the  attachment  of  the  British  Parliament 
to  the  Treaties  of  1856  is  so  well  known, 
as  to  make  a  declaration  in  their  favour 
useless  or  inapposite.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  is  inconceivable  that,  at  such  a 
moment.  Government  should  not  desire 
Parliament  to  'strengthen  them  in  their 
maintenance  of  Treaties.  Five  Powers 
have  been  arrayed  against  them  at 
Berlin.  Except  in  time  of  war,  the 
balance  of  Europe  was  never  so  com- 
pletely overthrown.  The  scale  which 
nearly  kicks  the  beam  is  not  entitled  to 
repudiate  the  weight  which  Parliament 
can  add  to  it.  And  if  it  does,  discussion 
in  the  Houses  is  even  worse  than  fruit- 
less. You  have  the  inconvenience  and 
you  miss  the  compensation. 

My  Lords,  of  the  three  grounds  on 
which  I  recommend  the  Motion  to  your 
Lordships,  its  tendency  to  guard  the  in- 
terests of  peace  appears  to  me  by  far  the 
most  important.  Other  agencies  may 
back  up  the  policy  of  the  Government 
against  the  influence  which  might  en- 
feeble or  deprave  it.  Other  agencies 
may  cherish  and  encourage  the  reforms 
by  which  the  Sublime  Porte  would  best 
consult  its  honour  and  prosperity.  But  to 
calm  and  to  control  the  spirit  of  aggressive 
restlessness,  from  which  calamities  may 
spring,  from  which  in  former  years  they 
have  sprung,  it  is  difficult  to  point  to 
any  element  whatever,  except  the  mode- 
rating voice  of  Parliament  in  favour  of 
the  Treaties. 

These  arguments  would  probably 
suffice  among  those  who  hold  that  the 
Treaties  ought  to  be  maintained.  But  a 
party  has  been  lately  formed — unfor- 
tunately it  is  represented  in  this  House 
— who,  under  guise  of  sympathy  with 
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the  Bulgarians,  openly  assert  that  the 
Treaties  ought  to  be  abandoned ;  and 
even  hint  that  Eussia — in  their  eyes — 
would  now  be  welcome  on  the  Bosphorus. 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  yield  to  this  new 
party  in  sympathy  with  the  Bulgarians 
— with  whom,  perhaps,  I  have  had  more 
intercourse  than  they  have.  The  Bul- 
garians have  sent  me  many  pages  on 
their  wrongs  that  I  might  make  them 
known  to  your  Lordships,  which  I  would 
certainly  attempt  to  do,  unless  I  were 
assured  from  another  quarter  that  their 
complaints  are  now  being  thoroughly  in- 
vestigated, and  every  effort  made  to  join 
humanity  to  firmness  in  opposing  the  dis- 
turbances, of  which  their  country  weis 
the  theatre.  My  Lords,  the  existence 
of  the  new  party  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred obliges  me  to  trespass  on  the 
House  rather  longer  than  I  should  have 
done,  and  to  hurry  over  one  or  two  of 
the  grounds  on  which  it  appears  to  me — 
in  spite  of  their  demand — the  treaties 
ought  to  be  adhered  to. 

Of  course,  the  general  dishonour  of 
abandoning  engagements  need  not  be 
insisted  on  before  an  audience  in  which 
so  g^eat  a  sensibility  exists  upon  the 
topic.  But  we  cannot  be  unaffected  by 
the  circumstance  that  the  country  has  no 
redundant  store  of  credit  upon  foreign 
policy,  from  which  it  can  afford  to  throw 
away  a  fraction  with  impunity.  Whe- 
ther the  blame  falls  justly  on  Parlia- 
ment, or  on  First  Ministers,  or  on  Secre- 
taries of  State,  or  on  allies,  or  on  adverse 
turns  of  fortune  not  to  be  surmounted, 
the  result  is  beyond  controversy.  Great 
Britain  has  suffered  deeply  in  her  credit, 
since  the  period  of  that  war  of  which 
Denmark  was  the  victim.  On  such  a 
point  other  nations  are  the  only  judges, 
and  their  voice  is  universal.  What  took 
place  in  1870  heightened  the  impression ; 
and  what  took  place  in  1871  was  little 
likely  to  reduce  it.  Many  other  circum- 
stances, I  should  not  like  to  specify  at 
present,  require  a  long  course  of  wise 
and  honourable  action  to  efface  their  re- 
collection. Departure  from  the  Treaties 
of  1856,  so  far  as  they  survive,  would  be 
the  overflowing  drop  in  that  cup  of  na- 
tional disparagement,  which  does  not 
need  to  be  replenished.  We  cannot 
afford  to  crown  a  series  of  reproaches. 
But  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of 
State,  the  Government,  and  the  House 
itself,  are  quite  as  much  impressed  as  I 
am  on  this  topic. 
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My  Lords,  there  is  another  ground  on 
which  the  Treaties  ought  to  be  main- 
tained, which  does  not  appeal  to  senti- 
ment of  any  kind,   although  sentiment 
and  policy  vnll  not,   perhaps,    in  thii 
House  appear  entirely  unconnected.    It 
is  the  insuperable  difficulty  of  any  new 
arrangement  on  the  Bosphorus  which 
the  Western  Powers  could  accede  to. 
Men  who  have  spent  many  days  and 
nights  upon  the  Eastern  Question  will 
be  the  first  to  recognize  the  difficulty. 
In  exact  proportion  eis  they  learn  some- 
thing about  Servia,  the  United  Princi- 
palities, and  Greece,  they  are  convinced 
that  none  of  them  can  become  the  centre 
of  a  new  and  civilized  society,  qualified 
to  guard  Constantinople  for  the  interest 
of  Europe.    A  new  possibility  is  started 
by  some  reasoners.      They  urge   thtt 
Austria  6ught  to  be  established  at  that 
capital,  and  seem  to  think  that  there  are 
none  but  very  trifling  objections  to  the 
consummation  they  aspire  to.    In  one  of 
his  published  speeches.  Prince  Bisnuirck 
gives  a  striking  illustration  of  the  defect 
which  marks  the  class  of  inteUects  in 
which  this  kind  of  vision  has  originated. 
He  compares  them  to  persons  who  have 
never  been  in  any  highland  countiy, 
and  who,  when  they  see  a  mountain 
large  and  naked  to  the  eye,   imagine 
there  is  nothing  easier  than  by  a  straight 
and  simple  line  to  march  directly  to  its 
summit.    The  crevices,  the  chasms,  the 
water  courses,   and    the    glaciers,    are 
utterly  beyond  their  faculties  to  realize. 
Li  the  case  of  the  projectors  I  allude  to, 
the  first  bar  to  their  ascending  stride, 
which  utterly  escapes  them,  is  the  Treaty 
which  engages  Austria  in  defence  of 
Ottoman  integrity.  That,  perhaps,  might 
be  surmounted.       They  have   then  to 
encounter  the  dual  system  recently  esta- 
blished by  Count  Beust,   which   could 
scarcely  work  harmoniously  in  favour 
of  their  enterprize.     Beyond  that  they 
are  doomed  to  find  among  the  Magyars 
the  greatest  fear  of  being  englobed  in  a 
Slavonic  population.     In  the  next  place, 
they  meet  in  eminent  Hungarians,  such 
as  General  Klapka,  whose  views  have 
lately  been  pronounced,  the  strongest 
possible  objection  to   encro£U)hment  on 
the  Porte,  to  which,  in  former  days,  thegr 
felt  themselves  indebted.     Last  of  all, 
they  come  into  collision  with  the  Ghreek 
Patriarch    at    Constantinople — a    force 
which   co-exists  with  Mussulman,    but 
might  not  be  equally  prepared  to  hail  a 
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Boman  Catholic  ascendancy.  If,  indeed, 
in  the  inscrutable  events  the  future  may 
reserve,  the  Austrian  Empire  was  in 
some  degree  divided;  if  germs  we  see 
already  pushed  into  maturity ;  if  Hun- 
g^ary  was  standing  by  itself,  for  anything 
we  know  the  Vassal  Principalities  of 
Turkey  might  be  led  to  gravitate  towards 
it.  But  even  if  they  did  the  problem 
would  continue.  In  any  case  it  is  un- 
necessary to  dwell  upon  contingencies 
beyond  our  power  to  secure.  We  are 
thus  thrown  oack  upon  the  Treaties  of 
1856,  the  more  we  labour  for  alterna- 
tives to  fill  up  the  void  their  disappear- 
ance would  occasion. 

My  Lords,  what  course  the  late  Go- 
vernment will  take  on  this  Motion  is 
unknown  to  me.  The  course  they 
ought  to  take  is  much  more  easy  to 
determine.  The  late  Government  aspire 
to  lead  the  Party  who  established 
the  Treaties  of  1866.  They  owe  what- 
ever influence  they  have,  in  no  small 
degree,  to  past  connection  with  Lord 
Pedmerston.  That  which  the  world  re- 
garded as  undue  subserviency  to  Eussia 
was  among  the  causes  of  their  downfall. 
There  is  now  an  opportunity  before  them 
of  usefully  disclaiming  that  propensity. 
But  it  is  not  to  be  admitted,  for  a 
moment,  that  the  opinion  of  the  late 
Government,  whatever  it  may  be,  ought 
to  decide  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  his  Colleagues  on  a  question 
of  this  gravity.  When  much  of  Europe 
is  disturbed,  and  more  of  it  is  menaced 
with  disturbance;  when  an  alliance 
fraught  with  peril  starts  out  of  the  tomb, 
to  which  our  greatest  statesmen  had 
consigned  it,  and  luring  France  with 
Italy  towards  it,  nearly  drags  Great 
Britain  at  its  wheels ;  when  out-of-doors 
fanatics  utterly  unversed  in  all  the  ele- 
ments of  history  and  of  policy  are  en- 
deavouring to  fan  a  war  between  the 
Crescent  and  the  Cross  ;  the  noble  Earl 
the  Secretary  of  State  is  not  entitled  to 
forego  the  aid  which  Parliament  can 
ofier  him,  because  a  section  of  political 
opponents  may  be  ready  to  deprive  him 
oi  it.  The  conflict  in  which  he  is  engaged 
abroad,  although  a  proud,  is  an  imequal 
one.  In  referring  to  the  concert  of  the 
three  Powers  on  the  26th  of  June,  the 
noble  Lord  the  former  Ambassador  at 
St.  Petersburg  did  not  hesitate  to  tell 
your  Lordships  that  the  Holy  Alliance 
had  been  set  up  again  for  revolutionary 
purposes.    But  an  authority  more  grave, 


more  elevated  than  the  late  Ambassador 
at  St.  Petersburg,  had  even  previously 
come  forward  to  interpret  it.  On  this 
point  I  shall,  as  far  as  possible,  avoid 
every  phrase  which  scrupulous  diplo- 
matists would  cavil  at.  But  many  of 
your  Lordships  must  have  seen  during 
the  first  fortnight  of  December  a  speech 
which  came  from  the  Bussian  Czar  him- 
self— it  was  everywhere  published — in 
which  it  was  proclaimed  that  the  three 
Emperors  had  re-established  the  alliance 
of  their  Predecessors,  with  a  view  to  the 
objects  for  which  it  was  originally 
formed.  Such  a  speech  ought,  of  course, 
to  be  regarded  as  the  emanation  of  a 
Council.  The  Sovereign  of  Bussia  is  not 
like  public  men,  who,  having  nobody  to 
tell  them  what  to  say,  must  often  fall 
into  imprudences,  however  great  their 
effort  to  avoid  them.  It  is  worth  while, 
therefore,  to  remember  for  what  pur- 
poses that  system  was  designed,  which 
can  be  only  judged  by  seeing  of  what 
purposes  it  waa  the  instrument.  My 
Lords,  that  system  overthrew  the  Polish 
nationality;  after  a  long  interval  it 
crushed  the  hopes  of  every  patriot  in 
Italy;  it  despatched  in  1823  a  French 
Army  to  Madrid,  against  the  ineffectual 
voice  of  Parliament  and  the  Foreign 
Office;  in  1826  it  imposed  upon  Great 
Britain  the  necessity  of  sending  an  expe- 
dition for  the  defence  of  Portugal  into 
the  Tagus ;  and  last  of  all,  by  trampling 
on  everything  settled  at  Vienna,  it  put 
an  end  to  the  Bepublic  of  Cracow  in 
1847.  These  were  its  performances  and 
purposes,  and  such  a  memory  as  that  of 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
without  more  accurate  description  can 
recall  them.  My  Lords,  will  the  noble 
Earl,  whose  part  it  is  to  grapple  with 
that  system,  wantonly  decline,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  arm  himself  against  it? 
What  is  the  defence  the  Besolution 
offers — if  adopted — and  what  the  armour 
it  secures  ?  ,  My  Lords,  I  wish  to  meet 
that  question  with  precision.  The  noble 
Earl  has  had  already  to  withstand  de- 
mands from  those  three  Powers,  which 
he  regarded  as  subversive  of  or  injurious 
to  Ottoman  stability.  K  such  a  Besolu- 
tion becomes  the  voice  of  Parliament,  or 
even  of  your  Lordships,  demands  of  the 
same  kind  will  be  less  likely  to  recur, 
and  if  they  do  recur,  will  be  more  easy 
to  encounter. 

My  Lords,  the  essence  of  the  case 
I  resides  in  that  position.    It  would  there- 
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fore  be  against  my  object,  by  dwelling 
upon  other  topics,  to  efface  it.  I  have 
bad  to  chose  between  two  dangers ;  the 
danger  of  oppressing  or  exhausting  the 
House  by  the  materials  which  must  occur 
to  anyone  whose  thoughts  during  the  last 
two  years  have  been  directed  to  the  sub- 
ject ;  the  danger  of  appearing  to  present 
considerations  which  may  be,  not  uncon- 
vincing, but  inadequate,  when  you  look 
to  the  magnitude  of  the  interests  at 
stake,  of  the  commotions  which  environ 
us.  I  resolved  to  choose  the  latter 
danger,  because  the  argument  will  not, 
I  hope,  depend  on  me.  In  this  House 
there  are  present  some,  whose  blood  was 
shed,  or  whose  lives  were  risked  in  the 
Crimea.  There  are  present  some  to 
whom  at  least  the  names  of  Balaclava 
and  Inkerman  suggest  the  thoughts  with 
which  they  ought  to  be  connected.  There 
are  present  some  who  recollect  the 
objects  for  which  that  war  was  under- 
taken, the  Treaties  in  which  it  closed  and 
the  necessity  of  guarding  them  at  pre- 
sent. I  leave  the  subject  in  their  hands, 
and  if  they  concur  with  me  that  Parlia- 
ment has  now  a  duty  to  perform,  I 
engage  them,  more  effectually  than  I 
have  done  to  urge  and  encourage  its 
performance. 

Moved f  "That  this  House,  anxiouH  for  tho 
welfare  of  the  various  races  subjoofc  to  the  Otto- 
man Empire,  and  for  an  improved  administration 
of  their  Government,  is  ready  to  support  tho 
measures  which  become  necessary  for  upholding 
the  Treaties  of  30th  March  and  loth  April, 
1866."— (TAd  Lord  Campbell.) 

Earl  GEANVILLE:  I  am  obliged 
to  the  noble  Earl  for  having  given  No- 
tice to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  this  important  subject,  for  if  some 
other  Peer  had  not  done  so  I  should 
have  felt  bound  to  undertake  the  task, 
so  that  an  opportunity  should  be  given 
for  a  subject  of  so  much  gravity  being 
discussed  in  this  House.  With  regard 
to  the  Resolution  submitted  by  the  noble 
Lord,  however,  I  feel  myself  in  some 
difficulty.  I  do  not  quite  understand 
the  drift  of  it — and  I  am  sorry  to  say 
his  speech  has  not  fully  enlightened  me 
on  the  subject.  My  Lords,  we  all  know 
that  a  civil  war  of  a  lamentable  character 
is  going  on  in  some  of  the  Provinces  of 
European  Turkey,  a  war  which,  if  it 
continues — and  no  one  can  say  that  it 
will  not  do  so,  after  a  fashion — for  a 
long  time,  will  ruin  those  Provinces,  will 
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decimate  their  populations,  and  will 
confirm  and  increase  the  hatred  whidi 
now  exists  between  different  zaoes  of 
different  creeds.  The  noble  Ixnd  adu 
who  is  to  blame  for  this  war  ?  Then 
are,  no  doubt,  historical  causes  orei 
which  the  present  generation  has  no 
control ;  but  in  these  we  cannot  find  the 
sole  origin  of  the  evil.  It  is  impossible 
to  deny  that  the  Gt)vemment  of  the 
Porte  has  much  to  answer  for,  and  in 
answering  the  noble  Lord's  qnestion,  1 
confine  my  observations  to  me  perkd 
which  has  elapsed  since  the  Crimean 
War.  The  Crimean  War  had  its  origin 
in  a  quarrel  between  the  Latin  and 
Qreek  Churches,  backed  up  respeetiTelT 
by  France  and  Bussia.  I  always  thought 
that  at  the  time  too  much  was  made  of 
the  Memoranda  of  two  conyersatioDS 
held  by  the  Emperor  Nicholas — one  in 
1844  with  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  Sir 
Eobert  Peel,  and  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen ; 
the  other  with  Sir  Hamilton  Seymour, 
in  1853,  after  the  difficulty  about  the 
Churches  had  arisen.  The  propositions 
laid  down  in  the  first  Memorandum 
were — 

"The  maintenance  of  the  Ottoman  Empire, 
the  abstinence  from  selfish  demandB  and  nan 
exclusivo  dictation,  the  joint  action  of  the  Powen 
to  assist  any  one  of  them  who  had  jturt  came  of 
complaint,  tho  duty  of  all  tho  Powers  to  iixg« 
upon  tho  Porte  tho  conciliation  of  its  Christiaii 
subjects,  tho  use  of  the  same  influence  to  keep 
these  subjects  in  allegiance,  the  agreement  of 
Kussia  and  England  as  to  the  course  to  be  pur- 
sued in  tho  case  of  a  calamity  befalling  the 
Turkish  Empire." 

This  declaration  of  principles,  although 
it  did  not  call  for  action  on  the  part  of 
the  English  Government,  did  not  appear 
objectionable  to  the  distinguishea  men 
to  whom  it  was  made  or  to  their  succeB- 
sors.  The  same  views  were  communi- 
cated to  Sir  Hamilton  Seymour  in  1850 
upon  the  latter' s  introducing  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Eastern  Question;  but  they 
were  more  strongly  impregnated  with 
the  idea  of  the  imminent  fall  of  the 
Turk,  and  showed  an  equal  desire  to  act 
with  England.  The  cause  of  the  Cri- 
mean War  was  the  departure  by  the 
Emperor  from  the  principles  he  had  laid 
down  in  his  two  confidential  conyeraa- 
tions,  aided  by  some  other  imtoward 
circumstances.  He  took  separate  and 
private  action,  and  attempted  not  only 
to  assert  what  he  considered  his  pre* 
vious  rights,  but  to  extort  from  the 
Porte    an    acknowledgment  of  farther 
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rights  on  his  part  in  regard  to  the 
Porte's  Christian  subjects.  War  ensued, 
and  we  were  successful.  I  have  no  in- 
tention this  evening  of  discussing  the 
necessity,  the  justice,  or  the  policy  of 
that  war,  or  the  results  of  it  upon  the 
general  policy  of  Europe.  I  shall  con- 
Sne  myself  to  the  position  in  which  it 
left  Turkey  at  its  close.  The  war,  as  I 
have  said,  ended  successfully,  and  it 
ended  in  a  manner  which  is  a  remark- 
able exception  to  what  in  old  times 
was  thought  one  of  the  most  general 
lessons  taught  by  history — namely,  that 
nothing  is  so  dangerous  for  a  weak 
State  as  to  call  in  the  armed  assistance 
of  one  or  more  powerful  nations.  Ex- 
cepting the  general  interest  which  all 
commercial  nations  had  in  the  freedom 
of  the  Danube,  and  the  general  interest 
of  Europe  that  the  Turkish  Empire 
should  not  fall  a  prey  to  the  ambition  of 
any  one  Power,  we  did  not  attempt  to 
obtain  one  single  object  of  a  selfish 
character.  The  objects  of  the  war  were 
stated  at  the  beginning  of  the  war. 
They  were  distinctly  recapitulated  by 
Lord  Clarendon  and  by  Count  Beust, 
after  the  failure  of  the  Vienna  negotia- 
tions to  this  efiPect : — That  the  exclusive 
right  to  interfere  to  a  certain  extent  in 
the  internal  affairs  of  Provinces  belong- 
ing to  the  Turkish  Empire  which  Bussia 
had  in  former  years  wrung  from  the 
necessities  of  the  Porte  should  no  longer 
be  exercised  by  that  Power;  that  the 
channel  of  the  Lower  Danube,  and 
more  especially  the  outlets  of  the  river 
into  the  Black  Sea,  should  no  longer  be 
subject  to  the  exclusive  control  of  Bussia, 
but  should,  on  the  contrary,  be  confided 
to  the  superintendence  of  delegates  ap- 
pointed by  other  Powers  as  well  as  by 
Kussia,  and  who  should  take  meeisures 
for  freeing  and  keeping  free  from  ob- 
structions the  g^eat  water  communica- 
tion of  Central  Germany  with  the  rest 
of  the  world ;  that  the  Turkish  Empire 
should  become  part  of  the  system  of 
European  equilibrium,  and  that  means 
should  be  taken  to  put  an  end  to  the  pre- 
ponderance of  Bussia  in  the  Black  oea ; 
that  the  pretentions  of  Bussia  officiall}' 
to  protect  the  subjects  of  the  Porte 
should  be  renounced;  and  that  the 
Powers  should  use  their  influence  to  ob- 
tain from  the  Sultan,  by  an  act  of  his 
own  Sovereign  authority,  the  confirmation 
and  observance  of  the  religions  privi- 
leges of  his  Christian  subjects.    I  hold 


that  these  objects  were  fully  provided 
for  by  the  Treaty  of  1866.  Since 
the  beginning  of  the  decline  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire  the  Porte  never  held 
such  a  position  in  Europe  as  it  did  after 
the  Treaty  of  Paris.  Wot  only  was  the 
Empire  made  secure,  eis  Lord  Palmerston 
boasted,  against  naval,  military,  and 
diplomatic  attacks,  but  it  had  taken  the 
place  in  the  system  of  the  equilibrium  of 
Europe,  it  was  left  with  a  very  small 
Debt  at  a  comparatively  small  rate  of 
interest,  and  it  had — under  the  advice 
and  pressure,  it  is  true,  of  the  represen- 
tatives of  its  co-belligerents  at  Constan- 
tinople, but  with  an  entire  reservation 
of  the  dignity  of  the  Sovereign — issued 
a  declaration  eis  to  the  future  govern- 
ment of  the  Empire,  on  principles  which 
if  fully  carried  out  would  have  insured 
the  prosperity,  the  happiness,  and  pro- 
bably the  contentment  of  its  subjects. 
But  it  may  be  said,  as  it  has  so  often 
been  said  out-of-doors,  that  this  advan- 
tageous Treaty,  and  with  it  the  object 
for  which  the  Crimean  war  was  waged, 
was  abandoned  by  the  late  Government 
in  1871.  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  one 
word  on  this  point,  because  the  igno- 
rance about  it  IS  so  great,  that  not  only 
have  some  Members  of  your  Lordships' 
House  stated  that  in  1871  we  gave  up 
all  the  objects  of  the  Crimean  War,  but 
my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
has,  in  at  least  two  despatches  just  pre- 
sented, shown  complete  forgetfulness  of 
the  only  point  which  was  changed  in  the 
Treaty  of  1 856.  He  speaks  of  ttie  Treaty 
of  1844  regarding  the  Bosphorus  and 
the  Dardanelles  eis  having  been  confirmed 
by  the  Treaties  of  1856  and  of  1871 ; 
while  the  fact  is  that  the  Treaty  of  1871 
entirely  altered  that  particular  provision. 
I  believe  some  of  your  Lordships  will 
hear  with  surprise  that  of  the  four 
objects  named  in  Lord  Clarendon's  des- 
patch and  carried  out  by  the  Treaty  of 
1856  three  remain  exactly  as  they  were, 
with  the  additional  solemn  adherence  of 
the  Emperor  of  Bussia — not  under  the 
pressure  of  the  sword,  but  from  his  own 
free  will ;  that  the  only  point  which  has 
been  changed  was  that  portion  of  the 
third  section  to  which  I  have  referred 
which  relates  to  the  neutralization  of  the 
Black  Sea,  which  in  itself  was  an  after- 
thought to  the  Conference  of  Vienna. 
That  stipulation,  which  was  denounced 
in  Parliament  at  the  time,  and  acknow- 
ledged by  France,   Germany,  Austria, 
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and  Italy  to  be  one  wliich  ought  not  to 
continued,  had  done  its  work.  It  had 
put  an  end  to  the  naval  preponderance 
of  Eussia  in  the  Black  Sea,  and  it  had 
given  time  to  Turkey  to  create  a  most 
powerful  Navy,  the  only  fault  of  which 
was  that  it  was  much  too  large  for  her 
finances.  I  saw  that  at  a  great  meeting 
the  other  day  Lord  Palmerston  was 
quoted  as  having  propheoied  the  speedy 
end  of  the  Treaty  of  1866.  He  did  no 
such  thing.  His  allusion  was  to  the 
particular  clause  of  neutralization  to 
which  I  have  just  alluded.  Well,  we 
substituted  another,  and  I  belive  much 
more  effectual,  provision  for  the  Turks, 
though  less  offensive  to  Eussia.  Instead 
of  the  Porte  being  able  to  bring  the 
fleets  of  her  allies  into  the  Black  Sea, 
after  a  declaration  of  war,  it  was  agreed 
that  she  should  have  the  power  of  doing 
so  previous  to  such  a  declaration.  The 
advantage  of  this  provision  is  obvious. 
Under  the  Treaty  of  1856,  Eussia  could 
build  any  number  of  transports  by  which 
she  might  have  conveyed  troops  to  any 
point  of  Turkish  territory  without  Turkey 
being  able  to  oppose  them  by  her  own 
ships  or  the  ships  of  allies,  unless  after 
a  formal  declaration  of  war.  I  hope 
your  Lordships  will  excuse  me  for  clear- 
ing up  a  point  about  which  there  has 
been  so  much  misunderstanding.  Turkey 
was  by  the  Treaty  of  1856  in  a  position 
with  reference  to  the  rest  of  Europe 
different  from  that  which  she  formerly 
occupied.  Now  I  will  ask  your  Lord- 
ships how  she  has  availed  herself  of  this 
interval  of  comparative  quiet  and  of  ab- 
solute internal  security.  I  do  not  mean 
that  bad  advice  has  not  been  given  her 
from  some  quarters,  or  that  we  have  not 
been  foremost  in  pouring  into  the  Trea- 
sury of  the  Sultan  some  £100,000,000  of 
money,  which  has  had  exactly  the  same 
corrupting  and  destructive  effect  as  the 
spirits  and  rum  supplied  by  civilized 
nations  has  upon  the  neighbouring 
savages;  but  there  was  no  obligation 
upon  the  Porte  to  ask  for  bad  advice,  to 
accept  loans  which  were  out  of  propor- 
tion to  the  resources  of  the  country. 
What,  then,  were  some  of  the  principal 
things  promised  in  the  famous  Hatti- 
Humayoun  of  1856?  Mixed  tribunals 
of  justice,  codes,  and  translations  of 
codes;  a  sound  fiscal  system,  measures 
against  corruption,  the  establishment  of 
banks,  the  promotion  of  roads,  canals, 
and    railways,    and    the    invitation    of 
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foreign  capital,   so   as   to   develop  the 
the  resources  of  the  country.     Have  any 
of  these  promises  been  kept  ?    Is  it  not 
true  that  they  have  been  absolaely  re- 
versed ?    If  you  have  any  doubt,  resd 
the  excellent  despatch  of  tiie  noble  Etii 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  of  June  26.     It  ap- 
pears to  me  impossible  to  deny  that  the 
Government  of  the   Forte    is    respon- 
sible for  much  that  has  happened.    It 
is  also  quite  true  that  there  has  been 
great  activity  to  create  discontent  among 
others  than  the  inhabitants  of  the  dis- 
tricts which  have  actually  revolted.    Bat 
is  this  not  always  the  case  ?     What  two 
greater,  and  I  believe  beneficial,  eventi 
have  happened  than  the  unity  of  Italy 
and  the  unity  of  Germany  ?     Haye  the 
Sardinians    been    unjustly    accused  of 
working  up  the  latent  discontent  of  the 
rest  of  Italy  ?    Did  the  F^ssians  hold 
themselves    absolutely  aloof  from   the 
a^tation  which  prevailed  in  other  parti 
of  Germany  ?    As  far  as  the  Papers  just 
presented  go,   they  show  most  dearlj 
that  the  agitation  has  not  been  due  to 
foreign  Governments,  however  difiB.oult  in 
some  cases  the  action  of  some  of  these  Go- 
vernments are  to  follow,  but  to  national 
movements  and  instincts ;  and  could  such 
national  committees  find  more  suitable 
materials  for   their    work    than    those 
which  had  been  manufactured  for  them 
by  the  Porte  itself  ?    And  now  I  must 
say  a  few  words  with   respect  to  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty's   Goyemment. 
taking  the  date  of  the  commencement  of 
the  negotiations  for  the  Andrassy  Note. 
The  few  words  said  by  the  noble  Earl 
about  a  month  ago  on  the  subject  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  having  al- 
lowed the  three  Imperial  Gt>yemmeiits 
to  take  so  completely  the  initiative  in  a 
matter  which  concerned  ourselves  and 
the  rest  of  Europe  have  not  supplied  a 
sufficient  answer.     It  is  true  that  it  ap- 
pears by  the  Papers  that  some  changes 
were  effected  by  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vem- 
ment  in  the  Note,  and  we  grumbled  a 
little  at  the  position  in  which  we  were 
placed.      But  I  cannot  help   thinking 
that  by  a  few  direct  explanations  on  our 
part  before  the  Note  was  proposed  at  all^ 
to  the  effect  that  in  matters  of  so  ffreat 
a  European  importance  we  must  msist 
on  ourselves  and  other  Powers  taking 
their  full  share  of  the  negotiatiouB    we 
should  have  prevented  the  three  Powers 
doing  that  which  I  believe  they  are  now 
aware  was  a  great  mistake  on  their  part. 
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Still,  I  believe  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  were  right    in    agreeing  to  the 
modified  form  of  the  An<&assy  Note.  As 
to  the  Berlin  proposals,  I  stated  in  the 
House  a  month  ago  that  I  could  give  no 
opinion  till  I  had  seen  the  document. 
A^ter  reading  that  Paper,  I  agree  that  it 
would  not  have  been  wise  to  accede  to 
that  document.  There  are  two  questions 
raised  by  it — the  form  of  presenting  it 
to  us,  and  the  substance  of  it.     It  ap- 
pears from  the  despatch  of  Sir  Andrew 
Buchanan  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  supposed  to  have  resented 
the  form,  and  I  was  certainly  told  at  the 
time  that  the  telegraph  had  announced 
to  all  Europe  a  considerable  display  of 
temper  on  the  part  of  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's principal  Ministers.      I   doubt, 
however,  whether  the  form  was  really 
meant  to  show  disrespect  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gbvemment,  and  was  not  merely 
the  result  of  our  having  abandoned  to 
the  Three  Powers  the  initiative  in  the 
matter,  and  the  noble  Earl  in  this  House 
dissipated  that  idea.     As  to  the  sub- 
stance, I  think  that  as  a  whole  it  was 
not  acceptable ;  but,  as  sometimes  is  the 
case,  the  reasons  given  for  objecting  to 
everything  in  it  do  not  appear  to  me 
soimd,  and  in  no  case  do  I  think  it  weis 
wise  to  drop  the  matter  so  completely. 
We  were  more  Turk  than  the  Turks 
themselves  in  objecting  to  the  armistice 
which  very  soon  after  was  proposed  by 
the  Turks,  and  objected  to  by  the  Chris- 
tians.    I  do  not  see  also  how  it  would 
have  been  impossible  for  the  Turks  to 
rebuild    the    houses    of   the    refugees, 
which,    indeed,    they    had    previously 
offered  to  do,  and  which  would  certainly 
have  cost  less  money  than  making  war 
on  a  great  scale.     But  the  chief  objec- 
tion I  have  is  the  way  we  washed  our 
hands  of  further  negotiation.    I  do  not 
think  the  noble  Earl  was  bound  to  pro- 
duce a  cut-and-dried  counter-proposal, 
but  he  might  have  shown  more  readiness 
to  discuss  with  all  the  other  Powers 
some  better  plan  than  that  proposed  at 
Berlin.     He  was  urged  to  do  so  not  only 
by  Eussia,  but  also  by  Austria,  Italy, 
and  France.     All  along  Germany  has 
somewhat  ostentatiously    kept    in    the 
background.    There  is  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose she  is  unMendly  to  this  oountiy, 
and  it  must  not  be  forgotten  how  power- 
ful she  will  be  when  die  moment  of  de- 
cision comes.      I  hope  we  shall  have 
some  fuller  explanation  as  to  the  refusal 


of  a  plan  subsequently,  as  it  appears, 
proposed  by  Eussia,  which  consisted  in 
givmg  Little  Zvomick  to  Servia,  making 
some  concessions  to  Monteneg^  of  a 
territorial  character,  and  giving  to  Bosnia 
and  Herzegovina  an  administrative  auto- 
nomy, leaving  the  Sovereignty  of  Turkey 
intact — a  plan  on  which  the  Eussian 
Government  pledged  the  pacification  of 
the  insurgent  districts.  I  cannot  say 
that  the  war  has  broken  out  in  conse- 
quence of  the  refusal  of  the  Berlin  pro- 
posals, unaccompanied  by  any  sugges- 
tions from  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  any  other  policy.  But  on  the  other 
hand  it  is  impossible  for  them  to  deny 
that  this  may  be  the  ceise.  The  Prince 
of  Montenegro  alleges  that  it  is  so,  and 
it  is  clear  that  by  the  complete  refusal 
to  concert  anything,  any  moral  claim 
upon  Eussia  to  continue  her  pressure 
upon  Servia  and  Montenegro  ceased  to 
exist.  There  is  no  doubt  that,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  the  impression  made  both 
upon  philo-Turks  and  anti-Turks  is  the 
same — that  the  neutrality  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  has  been  of  a  very 
benevolent  kind  towards  the  Turks,  and 
that  doubts  still  exist  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  felt  to  the  full  extent 
the  obligations  under  which  we  are  with 
respect  to  the  Christian  subjects  of  the 
Porte.  When,  in  a  few  words  which  I 
said  a  month  ago,  I  alluded  to  the  in- 
fluence which  the  Treaty  of  1856  gives 
us  in  respect  of  the  claims  of  the  Chris- 
tians to  be  fairly  governed,  I  thought  I 
remarked  some  appearance  of  dissent. 
This  dissent  weis  probably  founded  on 
the  9th  Article  of  the  Treaty  of  1866. 
But  what  did  Lord  Palmerston  say  on 
the  subject?  I  believe  with  perfect 
truth — 

"  We  felt  that  it  would  have  been  utterly  in- 
consistent with  the  objects  and  principles  laid 
down  at  the  commencement  of  the  war  to  frame 
the  Treaty  in  such  a  manner  as  to  give  to  the 
Allies  an  authoritative  right  of  inteHerence  be- 
tween the  Sultan  and  his  subiects.  The  Sultan, 
however,  was  perfectly  willmg  to  give  to  the 
Allies  that  sort  of  moral  right  which  I  think 
ought  to  be  considered  a  sufficient  security  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  arrangements  which 
were  made,  and  which  in  themselves  were  satis- 
factory. The  Firman  is  not  included  in  the 
Treaty,  and  no  Power,  therefore,  has  a  right  to 
say,  *  Here,  by  Treaty,  I  am  entitled  to  come  to 
you,  and  to  tell  you  tiiat  you  have  violated  your 
Firman  with  regard  to  this  villager,  or  that 
priest,  or  that  peasant,  or  that  farmer,  or  that 
merchant,  and  I  call  on  you  by  right  of  Treaty 
to  alter  your  course ;  and  I  am  to  be  the  party 
to  judge  between  you  and  your  subjects  and  not 
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yonnell/  But  the  Treaty  having  recorded  that 
that  Firman  has  been  issued  by  the  Sultan,  it  is 
perfectly  plain  to  my  mind  that  it  cannot  be 
revoked.  In  fact,  that  it  should  be  revoked  is  a 
thing  which  I  hold  to  be  as  impossible  almost, 
mor^y  speaking,  as  that  the  sun  should  go 
backwards.  That  which  is  more  possible,  how- 
ever, is  that,  for  some  time  to  come,  cases  will 
arise  in  which  the  Firman  will  not  be  fully  exe- 
cuted by  the  authorities  of  the  Porte  in  distant 
provinces  and  in  places  not  immediately  under 
the  view  of  the  Consuls;  and  if  that  should 
occur,  the  fact  of  the  Firman  having  been  ad- 
verted to  in  the  Treaty,  and  the  issuing  of  it 
having  been  recorded  in  the  Treatj^,  would  give 
to  the  AlKed  Powers  that  moral  right  of  diplo- 
xnatic  interference  and  of  remonstrance  vdih  the 
Sultan  which  I  am  perfectly  convinced  would 
be  quite  sufficient  to  accomplish  the  desired 
purpose." — [3  Hanaardy  cxiii.  125-6.] 

If  Lord  Palmerston  was  wrong  in  his 
interpretation  of  the  rights  we  have  to 
see  such  solemn  promises  executed,  and 
without  which  the  maintenance  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire  for  any  time  is  impos- 
sible, in  what  a  position  the  co-bellige- 
rent Powers  were  placed  by  the  Treaty 
of  1866  as  regards  the  Christians.    We 
took  absolutely  from  them  the  possibly 
interested,  but  very  effective,  support  of 
Bussia,  and  have  substituted  nothing  of 
value  in  its  stead.     I  am  encouraged  to 
hope  by  some  of  the  later  despatches 
that  the  noble  Earl  is  alive  to  tlus  obli- 
gation, and  it  is  to  a  certain  degree  con- 
firmed by  a  remarkable  speech,  which 
has  given  great  satisfaction,  addressed 
to  a  deputation  some  days  ago  at  the 
Foreign  Office.    Before  toucMng  upon 
that  speech,  I  feel  bound  to  ask  the 
noble  Earl  to  give  us  some  explanation 
why  the  information  given  in  it  was  not 


over  Europe  was  sendblj  affected — not 
to  mention  tiie  angry  feelingfs  crested 
both    in  this   country  and  in   finssia. 
Well,   on  the  14th  of  July   the  noUe 
Earl   entirely    extinguished    all    theM 
false  alarms.     He  explained  how  the 
Ambassadors   had  met   together,   how 
they  had  consulted  forthe  common  safety, 
and  unanimously  agreed  as  to  the  ex- 
pediency of  obtaining  for  unoffending 
persons,  and  as  a  security  against  dis- 
order, such  armed  force  as  was  at  hand. 
He  said  the  initiative  was  taken  from 
Constantinople : — and  it  is  well  that  you 
should  recollect,  and  it  is  not  generally 
understood  in  this  country — it  was  not  t 
step  taken  by  this  country  alone.     It  wtt 
a  step  taken  by  us  simply  as  one  of,  and 
acting  in  concert  with,  the  other  Qrett 
Powers.    I  think  you  will  admit  that 
the  facts  do  not  bear  the  inference  which 
has  popularly  been  drawn  from  them. 
And  the  noble  Earl  gave  an  assoxanoe 
which  would  be  more    completely  re- 
assuring if  he  had  not  promised  in  last 
autumn  that  we  should  hear  nothing 
more  about  the  insurrection  in  Hene* 
govina;  that — 

'^  So  far  as  is  possihle  to  forecast  the  fature  ol 
events,  I  think  it  is  the  most  impossible  thing 
in  the  world  that  in  consequence  of  anything 
that  is  now  passing  within  the  limits  of  tlk» 
Turkish  Empire  a  general  European  war  shonUi 


ensue. 


I  have  nothing  to  gainsay  in  this — 
nothing  could  be  more  complete  or 
more  satisfactory  than  the  assurances. 
But  why  were  they  not  given  he- 
fore?      Passing  over   earlier   opporta- 


afforded  to  this  House,  and  at  an  earlier    nities,  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Oampbell) 
In  that  speech  the  noble  Earl  j  called  the  attention  of  this  House  to 


period, 
said — 

"From  the  day  it  hocame  evident  that  the 
crisis  had  arrived,  that  war  would  como  to  pass, 
we  stated  that  all  reserve  was  at  an  end." 

But  this  day  arrived  weeks  ago,  and  yet 
day  after  day  we  were  left  without 
papers  and  without  information,  and  in 
consequence  of  this  absence  of  informa- 
tion, the  most  alarming  rumours  prevail. 
The  next  bad  things  to  war — namely, 
rumours  of  war — were  rife.  It  was  an- 
nounced, not  only  in  England,  but  in  all 
Europe,  that  we  had  checkmated  Bussia, 
not  only  by  our  judicious  refusal  of  the 
Berlin  Memorandum,  but  especially  by 
the  menacing  demonstration  in  Besika 
Bay.  Holders  of  Bussian  stock  in  this 
country  lost  from  8  to  15  per  cent  in 
their  desire  to  realize,  and  trade  all 
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Turkish  affairs  on  the  26th  of  Jnne, 
nearly  three  weeks  before  this  speech. 
Lord  Hammond  blamed  the  Goyemment 
for  having  allowed  others  to  take  the 
initiative,  but  he  praised  other  acts  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  especially 
the  pregnant  measures  of  sending  the 
Fleet  to  Besika  Bay  eis  an  intimation  of 
our  determination  to  protect  Turkey. 
Lord  Napier,  in  an  able  speech,  arg^uing 
for  the  Porte  against  the  ChristianSy  was 
particularly  laudatory  of  the  movement 
of  the  Mediterranean  Fleet,  stated  the 
objections  that  might  be  raised  ag^ainst 
it  as  a  premature  menace,  and  refuted 
them  according  to  his  views.  At  the 
end  of  the  debate  I  said  a  few  words  in 
reference  to  the  object  with  which  the 
Fleet  had  been  sent  to  the  Mediterra* 
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nean,  and  asked  whether  it  had  been 
sent  as  an  intimation  to  Bussia,  as  a 
hint  to  the  Porte,  or  as  a  defence  of  the 
Christians  ?  The  noble  Earl  spoke :  he 
declined  giving  information,  on  the 
ground  that  a  Minister's  words  might 
be  misconstrued,  and  that  the  Papers 
were  not  in  our  hands.  But  when  he 
made  his  speech  to  the  deputation  no 
Papers  had  been  then  presented,  and 
nothing  could  be  more  intelligible  than 
the  words  of  the  noble  Earl.  In  one 
part  of  that  able  and  successful  speech 
the  noble  Earl  lamented  a  want  of  know- 
ledge of  the  wishes  of  his  employers,  the 
public.  I  have  no  right  to  speak  for 
the  public;  but  I  hope  I  shall  not  be 
thought  presumptuous  if  I  state  what  my 
own  wishes  are.  I  entirely  approve  the 
noble  EarPs  policy  of  non-intervention, 
and  of  his,  at  the  same  time,  not  binding 
himself  to  non-intervention  in  any  pos- 
sible contingencies.  I  approve  his  tak- 
ing no  steps  to  destroy  the  Treaty  of 
1856  or  to  accelerate  the  fall  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire.  If  all  Europe  were  agreed, 
it  would  not  be  an  easy  task  to  settle  the 
problem  of  what  should  take  its  pla^e. 
With  the  different  ambitions  and  in- 
terests that  exist,  to  attempt  to  do  so  in 
anticipation  of  events  would  be  full  of 
danger.  On  the  other  hand,  I  trust  that 
he  will  hasten  rather  than  delay  the  mo- 
ment when  Europe  in  concert  can  by 
diplomatic  action  put  an  end  to  a  state  of 
things  which  is  fatal  for  the  Christians, 
ruinous  to  the  Turks,  and  which  the 
longer  it  lasts  may  the  more  readily  give 
rise  to  European  complications ;  and  in 
any  such  arrangements  I  trust  that  every 
care  will  be  taken  to  secure  the  welfare 
and  good  government  of  our  fellow-reli- 
gionists in  Turkey.  Where  the  inhabi- 
tants of  a  Province  are  chiefly  Christians, 
there  can  be  no  real  difficulty  in  allow- 
ing them  a  share  of  government,  subject 
to  the  Sovereignty  of  the  Porte ;  where 
the  races  are  more  equal  in  number  the 
difficulty  is  great,  but  ought  not  to  be  in 
superable.  What  Lord  Dufferin  effected 
in  Syria  cannot  be  impossible  in  other 
parts.  But  of  one  thing  I  feel  certain — 
that  the  people  of  this  country  will  not 
be  satisfied  if,  as  the  result  of  the 
Crimean  War  and  of  our  diplomatic 
exertions  at  the  present  crisis,  they  find 
the  Christian  subjects  of  the  Porte  in  as 
bad  or  worse  a  position  than  they  un- 
doubtedly have  been  during  the  last  20 
years.    In  conolusion,  I  have  to  thank 


your  Lordships  for  the  attention  with 
which  you  have  listened  to  me,  and  to 
ask  your  indulgence  for  my  having  thus 
laid  my  views  on  this  important  question 
before  you. 

The  Earl  of  DEEBT  :  My  Lords,  I 
think  it  well  that  I  should  not  delay  to 
comment  upon  what  I  admit  to  be  the 
very  moderate,  fair,  and  candid  speech 
just  delivered  by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Ghitinville).  First,  however,  I  must  ad- 
vert to  the  address  of  my  noble  Friend 
who  opened  this  debate.  My  noble 
Friend  approved  entirely  of  what  the 
Government  had  done,  and  gave  some 
advice,  to  which  I  listened  with  respect, 
as  to  what  we  ought  to  do  in  the  future. 
During  his  speech  I  felt  in  the  agree- 
able position  of  the  gentleman  who  is 
waiting  to  return  thanks  for  his  health 
at  a  public  dinner  rather  than  in  that 
of  a  Minister  who  is  about  to  defend 
his  policy  against  attack.  I  thank  my 
noble  Friend  for  the  courtesy  and  friend- 
liness of  his  remarks,  and  may  say  in 
passing  that  I  think  he  would  do  better 
not  to  press  to  a  division  the  Motion  of 
which  he  has  given  Notice.  Though 
he  hoped  the  Motion  would  receive  the 
unanimous  support  of  this  House,  there 
are  some  of  your  Lordships  who  might 
dissent  from  it ;  and  I  think  that  when, 
so  far  as  I  can  see,  we  appear  for  all 
practical  purposes  to  be  of  one  mind,  it 
would  be  a  pity  that  any  form  of  words 
should  be  laid  before  us,  possibly  lead- 
ing to  an  appearance  of  disunion  which 
really  does  not  exist.  There  is  another 
reason  why  I  think  my  noble  Friend 
should  not  press  his  Motion.  He  asks 
your  Lordships  to  express  your  readiness 
'*  to  support  the  measures  which  become 
necesscuy  for  upholding  the  Treaties  "  of 
1856.  Now,  in  the  abstract  I  do  not 
dissent  from  that  declaration  of  opinion ; 
but  I  think  if  such  a  Eesolution  went 
forth  to  the  world  as  being  adopted  by 
this  House,  it  would  create  an  impres- 
sion for  which  I  hope  and  believe  there 
is  no  foimdation — namely,  that  there  is 
some  imminent  danger  of  those  Treaties 
of  1856  being  broken.  The  assertion 
by  your  Lordships  of  a  Besolution  to 
defend  them  would  imply  an  intention 
on  the  part  of  some  Power  to  break 
them,  and  would  be  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  defiance  addressed  by  this 
House  to  foreign  States.  I  pass  now 
from  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
moved  the  Besolution  to  the  remarks  of 
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my  noble  Friend  opposite  (Earl  Qran- 
ville).  In  his  opening  observations  he 
laid  down  many  propositions  from  which 
I  certainly  should  not  dissent.  I  agree 
with  him  that  it  is  desirable  that  this 
subject  should  be  brought  before  the 
House.  I  agree  with  him  in  regretting 
the  unhappy  war  which  has  broken 
out,  and  in  hoping  that  it  will  remain 
localized,  at  least,  if  not  shortly  brought 
to  an  end.  I  agree  with  him  in  think- 
ing that  there  have  been  on  the  part  of 
the  Turkish  Government  great  and 
grievous  faults  of  administration  during 
the  last  20  years,  and  that  these  faults 
have  contributed  in  some  not  inconsider- 
able degree  to  the  insurrectionary  move- 
ments which  we  have  witnessed  during 
the  last  12  months.  Upon  this  point, 
however,  I  am  bound  to  make  one  re- 
mark. I  do  not  doubt  that  maladminis- 
tration has  contributed  to  bring  about 
those  insurrectionary  movements ;  but  I 
do  not  think  we  should  take  a  just  or 
accurate  view  of  the  situation  if  we  as- 
cribed them  wholly  or  even  mainly  to 
this  cause.  There  is  no  question  that 
there  has  arisen  among  the  European 
subjects  of  the  Porte  a  very  strong  feel- 
ing in  favour  not  only  of  better  adminis- 
tration, but  of  independence.  Now, 
this  feeling,  to  whatever  extent  it  ex- 
ists, obviously  would  not  be  removed  by 
better  government.  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  to  go  back  to  the  year  1844, 
or  to  the  conversation — which,  as  we  all 
remember,  made  so  great  an  impres- 
sion— between  the  Emperor  Nicholas 
and  Sir  Hamilton  Seymour  in  1853,  or 
to  the  acts  and  general  policy  of  the 
English  Government  at  that  period.  I 
do  not  assert — I  have  never  been  one 
of  those  who  did  assert — that  the  results 
of  the  Crimean  War  have  been  altogether 
futile.  Whatever  may  have  since  oc- 
curred, we  now  have,  at  any  rate,  a  state 
of  things  which  could  not  be  said  to 
exist  at  the  time  when  that  war  was 
undertaken — we  have  a  general  feeling 
existing  among  the  States  of  Europe 
that  the  future  of  the  Turkish  Empire 
is  a  question  to  be  settled  not  by  aggres- 
sive movements  on  the  part  of  any  one 
Power,  but  if  possible,  and  as  far  as 
possible,  by  a  general  assent  of  Euro- 
pean nations.  I  do  not  care  to  discuss 
— I  do  not  think  it  important  for  our 
present  purpose  to  discuss — the  effect  of 
the  modification  of  the  Black  Sea  Treaty 
in  1871 ;  still  less  shall  I  defend  myself 
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against  the  charge  of  Terbal  inaocimej 
to  which  my  noble  Friend  has  thonglit 
it  worth  while  to  allude.  I  shall  be  rm 
glad  if  what  I  say  and  do  is  sabject  to 
no  graver  imputation.     If  it  were  worth 
while,   I    could    defend    not    only  tlw 
substance  but  the  words   of  the  state- 
ment mentioned  by  my  noble  Friend. 
But  there  are  matters  of  greater  import- 
ance to  be  dealt  with.     I  come  now  to 
the  real  gist  of  my  noble  Friend's  speecL 
His  first  criticism  is  founded  upon  tlie 
circumstances  which  attended  the  pre- 
sentation of  the  Andrassy  Note  ;   and  he 
said,    if    I    understood    him     rightly, 
**Why  did  you  allow  that  Note  to  be 
framed  by  the  Three  Powers  without 
interference    or   remonstrance?      Why 
did  you  not  interpose  at  an  earlier  date 
and  tell  them  that  England  required  to 
be  consulted  ?  "    My  answer  is,  that  we 
never  at  any  time   contemplated  that 
that  declaration    of   policy    would   be 
issued  by  the  Three  Powers  alone,  with- 
out obtaining  the  consent  of  the  other 
European    Powers.      Whether    it    was 
framed  in  the  first  instance  by  one  or 
two  or  three  Powers  was  a  matter  of 
comparatively    small    importance,   pro- 
vided   always     that— as    undoubtedly 
happened  in  this  ceise,  though  not  in 
a  later  instance — ample  time  and  oppor- 
tunity were  given   to  us    to    consider 
whether  we  would  or  would  not  give  it 
our  support,  and,  if  so,  upon  what  con- 
ditions.   I  think  that  to  wait   until  it 
was  brought  before  us,  knowing  thai 
it  must  be  so  brought  before  us,  was 
a  policy  more  prudent  and  more  wise 
than   if  we  had  insisted   on   knowing 
beforehand    what    the    three   CabineU 
were  planning  among  themselves.     The 
test  in  such  matters  is  the  result.     Did 
we  lose  any  influence  or  authority  in 
the  Councils  of  Europe  ?    I  will  venture 
to  say  precisely  the  contrary.     We  con- 
sidered the  matter,  and  in  consequence 
of  our  criticism,  modifications  were  in- 
troduced into  the  Note.    As  a  matter  of 
fact  I  can  vouch  for  this — and  many  of 
your  Lordships  know  it  too, — the  gene- 
ral anxiety   and   feeling  of   uneasiness 
throughout  Europe  when  it  was  believed 
that  our  support  to  that  proposition  would 
be  withheld  was  very  g^eat;  and  the  feel- 
ing of  relief  in  every  European  Cabinet 
was  correspondingly  g^eat  when  it  was 
known  that,  with  certain  modifications,  it 
had  received  our  assent.  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  course  we  pursued 
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was  one  which  diminiBhed  the  influence 
OP  power  of  this  country.  Nor  do  I 
think  it  unreasonable  that  Austria  and 
Bussia — at  least  that  Austria — should 
take  the  initiative  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind.  Whatever  may  have  occurred 
since  that  time,  the  insurrection  in  part 
of  Bosnia  was  then  purely  local ;  and  it 
undoubtedly  affected  Aushria  as  a  Power 
bordering  upon  Turkey  more  than  any 
other  State.  The  Cabinet  of  Vienna, 
then,  had  the  best  right  of  any  to  take 
the  initiative ;  and  it  had  a  better  oppor- 
tunity than  any  of  us  had  of  knowing 
what  W8ks  really  passing  on  the  spot,  and 
what  was  the  real  explanation  of  many 
circumstances  which  to  us,  at  a  distance, 
were  entirely  obscure.  I  pass  on  to  the 
question  of  the  Berlin  Memorandum ; 
and  upon  that  question  I  understand  my 
noble  Friend  to  say  that  he  does  not 
dissent  from  the  course  we  adopted.  He 
thinks  we  were  right  in  not  giving  it 
our  adhesion,  but  were  not  fortimate  in 
the*  reasons  we  gave  for  taking  such 
a  course 

Eael  GEANVILLE:  What  I  said 
was  that  I  did  not  think  the  noble  Earl 
was  boimd  to  produce  a  cut-and-dried 
counter-proposal,  but  that  he  might 
have  shown  greater  readiness  to  discuss 
with  the  other  Powers  some  better  plan 
than  that  proposed  at  Berlin. 

The  Eael  of  DEEBY:  That  is  a 
separate  proposition.  First,  my  noble 
Friend  says,  '*  Your  conclusions  may  be 
right,  but  your  reasons  are  wrong ;  "  and 
secondly,  he  maintains  that  we  were 
wrong  in  not  submitting  counter-pro- 
posals. Naturally,  when  a  propostd  is 
made  consisting  of  a  variety  of  separate 
propositions  you  must  take  them  one  by 
one  and  state  the  objections  which  occur 
upon  each.  J£  the  proposals  for  bring- 
ing back  the  refugees  to  their  homes  had 
stood  alone,  I  do  not  at  all  say  that  we 
might  not  have  got  over  the  objections 
entertained  against  that  particular  pro- 
posal. But  it  was  a  question  of  calling 
on  the  Porte  to  repair  all  the  damage 
done,  not  only  by  their  own  troops,  but 
by  iJie  Insurgents  also.  It  was  pro- 
posed that  the  money  to  be  expended 
should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
committees  on  which  the  representa- 
tion of  the  Turkish  Government  would 
have  been  extremely  feeble,  and  which 
would  therefore  have  no  inducement  to 
limit  the  expenditure,  but  many  induce- 
ments in  tne   contrary  direction.      In 
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point  of  fact,  the  proposal  was  that  the 
Turkish  Treasury  should  be  opened,  and 
that  committees  whose  sympathies  could 
not  be  expected  to  be  with  the  Turkish 
Government  should  be  allowed  to  help 
themselves  at  their  discretion.  I  think 
there  is  something  to  be  said  against 
that  proposition.  Then  the  noble  Earl 
said,  **Why  did  you  object  to  the 
armistice  ?  You  are  the  friends  of  the 
Turks,  who  accepted  the  armistice,  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  was  the  Insurgents 
who  refused  it."  I  need  hardly  explain 
that  there  is  a  very  wide  difference  be- 
tween accepting  a  proposition  on  your 
own  account  and  forcing  it  on  somebody 
else.  We  never  said  it  would  neces- 
sarily be  a  mistake  for  the  Turks  to 
grant  an  armistice.  We  thought  that 
die  solution  of  that  question  depended 
to  a  great  extent  upon  military  as  well 
as  upon  civil  considerations,  and  that  to 
force  an  armistice  on  the  Turks  would 
have  been  a  very  one-sided  proceeding. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  officers  of  the 
Turkish  force  would  have  observed  their 
engagements ;  but  the  Insurgents  have 
not  ^e  same  discipline — they  have  no 
one  chief  who  is  responsible  for  the 
whole  body;  and  it  seems  probable 
that  an  armistice,  if  agreed  upon,  would 
have  been  strictly  maintained  on  the  one 
side  and  entirely  disregarded  on  the 
other.  I  may  observe,  in  support  of 
that  view,  that  no  mention  is  made  in 
the  Correspondence,  as  far  as  I  recollect, 
of  any  means  to  be  taken  to  insure 
that  tlie  armistice  should  be  strictly  ob- 
served by  the  Insurgents.  I  do  not, 
however,  lay  much  stress  on  these  points, 
for  the  real  and  the  insuperable  objec- 
tion to  the  Memorandum  is  the  paragraph 
with  which  it  concludes.  In  substance 
the  paragraph  says: — "These  are  the 
terms  we  offer  now,  provided  the  In- 
surgents will  accept  them ;  but  if  they  do 
not  want  to  accept  them,  they  need  not  do 
so,  and  we  will  then  see  what  more  we  can 
offer."  It  seemed  to  us  that  a  proposi- 
tion like  that  would  be  considered  by 
the  Insurgents  as  a  direct  encouragement 
to  refuse  whatever  was  proposed.  Again, 
the  noble  Earl  eisked  why  we  allowed 
the  negotiations  to  go  off,  without  mak- 
ing a  counter-proposition.  My  Lords,  I 
am  happy  to  believe  that  any  feeling  of 
soreness  and  irritation  which  may  have 
been  caused  by  our  action  in  the  matter 
has  long  ago  subsided,  but  at  the  moment 
there  undoubtedly  was  a  certain  soreness 
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and  irritation ;  and  considering  that  the 
three  Northern  Powers  had  accepted  en 
hloc  the  propositions  embodied  in  the 
Berlin    Memorandum,    it    was    hardly 
reasonable  to  expect  that  they  would  at 
once  have  turned  round,  thrown   over 
the  Memorandum,  and  accepted  a  pro- 
posal on  a  different  basis,  if  we  had  had 
such  a  proposal  to  make.    With  regard 
to  the  negotiations,  I  may  remark  that  I 
never,  either  in  speech  or  in  writing, 
discouraged  fiuilier  propositions  on  the 
subject.     At  a  rather  later  date,  it  is 
true,  I  made  a  statement  on  the  con- 
dition in  which  matters  then  were,  and 
I  said  it  seemed  to  me  to  be  hopeless  to 
expect  to  bring  about  an  understanding 
with  the  Powers.    It  came  shortly  to 
this — that  the  Insurgents  appeared  to  be 
determined  to  accept  nothing  short  of 
independence,  and  that  the  Government 
of  the  Porte,  while,  no  doubt,  it  would 
willing  to  grant  large    administrative 
reforms,  would  never  consent  to  grant 
independence.      Therefore,     it    seemed 
hopeless  to  attempt  to  do  anything  until 
one  party  or  the  other  abated  its  pre- 
tensions.     If   the    military  operations 
resulted  in  favour  of  the  Insurgents,  no 
doubt    thoy    would   have    a    stronger 
position  for  coming  before  Europe  and 
asking   for  intervention  in    their  fav- 
our;  if  unsuccessful,  they  would  pro- 
bably have  been  willing  to  accept  some- 
thing less  than   that  which  they  had, 
in  the  first  instance,  asked  for.  But  while 
one  party  wants  independence  and  the 
other  will  grant  almost  anything  short 
of  that,  but  will   not   concede  that,  it 
seemed  for  the  moment  that  no  room 
for    mediation    was    left.      Now,    my 
Lords,   I   pass   on  to  the  comment  of 
the  noble    Earl   on   the  speech   which 
I  addressed   at   the  Foreign   Office  to 
a  deputation   of   Members   of  Parlia- 
ment.    My  noble  Friend  asks  why  my 
statement  was  not    made   before,   and 
why  it  was  not  made  in   Parliament? 
"With  regard  to  the  first  question,  I  can 
only  repeat  what  I  said  then — namely, 
that  I  thought  a  discussion  on  the  sub- 
ject would  probably  have  an  unfavour- 
able efiPect  in  reference  to  the   main- 
tenance of  peace,  and  that  therefore  it 
was  not  desirable  that  such  a  discussion 
should  be  raised  as  long  as  there  was  a 
hope  of  peace  being  maintained.     But 
from  the  hour  when  the  war  was  declared 
I  felt  that  Parliament  and  the  country 
should  know  as  soon  as  possible  all  that 
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could  be  known  on  fhe  sabjeet,  audi 
directed  all  these  Papers  to  be  prepared 
for  publication  with  the  least  posaiUe 
delay;    As  for  my  not  havings  mBA^  the 
statement  in  this  House,  I  think  it  wonld 
not  have  been  a  usual   course  for  t 
Minister  who  was  not  questioned  and 
not  confronted  by  any  Motion  to  Tolnn- 
teer  a  general  statement.  As  to  a  general 
discussion,  in  the  first  place,  none  was 
proposed ;  nor  do  I  thii^  it  would  have 
been    desirable   to   commence   such   a 
discussion   in  this    House    until    your 
Lordships  were    in    possession    of  the 
information    supplied    by    this   Cozres- 
pondence ;  but,  of  course,  I  knew  that 
Parliament   could  not  and   ought  not 
to  separate  without  having  an  oiiportu- 
nity  of  going  fully  into  the  whole  ques- 
tion.  The  circumstance  of  my  statement 
having  been  elicited  from  me  at  the 
Foreign  Office  and  not  here  was  due  to 
mere  accident,  because  the  question  ad- 
dressed to  me  came  in  the  form  of  a 
deputation,  and  not  in  the  form  of  a 
Parliamentary   interpellation.       If   the 
same  questions  had  been  put  to  me  in  this 
House,  as  they  were  at  the  Foreign  Office, 
I  should  of  course  have  answered  them, 
and  in  the  same  sense.    I  have  nothing 
whatever   to    add  to  the   statc^ment  I 
then  made.   Well,  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville)  proceeded  to  comment  on  the 
summons  of  the  Fleet  to  Besika  Bay. 
At  that  time  the  wildest  rumours  were 
afioat  as  to  what  might  or  might  not  he 
the  intentions  of  the  Great  Powers ;  and, 
although,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  reyolu- 
tion  which  had  set  in  at  Constantinople 
was  a  bloodless  and  a  tranquil  one,  yet 
no  man  could  say  what  might  at  any 
moment  occur,  and  it  was  quite  on  the 
cards  that  the  events  which  led  to  the 
deposition  of  the  late  Sultan  might  hare 
given  rise  to  a  sanguinary  revolt.     No 
one  could,  in  the  circumstances,  foresee 
what  fanaticism  might  bring  about,  or 
what  might  be  produced  by  a  feeling  of 
rage  or  despair  on  the  part  of  the  popu- 
lation.    In   such  a  state  of  things   it 
seemed  to  us   that  the  presence   of  a 
British  Fleet  could  not  fail  to  have  a 
satisfactory  influence.     It  exercised  a 
certain  moral  control ;  it  also  served  to 
dispel  those   unfounded  apprehensiont 
wliich  wore  undoubtedly  entertained  bv 
a  large  portion  of  the  population  ;  and 
it  is  absolutely  true  that  the  presence  of 
that  fleet  in  Besika  Bay  was  a  protectiom 
to  the  Christian  population,  and  tended 
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to  prerent  any  local  outbreak.  If  the 
result  of  our  bringing  the  combined 
fleets  to  Besika  Bay  was  to  increase, 
as  I  firmly  believe  it  did,  the  naval 
influence  of  Ens^land,  an  influence 
which  could  only  be  used  in  the  main- 
tenance of  peace,  I  cannot  think  that  is 
a  result  of  which  we  have  any  cause 
to  be  ashamed.  I  pass  on  now  to  al- 
most the  only  other  subject  to  which 
my  noble  Friend  aUuded.  He  has  ex- 
pressed his  approval  generally  of  the 
course  of  proceeding  which  has  been 
adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  (Government. 
He  agrees  with  us  in  our  policy  of  non- 
intervention, and  he  also  concurs  with 
us  in  thinking  that,  considering  our 
antecedents  and  our  Treaty  obligations, 
we  ought  not  to  do  anything  which 
would  precipitate  the  fall  of  the  Turkish 
Empire.  As  to  the  main  features  of  our 
policy,  there  is,  indeed,  very  little  diffe- 
rence between  us  and  the  noble  Earl ; 
but  he  made  some  remarks  as  to  what 
in  diplomatic  phrase  is  called  a  ''bene- 
volent neutrality,"  to  the  justice  of  which 
I  cannot  subscribe.  I  should  be  glad 
to  know  on  what  particular  passage  of 
my  despatch  it  is  biased.  What  we  have 
endeavoured  to  do  has  been  to  hold  the 
scales  as  equally  as  possible.  No  man 
can  judge  as  to  the  result  of  what  he 
does ;  but  he  may  be  allowed  to  know 
his  own  intention ;  and  we  have  endea- 
voured to  deal  with  this  question  in  a 
spirit  as  nearly  judicial  as  possible— to 
deal  with  both  sides  in  the  spirit  of  equal 
justice.  As  to  the  obligations  imposed 
on  us  by  Treaty  to  do  what  in  us  hes  to 
protect  the  subject-races  of  Turkey  firom 
misgovemment,  the  obligation  to  inter- 
fere for  the  protection  of  the  Empire 
from  external  attack  implies  a  corre- 
sponding duty  of  control.  There  is  an 
Article  in  the  Treaty,  no  doubt,  which 
seems  to  preclude  such  interference,  but 
I  read  that  Article  as  not  in  any  way  for- 
bidding a  joint  intervention  in  the  inte- 
rests of  humanity,  the  intention  clearly 
being  to  guard  against  exclusive  inter- 
ference by  any  one  Power.  I  will  not  say 
anything  now  as  to  the  course  of  policy 
which  we  propose  to  adopt  in  the  future. 
That  must,  in  a  great  measure,  depend 
on  the  result  of  the  military  operations 
which  are  at  present  going  on,  and  upon 
the  possibility  of  obtaining  the  co- 
operation of  ^e  other  Powers.  As  to 
the  observations  which  the  noble  Earl 
made  with   reference  to  autonomy,  I 


think  if  he  will  only  look  at  that  which 
I  have  written  he  will  find  that  it  con- 
tains no  phrase  which  would  justify  him 
in  attributing  to  me  the  determination  at 
which  he  appears  to  suppose  I  have 
arrived.  The  great  difficulty  in  the  way 
of  autonomy  is  that  of  giving  self- 
government  to  a  semi-barbarous  popu- 
lation— ^half  Christian,  half  Mahomedan 
— who  have  not  many  ideas  or  inte- 
rests in  common.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  that  is  an  insuperable  difficulty, 
but  it  certainly  is  one  of  a  very  grave 
character  ;  and  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing it  would  be  well  as  far  as  pos- 
sible to  avoid  that  phrase  autonomy, 
because  it  seems  to  me  to  be  of  all 
phrases  one  of  the  most  elastic.  We 
shall  endeavour  to  act  impartially.  We 
shall  endeavour  as  far  as  possible  to  act, 
not  in  an  isolated  manner,  but  in  co- 
operation with  the  other  Powers.  We 
shall  do  all  that  we  can,  in  short,  to 
bring  about,  if  we  can,  a  permanent  and 
sati^actory  settiement  of  the  Eastern 
Question.  I  need  not  detain  your  Lord- 
ships any  longer,  because  all  I  have  to 
say  on  this  point  will  be  found  pretty 
clearly  statea  in  the  Papers  to  which  I 
have  called  your  Lordships'  attention. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
observed  that  if  much  had  not  been  said 
in  other  places  which  required  contradic- 
tion he  should  have  preferred  not  to 
have  troubled  their  Lordships  with  any 
observations,  feeling  confidence  and 
satisfaction  at  the  conduct  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs.  Any 
dissatisfaction  that  might  be  felt  at  some 
passages  in  the  noble  Earl's  reply  to  the 
large  deputation  which  lately  went  to 
him  was  removed  when  it  was  remem- 
bered that  it  was  necessary  to  appease 
that  deputation  and  those  whom  it  repre- 
sented— foremost  amongst  whom  must 
be  reckoned  Mr.  Bright,  whose  language 
at  the  time  was  one  of  the  principal 
causes  of  the  Emperor  Nicholas  crossing 
the  Pruth  before  the  Crimean  war,  and 
whose  language  now  again  was  mislead- 
ing public  opinion  here  and  in  Bussia. 
K  it  were  a  love  for  humanity  which 
was  actuating  those  persons  who  formed 
the  deputation,  they  had  a  singular  way 
of  showing  their  benevolence  ;  for  whilst 
none  of  them  paused  to  reflect  on  the 
criminality  of  the  Servian  Government 
in  invading  Bulgaria,  notwithstanding 
the  alleged  remonstrances  of  the  Bussian 
and  Austrian  Governments,  or  the  crimi- 
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nality  of  tlie  Austrian  Slavs,  amounting 
to  many  thousands  of  ex-soldiers  of  the 
Granzen  regiments,  who  had  gone  across 
their  frontier  in  such  largo  numbers, 
they  had  not  scrupled  to  encourage  these 
men  in  their  unprovoked  invasion  of  the 
peaceful  territory  of  a  neighbouring 
State ;  and  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury),  whose  whole  career  had 
been  actuated  by  humanitarian  feelings, 
forgot  these  so  far  as  to  join  in  the 
clamour  for  the  expulsion  —  in  other 
words,  the  extermination  —  of  four  or 
five  millions  of  people  from.  Turkey 
in  Europe  —  forgetting  that  such  lan- 
guage from  a  person  of  his  weight 
must  embitter  the  present  struggle, 
and  that  if  the  result  which  he  professed 
to  desire  were  attained  it  would  probably 
be  attended  by  the  extension  of  all  the 
horrors  of  a  war  of  insurrection  to  our 
own  peaceful  territory  of  India.  The 
noble  Earl,  when  he  wished  to  see  the 
Bussians  on  the  Bosphorus,  was  also 
strangely  forgetful  of  the  flogging  of 
the  Polish  nuns,  of  all  the  Poles  that 
had  been  sent  to  perish  in  Siberia  and 
the  mines  of  Nertschinsk,  and  of  the 
quite  recent  massacre  of  United  Greek 
Euthenes  in  Bussian  Poland.  With 
regard  to  another  noble  Earl  (Earl  Bus- 
sell),  for  whom  he  shared  with  their 
Loidships  the  veneration  all  felt  for  him, 
he  would  only  say  that  he  was  very  in- 
consistent, for  in  1862,  when  Foreign 
Secretary,  Earl  Bussell  opposed  the 
cession  by  the  Porte  of  Belgrade  and  her 
other  fortresses  in  Servia  on  the  ground 
that 

"  It  was  impossible  for  Her  Majesty's  Gtovem- 
ment  to  ask  the  Sultan  to  concede  to  nis  enemies 
the  means  of  assailing  the  security  of  his  Em- 
pire." 

The  noble  Lord  then  referred  to  some 
figures  and  statements  in  a  letter  of  Aly 
Suavy  EflFondy  to  a  French  newspaper, 
showing  that  more  Mussulman  houses 
than  Christian  houses  had  been  burned 
in  the  district  of  Tatar  Bazarjik  by  the 
agents  for  getting  up  an  insurrection, 
and  that  the  Turks  would  not  have 
burned  their  own  houses  and  villages. 
So  long  as  the  present  state  of  afiPairs  con- 
tinued it  was  to  be  desired  that,  as  far 
as  concerned  Turkey,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  persist  in  their  pre- 
sent course.  The  Porte  was  able  to 
meet  its  enemies,  and  no  fear  need  be 
entertained  that  it  would  wish  to  inflict 
a  too  severe  chastisement  upon  the  Ser- 
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vians  —  for  it  had  already  nsed  ilie 
language  which  was  traditional  to  it 
with  regard  to  insurrectionB — ^namely, 
that  the  people,  the  mass  of  insargentB^ 
had  been  led  away  and  deceived,  and 
that  the  leaders  alone  were  guilty.  Bat 
as  a  well-wisher  of  the  Austrian  Empire, 
which  was  so  necessary  to  the  balance  of 
power  in  Europe,  he  would  venture  to 
entreat  the  Secretary  of  State  to  use  all 
his  influence  to  withdraw  Austria  from 
the  dangerous  incline  on  to  which  ahe 
had  been  brought  by  the  action  of  some 
of  her  subjects.  Austria's  worst  and  least 
valuable  subjects  were  those  that  lived 
near  the  frontier  of  Bosnia.  Thej 
were  worse  than  Fenians,  and  the  com- 
plaints they  had  been  in  the  habit 
of  making  against  Austria  were  more 
frivolous  than  those  of  the  Fenians 
against  England.  In  1863  the  Groats 
at  Agram  were  agitating  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  Granzen  regiments,  which 
were  abolished  four  or  nve  years  ago; 
they  pretended  that  the  Italian  War  had 
cost  Croatia  50,000  widows.  It  was 
hardly  probable  that  Croatia  had  fur- 
nished 50,000  soldiers  in  that  war,  still 
less  that  50,000  had  been  killed,  and  if 
that  number  had  been  killed  they  would 
not  all  be  married  men.  These  Croats 
also  accused  the  Magyars  of  being  an 
ignorant  Asiatic  horde.  But  the  wont 
feature  for  Austria  was,  that  the  three 
Provinces  of  Dalmatia,  Croatia,  and 
Syrmia  claimed  to  be  three  united 
kingdoms,  and  to  be  able  and  desirous 
of  forming  a  separate  and  independent 
State.  This  was  not  the  conversation  of 
the  market-place,  but  of  persons  of 
position.  In  1869,  at  the  tune  of  the 
Vatican  Council  at  Home,  it  fell  to  his 
lot  to  have  to  collect  the  signatures  of 
some  of  the  leading  Bishops  to  a  docu- 
ment, the  object  of  which  was  the  resto- 
ration of  respect  for  the  Law  of  Nations. 
When  he  asked  Bishop  Strossmayer,  the 
Bishop  of  Syrmia,  to  give  his  signature 
along  with  the  other  Bishops,  he  re- 
fused, saying,  ''I  cannot  sign  that;  it 
would  impede,  or  clog,  my  action  in 
Bosnia ;  I  would  willingly  shed  my  blood 
to  liberate  my  brothers  in  Turkey." 
This  was  not  a  fitting  speech  for  a 
Christian  Bishop.  He  was,  however, 
one  of  the  most  contumacious  opponents 
of  the  Pope  and  the  great  majority  of 
the  Council,  and,  though  later  he  made 
his  submission  to  the  Holy  See,  it  ap- 
pears that  it  was  only  skin  deep,  ainoe 
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according  to  some  newspaper  reports, 
he  had  lately  been  active  in  pro- 
moting the  invasion  of  Bosnia  by  the 
Croat  bands — acting  thus  in  opposition 
to  the  precepts  of  the  Holy  See  against 
the  insurrection,  which  had  been  re- 
ceived and  obeyed  by  the  rest  of  the 
Oatholic  clergy  in  those  parts.  With 
Buch  dispositions  on  the  part  of  its  sub- 
jects, it  was  not  surprising  that  Austria 
should  have  been  hurried  on  further 
than  was  safe  for  herself  or  justifiable  as 
regards  her  conduct  towards  her  neigh- 
bour. But  unfortunately  the  Austrian 
Gt)vemment  had  allowed  its  neutrality 
to  be  violated  in  a  way  that  could  not 
be  excused  by  the  irregular  action  of  its 
subjects  in  remote  mountainous  districts. 
She  had  also  made  a  great  blunder  in 
closing  the  port  of  Klek  to  the  Ottoman 
ships,  on  the  pretence  of  observing 
neutrality,  for  the  obligations  of  neutrality 
pointed  the  other  way.  For  it  was  the 
Austrian  Plenipotentiary,  Count  Buol, 
who  in  the  1 4th  and  1 5th  Protocols  of 
the  Treaty  of  Paris  of  1856,  described 
Monteneg^  as  a  Province  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire,  and  elicited  from  the 
Bussian  Plenipotentiary  admissions  to 
that  effect  which  were  considered  satis- 
factory by  the  other  Plenipotentiaries. 
The  Eepublic  of  Eagusa  had  placed 
itself  under  the  protection  of  the  Porte 
as  early  as  the  reign  of  Orkhan  the 
second  Sovereign  of  the  Ottoman  dynasty. 
The  strips  of  land  coming  down  to  the 
sea  at  Klek  and  Sutorina  wore  formally 
ceded  by  Venice  to  the  Ottoman  Em- 
pire for  the  protection  of  Eagusa  by  the 
Treaty  of  Carlovitz  in  1699,  when  Venice 
also  ceded  Lepanto,  and  razed  the  forti- 
fications of  Prevesa.  This  cession  was 
confirmed  by  the  Treaty  of  Passarowitz 
in  1718 ;  and  in  the  negotiations  of 
Tilsit  and  Campo  Formio,  the  depen- 
dence of  Eagusa  on  the  Ottoman  Em- 
pire W81S  Recognized.  Austria  only  ac- 
quired Eagusa  by  the  Treaty  of  1815, 
but  she  acquired  it  subject  to  the  rights 
of  third  parties,  and  she  could  not  make 
a  mare  clausum  of  the  gulf  at  the  head  of 
which  Klek  stood,  because  one  side  of 
that  gulf  was  formed  by  the  peninsula 
of  Sabioncello,  which  formed  part  of  the 
Eagusan  territory,  which  was  a  depen- 
dency of  the  Ottoman  Empire.  The  de- 
sire of  Austria  to  shut  out  the  Turks  from 
the  use  of  their  port  of  Klek  had,  however, 
been  due  as  much  to  commercial  eis  to 
political  motives,  for  if  the  port  of  Klek 


were  open  it  would  afford  ingress  and  an 
outlet  to  goods  for  Bosnia  and  Herze- 
govina, which  at  present  had  to  pass 
through  Austrian  custom-houses  in  Dal- 
matia.  But  since  the  Austrian  and 
Eussian  Governments  both  professed  to 
have  used  all  their  influence  with  Servia 
to  prevent  her  from  invading  Bulgaria, 
those  Governments  could  not,  with  any 
show  of  justice,  step  in  to  prevent  the 
natural  consequences  of  the  Servian 
rebellion,  nor  show  their  disappointment 
at  its  ill  success,  without  adopting  the 
acts  of  their  subjects  who  were  carrying 
on  what  was  called  the  insurrection  of 
Turkey,  and  of  which  they  must  be 
supposed  to  repudiate  the  responsibility. 
In  his  opinion,  the  safest  course  for  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  pursue  was  to  act 
as  he  had  done  with  regard  to  the  Berlin 
Memorandum,  and  to  keep  out  of  Con- 
ferences. 

The  Marquess  of  BATH  regretted 
that  the  House  had  heard  from  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  no  expressions 
of  sympathy  either  with  those  feelings 
of  our  common  humanity,  or  our  com- 
mon Christianity,  which  would  seem  to 
be  involved  in  the  question  under  dis- 
cussion. The  noble  Earl  professed  to 
attempt  to  take  a  judicial  position  be- 
tween the  two  parties ;  but  he  had  not 
told  the  House  on  what  principles  of 
justice  he  would  feel  bound  to  decide,  or 
in  what  manner  he  proposed  to  act  to- 
wards a  rule  which  was,  perhaps,  the 
most  brutal  that  had  ever  disgraced  the 
earth.  The  country  had  shown  most 
positively  that  it  would  not  have  any 
fresh  Crimean  War,  with  all  the  mis- 
fortunes and  sacrifices  with  which  that 
war  was  identified,  while  it  had  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  jealousy  of  the  Eussian 
power  in  the  Black  Sea.  Beyond  that, 
however,  there  was  a  strong  feeling  of 
horror  and  indignation  against  these 
violations  of  the  laws  of  humanity  and 
philanthropy;  and  when  it  came  to 
know  the  truth  with  regard  to  the  atro- 
cities of  the  Turks  in  Bulgaria — the 
thousands  of  men  and  women  massacred, 
the  hundreds  of  children  mutilated  or 
sold  for  slaves — and  if  it  should  turn 
out  that  the  Government  had,  in  any 
way,  supported  the  Power  that  had 
committed  these  atrocities,  there  would 
be  such  a  feeling  of  indignation  excited 
as  would  be  dangerous  to  its  own  sta- 
bility. The  noble  Earl  said  that  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
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yemment  to  interfere  by  force  of  arms 
either  on  behalf  of  the  Turks  or  of  the 
Servians,  but  he  had  not  told  them  what 
he  would  do  if  some  other  Power  inter- 
fered on  behalf  of  the  Insurgents.  If 
there  should  be  such  an  interference, 
and  the  Government,  either  by  diplo- 
matic notes  or  threats,  or  force  of  arms, 
should  prevent  such  an  interference,  it 
would  be  held  by  the  country  to  be  action 
in  support  of  the  Turkish  Government, 
with  all  the  atrocities  of  which  it  had 
been  now  and  aforetime  guilty,  and  of 
which  it  would  always  be  guilty  so  long 
as  it  had  power  over  Christians.  The 
excitement  such  a  state  of  things  would 
arouse  in  the  country  would  not  easily 
be  pacified.  Every  Church  in  England, 
whether  High  or  Low,  and  every  chapel, 
of  whatever  sect,  would  all  unite  in  pro- 
testing against  the  power  of  England 
being  made  use  of  to  support  such  a 
blood-stained  and  savage  rule. 

LoED  HAMMOND  said,  that  he  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  who  opened  the 
debate  (Lord  Campbell)  as  to  the  im- 
portance of  the  Treaties  of  March  30 
and  April  15,  1856;  but  he  would  have 
been  glad  if,  in  framing  his  Kesolution, 
he  had  given  more  distinct  utterance  to 
the  obligations  under  which  the  Porte 
rested  with  respect  to  its  Christian  sub- 
jects. It  seemed  to  him  that  this  coun- 
try, in  common  with  the  other  Powers 
who  were  parties  to  the  Treaty  of  1856, 
was  entitled  to  expect  that  the  Porte 
should  treat  its  Christian  subjects  with 
justice  and  moderation,  and  should  adopt 
a  system  of  administrative  reform,  which 
would  remove  the  just  causes  of  dissatis- 
faction and  complaint  which  now  dis- 
turbed not  only  the  Christian,  but  also  the 
Mussulman  races  under  its  rule.  It  was 
to  bo  hoped  that  the  Porte,  if  successful 
in  the  present  war,  would  not  seek  to 
modify  or  sot  aside  the  privileges  which 
Servia  had  heretofore  been  sdlowed  to 
enjoy.  Turkey,  indeed,  might  well  be 
satisfied  with  the  penalty  which,  if  de- 
feated, the  Prince  and  the  people  of 
Servia  would  have  to  pay  for  their  wan- 
ton and  unprovoked  aggression,  without 
seeking  to  impose  upon  them  other 
penalties  which  would  infallibly  provoke 
discussion  and  objection  on  the  part  of 
the  other  Treaty  Powers.  Allusion  had 
been  made  to  the  9th  Article  of  the 
Treaty  of  1856,  in  which  it  was  said  that 
the  conmiunication  of  the  Hatti  Hu- 
maioun   to  the  Powers  gave  them  no 
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right  of  interference  in  the  relations  be- 
tween the  Sultan  and  his  sabjects;  bat 
the  first  clause  of  that  Axti<de  leoorded 
the  constant  solicitade  of  the  Sultan  for 
all  classes  of  his  subjects  without  dis- 
tinction of  religion  or  race,  and  specific 
caUy  his  generous  intentions  towaras  the 
Christian  population  of  his  Cmpire ;  and 
so  far  amounted  to  a  distinct  enM^ement 
on  the  part  of  the  Sultan.  From  tlie 
Papers  now  before  the  House  it  was  deir 
that,  notwithstanding  the  many  griev- 
ances under  which  the  Christian  popula- 
tion of  European  Turkey  undoubtedly 
labour,  they  would  not  have  zisen  in 
arms  against  the  authority  of  the  Sultan 
had  they  not  been  instigated  to  do  so, 
directly  or  indirectly,  by  foreign  ag^icj. 
But  while  they  deplored,  as  c£  must  do, 
the  ruin,  misery,  and  loss  of  life  whidi 
had  overwhelmed  the  Christian  popnk- 
tion  in  certain  parts  of  European  Turkey, 
they  could  not  conceal  from  themselvei 
how  great  a  share  in  producing  them 
must,  as  set  forth  in  the  Correspondenoe^ 
be  attributed  to  the  wanton  outragst 
committed  by  bands  of  Insurgents  on 
their  peaceable  fellow-Christiana  in  order 
to  compel  them,  from  want  of  the  neces- 
saries of  life,  and  of  their  homes  laid 
waste  by  their  oo-religionista,  to  take 
part  in  the  insurrection,  in  which  other- 
wise they  had  no  desire  to  engage. 
Neither  must  they  ignore  the  fact  of 
outrages  no  less  wanton  having  bem 
committed  on  Mussulmans  by  insurrec- 
tionary bands ;  or  the  necessary  conse- 
quence that  unprovoked  outrage  could 
not  fail  to  engender  retaliation  on  the 
part  of  the  sufferers,  and  that  a  con- 
flict of  race  thus  commenced  must  be 
inevitably  stained  with  revolting  atroci- 
ties and  cruelties.  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment  appeared  to  have  spared 
no  pains  to  impress  on  the  forte 
the  necessity  of  repressing,  in  the 
strongest  manner,  the  wanton  and  vin- 
dictive cruelties  which  had  disgraced 
their  Mussulman  perpetrators;  and  it 
was  but  fair  to  say  that  the  Porte  had 
shown  no  reluctance  to  control  and 
chastise  the  infuriated  Mussulmans  of 
the  Northern  Provinces,  who  had  been 
connected  with  outrages  on  the  Christian 
subjects  of  the  Sultan.  It  was  not,  how- 
ever, only  the  immediate  repression  of 
the  conflict  of  extermination  going  on 
before  their  eyes  with  which  they  had 
to  deal,  but  rather  to  provide  against 
the  recurrence  of  such  a  conflicty  by  in* 
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ducing  the  Porte,  if  it  desired  to  stand 
well  with  the  civilized  world,  and  spe- 
cifically with  this  country — if  it  desired 
still  to  retain  the  benefits  assured  to 
Turkey  by  the  blood  and  treasure  of  her 
allies  so  lavishly  spent  in  the  Crimean 
War,  and  by  the  subsequent  guarantees 
of  the  Treaties  of  1856 — no  longer  to 
confine  itseK  to  illusive  promises  of  ad- 
ministrative reform,  but  to  set  itself 
steadily,  earnestly,  and  effectually  to 
work,  with  a  determination  to  relieve  its 
subjects  of  aU  races  from  g^evances 
which  pressed  equally  on  all ;  and  more 
especially  to  watch  over  the  Christian 
subjects  of  the  Sultan,  to  secure  them 
from  a  renewal  of  the  injustice  and  per- 
secution of  which  they  had  been  the 
victims,  and  to  protect  Uiem  from  wrong 
and  violence,  whether  directed  against 
them  by  the  malevolence  of  their  Mus- 
sulman fellow- subjects,  or  by  oppression 
and  exactions  on  the  part  of  local  Mus- 
sulman authorities.  As  regarded  the 
course  which,  as  shown  in  the  Corre- 
spondence, Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  generally  pursued  in  these  matters, 
he  was  not  prepared  to  offer  any  un- 
friendly criticism ;  but  he  would  rather 
express  satisfaction  at  their  having  so 
pointedly,  though  in  moderate  and  cau- 
tious terms,  exposed  the  extravagant  and 
obnoxious  pretension  under  which  cer- 
tain Powers  had  assumed  to  themselves 
a  right  to  lay  down  a  policy  in  matters 
in  regard  to  which  other  Powers  had, 
under  Treaty,  a  common  interest  with 
themselves,  and  had  thereupon  called 
on  those  other  Powers  to  adopt  and  en- 
force the  conclusion  at  which  they  had 
arrived.  In  the  melancholy  state  of 
affairs  now  prevailing  in  European 
Turkey,  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  at  the  present 
moment  to  put  an  end  to  it  would  pro- 
bably bo  worse  than  useless.  Still, 
while  employing  their  utmost  influence 
at  Constantinople  to  induce  the  Porte  to 
prevent  or  suppress  any  general  out- 
break of  fanaticism  on  the  part  of  the 
Mussulmans,  which  might  aggravate  the 
calamities  of  the  Christian  subjects  of 
the  Sultan,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
might  well  declare,  in  the  most  distinct 
terms,  their  desire  and  readiness,  when- 
ever a  suitable  opportunity  offered  itself, 
to  exert  their  good  offices  in  order  to 
promote  a  return  of  peace  and  to  heal 
the  injuries  of  that  most  calamitous  and 
destructive  warfare,  so  that  hereafter  re- 


lations of  good  neighbourhood  might 
prevail  between  the  Christian  and  Mus- 
sulman subjects  of  the  Sultan.  Endea- 
vours made  at  this  ipoment  prematurely 
and  ostentatiously  to  effect  a  reconcilia- 
tion between  contending  interests  would, 
in  all  probability,  only  add  fuel  to  the 
existing  fiame  of  insurrection.  The  time 
might,  however,  come,  and,  indeed,  was 
probably  liot  far  distant,  when  the  in- 
surgent Provinces  might  moderate  their 
demands,  and  when  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment might  thereupon  feel  them- 
selves warranted  in  recommending  the 
Porte  to  accede  to  them. 

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  he  was  in- 
clined to  think  that  the  character  of  the 
present  struggle  in  Turkey  was  not  yet 
quite  appreciated.  It  did  not  appear  to 
be  a  conflict  between  ordinary  belli- 
gerents, but  was  rather  the  culminating 
point  of  an  antagonism  of  races  which 
had  been  accumulating  for  ages.  He 
dissented  from  the  opinion  l^at  that 
movement  had  been  precipitated  from 
without.  K  there  was  anything  more 
clearly  shown  than  another  by  the  Papers 
before  them  it  was  that  that  was  an 
internal  conflict.  A  great  responsibility 
w  as  comine  upon  us.  If  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment had  been  unable  to  put  down 
the  isolated  efforts  of  a  small  handful  of 
insurgents,  what  was  the  prospect  before 
it  when  two  military  masses,  at  all 
events,  were  in  action  against  it  ?  The 
Turkish  Gt)vemment  had  not  now  to 
deal,  as  it  had  a  few  years  ago,  with  the 
goat-herds  of  the  Morea  or  the  traders 
of  the  Archipelago,  but  with  mountain 
races  trained  to  mountain  warfare,  and, 
more  than  that,  with  one  organized  com- 
munity, one  Principality,  which  had 
shown  that  it  possessed  within  itself 
elements  of  progress,  and  which  had 
held  its  people  in  hand  under  great  ex- 
asperation. When  it  was  asked  what 
should  be  done  in  the  event  of  interven- 
tion by  another  Power  occurring  in  that 
contest,  his  answer  was  that  the  Power 
that  had  proved  equal  to  influence  the 
other  Power — the  Power  which  had  its 
iron-clad  fleet  in  Besika  Bay  was  per- 
fectly able  to  deal  with  that  question. 
England  was,  for  the  moment,  mistress  of 
the  situation.  She  had  shown  no  un- 
certain policy  ;  and  he  trusted  that  when 
the  confusion  of  events  brought  up  new 

E bases  of  action,  whoever  wielded  Eng- 
sh  power  would  not  hesitate  to  act  in 
a  large  spirit  and  in  the  interests  of  free- 
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dom.  Without  reference  to  Andrassy 
Notes  or  Berlin  Memorandums,  let  the 
Ambassadors  of  the  Great  Powers  be 
invited  to  participate  in  the  conclusions 
at  which  a  Conference  might  arrive ; 
and  with  them  there  should  be  united 
the  Eepresentatives  of  the  maritime 
States  of  Europe,  which,  although  they 
had  not  yet  been  named  in  debate,  had 
no  less  interest  in  the  settlement  of  that 
question  than  those  Great  Powers  them- 
selves. 

Lord  CAMPBELL :   I  regret  to  be 
obliged  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  for  a  few  minutes ;  but  it  was  not 
to  be  supposed  that  a  question  of  this 
kind  could  be  immediately  disposed  of. 
And,  first,  let  me  return  my  thanks  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  former  Under  Secre- 
tary at  the  Foreign  Office,  and  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  retired  from    the 
House,  for  the  qualified  support  which 
they  have  given  to  the  Motion.     The 
noble  Earl  the  former  Secretary  of  State 
(Earl  Granville)  said  that  it  dissatisfied 
him,  but  did  not  proceed  to  specify  a 
single  point  on  which  he  could  object  to 
it.     When  the  noble  Earl  is  dissatisfied 
with  any  Besolution,  and  yet  is  utterly 
unable  to  impugn  it,  or  overthrow  the 
grounds  on  which  it  stands,  it  clearly 
has  a  good  deal  to  recommend  it.    If 
the  noble  Earl   thought  the  terms  of 
the  Besolution  badly  chosen,  while  its 
sense  was  just,  why  could  he  not  have 
offered  an   Amendment,  which,  had  it 
been  consistent  with  the  general  idea, 
I  should  not  have  resisted  when  it  came 
from  such  a  quarter.     The  noble  Earl 
entered  into  a  long  defence  of  the  pro- 
ceedings in  1871  for  the  revision  of  the 
Treaty  of  March  30,  1856.     And  as  they 
had  scarcely  been  alluded  to  to-night, 
he  certainly  betrayed  an  uneasy  con- 
science in  defending  them.     I  now  come 
to  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State, 
who   told   the   House  in  reference    to 
what  had  fallen  from  me,  that  he  had 
heard  an  after-dinner  speech  in  favour 
of  his  health,  when  he  desired  to  hear 
a  criticizm  of  his  policy.      My  Lords,  I 
never    listened    to  a  phrase  in  either 
House  of  Parliament  more  thoroughly 
devoid  of  generosity  and  delicacy.     Is 
anyone  to  be    the    object  of   derisive 
taunts,  because  he  has  not  dwelt  on  the 
errors  of  the  noble  Earl,  when  a  question 
wholly  separate  and  different,  when  a 
question  much  more  practical  and  grave, 
was  brought  before   your  Lorddiips? 

Lord  IVaveney 


The  question  before  the  House  was  and 
is,  whether  or  not  to  adopt  a  Hesolntioii 
tending  to  the  repose  of  £urope  and  tlie 
maintenance    of   Treaties?       And   the 
noble  Earl  complains  because  in  restrict- 
ing myself  to  this  high  and  important 
ground,  I  have  not  touched   on  the  re- 
proaches to  which  the  QoTemment  are 
open.    What  degree  of  accusation  does 
he  call  for  ?    Supposing  I  admitted  that 
for  the  union  of  the  three   Powers  in 
October,  1874,  the  inertness  of  the  Fo- 
reign Office  is  exclusively  responsible, 
would  he  be  satisfied  ?      Supposing  I 
admitted — as  I  did  last  Session — uat 
the  loss  of  Austria  as  an  ally  may  be 
attributed   to    his   proceedings,    would 
he  be  contented?     Supposing  I  went 
further,  and  remarked  that  he  oneht 
not  to  have  participated  in  the  mission 
of  the  Consuls  to  Mostar,  and  thus  en- 
couraged the  insurgents,  would  he  acquit 
me  ?    If  I  advanced  another  step,  and 
urged  that  he  ought  never  to  have  sub- 
scribed to  the  Andrassy  Note,  whose 
consequences  are  now  before  the  world, 
should  I  respond  to  that  appetite  for 
criticizm  which  it  appears  that  in  mj 
former  speech  I    left  unsatisfied    this 
evening?     Or  must  I  go  so  far  as  to 
maintain  that,  while  he  holds  his  pre- 
sent office,  there  is  very  little  chance,  in 
my   opinion,  that   the   balance    of  the 
world  will  be  restored,  or  the  reforms 
essential  to  the  cause  of  Ottoman  in- 
tegrity established?     I  shall  if  he  re- 
quires it.     My  Lords,  in  asking^  and 
expecting  me  to  withdraw  the  Hesolu- 
tion,  the  noble  Earl  has  shown  but  little 
penetration  when,  to  speak  against  it, 
he  was  driven  to  the  frivolous  and  feeble 
pretext  that  it  contained  expressions  of 
defiance,  a  view  which  nobody  who  read 
its  terms  could  possibly  accede  to.     It 
was  not  lightly  framed,  it  has  not  been 
precipitately  offered.     To  withdraw  it 
would  not  be  consistent  with  the  duty 
which  I  owe  to  others  out-of-doors,  or 
to  myself,  or  to  your  Lordships.     The 
Government  must  either  negative,  accept, 
or  move  the  Previous  Question  on  it.   If 
you  negative  it,  you   proclaim  to  the 
world  that  you  are  hostile  to  the  Euro- 
pean races  of  the  Porte,   and  to  the 
Treaties  which  enable  you  to  come  for- 
ward on  the  subject.    If  you  move  the 
Previous  Question,  you  place  the  House 
of  Lords  in   an  ambiguous  and  not  a 
satisfactory  position.    Whatever  course 
is  taken,  the  noble  Earl  will  have  no 
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more  succesis  in  urging  me  to  withdraw 
the  Besolution  than  he  has  had  aa  yet 
in  iirging  the  three  Powers  to  withdraw 
j&om  one  another. 


QueiUm. 
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And,  a  question  being  stated  there- 
upon, the  previous  question  was  put — 
'<  Whether  the  said  Question  sh^  be 
now  put  ?  " 

ItMohed  in  the  negative. 

House  adjourned  at  half -past  Eight 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow  half- 
past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Mondof/f  SUt  July,  1876. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— i^Yr*^  Reading— 
Queen  Anne's  Bounty  •  [278] ;  Clean  Rivers* 
[279]. 

Sewnd  Reading— TtvIgg  Savings  Bank  •  [275]  ; 
Forfeiture  Relief  •  [259]. 

Committee — Report — Local  Government  Board's 
Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Bingley, 
&c.)*  [255];  Local  (Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Chelmsford,  &c.)  •  [2561 ;  Police  (Ex- 
penses) Act  Continuance  *  [268J. 

Considered  as  amettded — Bishopric  of  Truro* 
[185]. 

Third  Reading  —  Saint  Vincent,  Tobago,  and 
Grenada  Constitution*  [253],  &nd pasted.     ^ 

;riYA<frair«  — University  of  Oxford*  [146]; 
University  of  Cambridge*  [151]  ;  Roaos  and 
Bridges  (Scotland)  *  [118]. 


POST  OFFICE— TELEGRAPHIC  COMMU- 
NICATION IN  CORNWALL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  young  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  he  has  received  a  letter 
signed  by  the  Harbour  Master  of  Forth- 
leven  in  Cornwall,  on  the  subject  of 
telegraph  communication  to  that  place ; 
and,  whether  he  has  considered  the  facts 
stated  in  that  letter ;  and  if  under  the 
circumstances  he  sees  his  way  to  join 
Porthleyen  by  telegraph  to  Helston  at 
an  early  date  r 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  received  such  a  letter,  but 
under  existing  circumstances  he  was 
not  prepared  to  take  any  steps  in  the 
matter. 


CRIMINAL  LAW— PONTEFRACT  MAGIS- 
TRATES—CASE OF  DUGGAN. 
QUESTION. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Dei>art- 
ment.  If  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  case,  reported  in  the  Leeds  newspapers 
of  the  21st  and  22nd  days  of  July, 
whereby  it  would  appear  that  an  old 
man  named  Duggan  had  been  committed 
by  two  justices  of  the  borouffh  of  Ponte- 
fract  to  Wakefield  Prison  for  fourteen 
days  for  being  drunk  in  the  streets ;  that 
the  old  man,  when  before  the  magis- 
trates, complained  of  acute  suffering 
from  disease,  and  prayed  to  be  allowed 
to  see  a  medical  man ;  that  this  prayer 
was  refused  on  the  g^und  that  he  would 
see  one  when  he  got  to  Wakefield ;  and 
that  the  old  man,  so  denied  medical  aid, 
dropped  dead  in  the  streets  whilst  in 
charge  of  the  constable  who  was  con- 
ducting him  to  prison ;  and,  whether,  if 
the  statements  in  the  Leeds  newspapers 
to  the  above  effect  be  substantially  cor- 
rect, he  has  taken  or  intends  to  take  any 
and  what  steps  to  mark  the  sense  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  of  the  con- 
duct of  tne  magistrates  in  the  case  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  knew  nothing  whatever  of  the 
case,  except  through  information  which 
he  had  received  in  a  letter  from  the  ma- 
gistrates. The  letter  stated  that  one 
morning  this  man  complained  of  illness, 
and  instead  of  being  brought  before  the 
magistrates  on  that  day,  he  set  off,  and 
was  accompanied  by  a  policeman  a 
greater  part  of  the  way,  to  the  residence 
of  the  medical  officer  of  the  Union,  in 
order  that  he  might  obtain  aid  there. 
An  order  of  admission  to  the  Union  was 
given  to  him,  and  at  4  o'clock  the  same 
aay  he  was  found  helplessly  intoxicated. 
He  was  then  taken  up  a  second  time, 
and  on  the  following  day  was  charged 
with  being  drunk.  He  had  complained 
of  bronchitis,  and  said  if  the  justices 
would  let  him  go,  he  would  not  get 
drunk  again,  and  would  go  into  the 
workhouse.  He  also  had  said  he  would 
like  to  see  a  doctor.  But,  without  any 
explanation  or  excuse,  he  had  not  availed 
himself  of  the  Union  order  in  his  pos- 
session, and  the  justices  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  he  could  not  be  so  ill  as 
he  had  represented  himself  to  be.  Nor 
did  he  say  that  he  was  suffering  £rom 
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L*?ar:  cii>».'u>t    unc.  in  xru>  no'  in-  ulit?£rrd. 


iL  L  siiir.iiii;  •.•'.'MtiiriviL  vut?L  iit  I'lt:  iiit 

U;UL  vii-'L  lit  iT.K  li  "V^'uii-jiit'JL  Tut 
jusjjl'.'-rt    li-^^n*:    ILUiit     ^U•JL    i-  PUJrC"t*?Tl01.. 

Atwr  I'.tr.viii.ii.   :l  iir;i-»r  "iiu:  u-.  iviirii* 

r'i.<.  liiiiL  Vll^  ii'.»>:i:i::r':T  iit'tfssarv.  1: 
cue;  :Iit  ^U'S'.i'.-'.^b  Lul  ii,"»:  tiir  ^iiiriiTt»f5: 
iLa:   dibeu<«- .     Ht    Mr.   '•/r.»«s-     did  nx 


J.»i..  KilVEAJ-Y  t^t-i:  ilr   .Sec 


virnrrt  'Ad  aiid  iL'r  01  her  T^n.  bv  -wLi-Lh 
th«-v  anr  v>  bt  d •■.-•'. a: !i^-d  in  an  Ii:du>TriaI 
iV-Looi  uiitiJ  t}j*:v  ar*r  ■^ixi'rrn  Tear?  «:'!d  : 
aiid,  Ji  so,  wh'::L'.-r  h*.-  int-rn-Is  i-j  take 
ixJi\  hVj.'ir  iii  '.h'r  ;:-«;:: -vr  -«'j  as  to  ait-er  or 

Mk.  AS<HKT^*N  CKO.S.S.  in  rq.Iy. 
:-uid.  h';  Lad  oiiiv  that  dav  r^.-c-c-iv-L-d  an 
*:xiA:iHixOjn  fro:.'i  tLt  j;ia;ji*'traf*'S.  aL.d 
llj«-n:  }?» ':i.'i«:d  t/>  hc-  a  dilJ<:r<.-iKe  01  «^»pi- 
lii'/ii  mj  lij«:  h'jbj<;'i.  A  '•*:';orid  applica- 
li'/ij  ir.t'i  \jt:*:n  Iliad*-,  ar-d  h'?  would  not 
\}it  in  a  jiOrilion  to  com«:  to  a  final  con- 
fjliii:ion  lor  two  or  tlin;«;  da  vs. 

SAW    ^OhONKJiS  IN  NAVAL  DI.S- 

'iiij'  'IS.   <^i;kstion. 

.Sir  VVILMAM  HAK^OUKT  askr.d 
Ihn  Fij>t  J*ord  of  tin:  Admiralty,  Wh^j- 
tli4;i'  li<;  will  (Miiihidi-r  tlic  oxpfidioncy  of 
layiiif^  down  the  riih;  that  a  person  ap- 
poinUid  to  till!  oMico  of  coroner  in  di.M- 
liictrt  which  inrliido  tho  ^^roat  Naval 
I'ortri  of  till)  Ooiintry,  Hhall  not  ut  the 
Hiinii)  tiniii  hohl  i!Uiph»yniont  undor  the 
Ailiiiinilty  ? 

Mil.  IIIJNT,  in  rfply,  Haid,  the  matter 
Willi  cii^iigiii^  his  iittL'iition. 

J//'.  A  it  Jut  on  C/'OMi 


EKGLAKT)  A3n>  FBAXCE- 

xxTLAnmoy— cast:  of  salal 

ILi..  J.  OC^TTEN  asked  the  SecMrr 
111    Siaif-  fu:-  the    Home    DepazanoL 
jjL  Ilk  atieniian  hac^  l^een  called  to  ^ 
i^utit    of    JtiBn    Nadal.     who   vas  dh 
refTed  Tc-  \ti  acquitted  at  iLe  la£l  fleaan 
of  liit   C-tiutral  Omuinal   Conzt.  bjt&e 
liiriit    iinnouralae  HuBseU    Guney.ff 
tilt   pieL  oi    jurisdicstioii  zwsed  bj  E* 
oomi{«td :  Bud.  wL ether  it  is  the  intei&'a 
of  HffT  Maiefirr'f  GroTerzunent  to  ui; 
tTT  f:*^]*  vitii  a  riew  to  amend  theiiz- 
sarisiu:':  .>rT  star*-  oi  the  Law  of  Extn- 
diiinL  viiL  Prance  ? 
m..  AS?HETC»X   CEOSS,  in  wrij. 
I.N    sEJd  Lr  vh!-  informed    by  the  Clei  >( 
'  T!it  Arraiirnf'   at  the   Central   Crimiml 
.>i:r:  triLt  thr  defendant  'vras  taken  inso 
\^\^^  :  custndT  ir  Enriand  for  laroenj.  but  ii 
"* -'-  !  vas  fjuud  that  if  anr  offence  lu^  b«i 
rt'i:t:.»~  —  -^^  .  c:>Tr.r.:TTt*d  a:  all   it  was  oonunitted  ifl 

questioBt^ 

dition.  Th« 

ernij  of  a  new  Treaty  with  France  hi 

:*^'z:  arranced.  and  he  hoped  the  T 

iifielf  "wouid  veiy  shorfy  be  signed. 


Jia^^.-  y^^T:^-.^^:^yi  ly  i.^r-T^y^^    Ytbzh^.     Therefc*re  it  was  a  questi 
ixyi  M:::i-:-r^  ol  a^  rr-^nr^s  ar=i-:uii.a-  I  ^::risdi.don.  and  not  of  extradition.  Th« 
t:v:...    a^a    t:.f:   ::.-al::a'-.i?    ^-^^^rs^J-    \miLh  oi  h  neir  JreaTr  wiihFnnoehi 
pray:-,-  i.-r  :Lfr  r^— r-:v:.  ;f  i  s^rten:-^  :  v^.^  arranged,  and  he  hoped  the  JmV 
pa^bf 'i  n-^  \:^rirh  bov^  -aii:ea  Ltw>.  Plan,    ira^":^  -n-.-.-.-AA  t^^  tK^T^^  w«  « i 


FEaNCE  aXI'  THX  rXITED  STATES - 

i;i:pc»kted  c\»M3ii:kciax.  treaty. 

^  Mk.  AXDEE.SOX  asked   the  Undff 
Sec  ret  an-  cf  Siiite  for  Foreign  Affiui^ 
If  ii  beihe  fact  that  a  commercial  tz«aty 
has  just  been  concluded  between  France 
and    Ain»'r:^a.    under    which    Ameriit 
agrees  to  r^uce  the  Import  Duties  on 
French  pr«>iu«.tions  and  manufactnre^ ; 
and,  whether  this  treaty  will  put  France 
on  a  more  favourable  footing  in  Ameri- 
can trade  than  this  Country,  and  if  he 
can  do  nothing  by  negrotiation  to  induce 
America  to  reduce  some  of  the  Duties 
on  British  manufactures  which  are  at 
present  practicallv  prohibitory  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE.  in  reply,'  said,  the 
Government  were  aware  that  reports 
had  been  in  circulation  respecting  such 
a  Treaty,  but  they  had  received  no  in- 
formation in  regard  to  it,  and  did  not 
think  it  probable  that  such  a  Treaty 
would  bo  entered  into,  for  it  was  not  at 
all  liktdy  the  American  Gh>Temment 
would  reduce  their  tariff  duties  at  pra- 
Hcnt. 
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t        CHINA  — THE  YUNNAN  MISSION— 
p  THE  REPORT.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  MAEK  STEWAET  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affair,   If   he  can   inform    the  House 
when  the  Papers  containing  the  Eeport 
^    of  Mr.  Qrosvenor's  Mission  to  Yunnan 
I    will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 
t        Mb.  BOUEKE,   in  reply,  said,  that 
■    the  Report  had  not  yet  been  received, 
t    and  therefore  it  was  impossible  to  say 
i    when  it  would  be  laid  upon  the  Table. 
I 
I         BRITISH  HONDURAS.— QUESTION. 

\  Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  asked  the  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  attention  of  the  Colonial 
Office  has  been  called  to  a  Petition  com- 
plaining of  misgovemment,  presented 
by  the  Inhabitants  of  British  Honduras 
to  the  Legislative  Council,  and  refused 
by  the  Lieutenant  GK)vemor,  Major 
Mundy,  on  the  alleged  ground  that  the 
language  was  not  sufficiently  respect- 
ful ;  and,  whether  the  grievances  com- 
plained of  were  not  numerous,  and  of  a 
serious  nature  ? 

Mb.  J.  LO WTHER :  Sir,  the  atten- 
tion  of  Her  Majesty's  GK)vemment  has 
been  drawn  to  the  matter,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that,  having  read  it,  in  my 
opinion,  the  language  of  the  Petition 
hardly  appears  to  be  such  as  need  have 
precluded  its  reception  by  the  Lieute- 
nant Governor,  who,  it  is  only  right  I 
should  add,  acted  under  the  advice  of 
his  Council  in  the  course  he  adopted. 
After  considering  the  grievances  alleged, 
the  Secretary  of  State  does  not  think 
that  any  extensive  alterations  of  the  ex- 
isting fiscal  system  are  practicable ;  but 
the  whole  question  of  the  finance  of  the 
colony  in  question  will  continue  to  re- 
ceive our  careful  attention. 

INDIA— WAR  OFFICE  CHARGES. 

QUESTION. 

General  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUE 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If,  in  regard  to  the  conflicting  character 
of  the  evidence  given  before  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  he  will  furnish  the 
House  with  a  statement  of  the  advances 
on  account  of  War  Office  Charges  made 
by  the  India  Office  to  the  Exchequer 
since  the  abolition  of  the  agreement 
about  the  Capitation  Rates  for  JBlffective 
and  Non-effective  Services,  stating  the 


dates  on  which  the  advances  were  made 
by  the  India  Office,  dates  brought  to 
account  as  national  riBceipts,  and  years 
and  quarters  in  which  included  in  the 
accoimts  of  the  income  of  the  Kingdom ; 
and  of  any  interval  between  these,  the 
causes  and  objects  of  the  delays;  also 
the  amounts  appropriated  out  of  the 
Indian  advances  in  each  quarter  and 
year  to  dear  off  the  War  Office  claims, 
and  the  yearly  balances  and  totals  not 
cleared  off,  and,  if  these  balances  were 
retained  in  the  Exchequer  as  income, 
then  to  what  extent  the  income  of  the 
Kingdom  has  been  unduly  swelled  in 
each  of  the  past  years  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE,  in  reply,  said,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared at  present  to  furnish  the  House 
with  a  statement  of  the  nature  desired 
by  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and  sallant 
Member.  It  was  rather  a  complicated 
matter,  and  it  would  be  more  conveni- 
ently dealt  with  in  the  Eeport  of  the 
Auditor  General  than  by  him  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  in  answer  to  a 
Question. 

WEST  COAST  OF  AFRICA— THE  ACTING 
ADMINISTRATOR  OF  THE  GAMBIA. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  Alderman  M'AETHUE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  correspondence  between 
Captain  Cooper  the  Acting  Administrator 
of  the  Gambia  and  Mr.  Quin  a  mer- 
chant at  Bathurst;  and,  whether,  con- 
sidering the  tone  and  character  of  such 
correspondence,  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  take  any 
steps  in  relation  to  the  conduct  of  Cap- 
tain Cooper  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE,  in  reply,  said, 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
correspondence  referred  to.  His  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  had  inti- 
mated to  the  Acting  Administrator  that, 
in  his  opinion,  the  tone  adopted  in  the 
communication  in  question  was  unusual 
and  undesirable  in  official  communica- 
tions. Captain  Cooper  being  a  most 
efficient  officer,  it  was  not  intended  to 
take  any  further  notice  of  the  matter. 

INDIA— INDIAN  FINANCE— THE 
EXCHANGES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether, 


both  these  subjects  I  shall  be  read;  to 
^ve  full  explanation  and  information 
upon  the  annual  Indian  Financial  State- 
ment. I  must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
therefore,  to  allow  me  to  postpone  any 
statement  until  that  date,  when  I  shaU 
be  able  not  only  to  give  figures,  but  also 
the  explanations  necessary  to  make  tho 
figures  intelligible. 


CHINA— CHINESE  CONSUL  AT  HONG 
KONG.— QUESTION. 
Mr.  RIGHABD  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  to 
give  effect  to  the  proposal  made  by  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Fekin,  uiat  a 
Chmese  Consul  should  bo  appointed  to 
resido  at  Hong  Kong,  and  which  was 
approved  by  Lord  Carnarvon  as 

"  only  the  tccognitioa  of  &  redprocol  right 
which  China  is  entitlod  to  clum  in  conunon 
with  nil  other  Powers  whose  Bubjocta  raeort  to 
the  Colony,  if  IntcmntiODBl  Law  and  the  usage 
of  ciTilized  States  are  to  be  applied  in  our  rela- 
tions with  that  country  ?  " 

Me.  J.  LOWTHEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  no  decided  step  had  been  taken  in 
the  matter,  as  the  Government  were  con- 
.  sidering  whether  tho  desired  end  might 
not  be  attained  in  another  manner  more 
in  harmoDv  wiUi  the  wishes  of  the  Le^- 
lature  of  Hong  Kong  than  by  appointing 
a  Chinese  Consul  there. 


WEST   COAST    OF   AFRICA— DISPUTES 

WITH  DAHOMEY.— QUESTION. 

Sot  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
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considering  that  when  the  Indian  Budget 
was  introduced  in  Calcutta  in  March 
last,  the  loss  to  India  by  exchange  on 
transactions  with  London  was  estimated 
at  £2,332,000  for  the  current  year,  and 
that  ijiere  has  since  been  a  considerable 
further  fall  in  the  rate  of  exchange,  he 
is  able  to  inform  the  House  at  what 
amount  the  loss  to  India  is  now  esti- 
mated ;  and,  further,  to  inquire  whether 
he  can  state  the  aggregate  amount 
which  has  been  spent  by  the  Qovem- 
ment  on  State  fiailways  in  India  up  to 
the  present  time  1 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Sir, 
the  two  parts  of  the  Question  of  tho  hon. 
Gentleman  refer  to  two  very  important 
items   of  Indian    expenditure.    Upon 


la 

News  "  of  28th  July  Qij  Eastern  Tele 
graph),  that  a  Briti^  force  is  about  ti 
land,  or  has  already  landed,  at  Eoopcf 
tonoTa,  on  the  West  Coast  of  Aiori 
with  the  intention  of  proceeding  m  & 
oounti;  to  attack  the  capital  of  Dik) 
mey? 

Mk.  J.  LOWTHEB,  in  reply,  hU 
that  no  information  had  reached  ib»  Gg 
vomment  leading  them  to  believe  fti 
any  attack  on  the  capital  of  the  Kinca 
Dahomey  was  contemplated,  neiUiflr  nii 
they  anthorized  any  such  proceeding. 

MERCANTILE  MAHUfE— UFE-SATDW 
APPAEATUS.— QUESTION. 
Colonel  BERESFORD  asked  the  Fta 
sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whetlw 
the  attention  of  the  Government  ha 
been  directed  to  the  experimentB  n 
various  life-saving  apparatus  which  tod 
place  off  Dover  on  Thursday,  20tli  ii- 
stant ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  i 
the  Government  in  any  way  to  iMri 
Mr.  G.  F.  FaiTott  in  the  further  trialih 

Sroposes  to  make  with  Bimilar  appanla 
unng  the  summer  and  auttunn  r 
Sib  CHAHLES  ADDEHLBT,  a 
reply,  said,  that  he  understood  that  at- 
tam  experiments  had  been  made  of 
Dover  last  Saturday  of  the  kind  refantJ 
to,  but  he  did  not  know  with  what » 
suit,  beyond  that  which  appeared  in  tbi 
papers.  There  was  no  fund  at  the  St 
posal  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  enooanfi 
inventors,  and  even  if  there  waa  ov 
there  were  so  many  inventors  tjn^  i 
would  be  unadvisable  for  the  Board  o 
Trade  to  show  any  favour  towards  ■■; 
particular  one,  or  in  any  way  to  ezim 
their  judgment  upon  the  compantiv 
merits  of  tho  various  methods. 

ARMY  (INDIA)-SERVTCE  OF  ECBO. 
PEAN  REGIMENTS. -QUESTION. 

Sm  GEOBGE  OAMPBE^Ji  aaka 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  it  i 
true  that  he  has  proposed  to  reduce  tt 
service  of  European  regiments  in  bdi 
to  half  tho  present  term ;  and,  if  ■ 
whether  regtu^  will  be  had  to  the  mif 
taiT  and  miancial  necessities  of  Tn^ 
before  any  such  plan  is  adopted,  a 
full  opportunity  will  be  given  to  tk 
Indian  authorities  to  e^reas  their  o|i 
nion  on  it  ? 

Mb.  GATHOBNE  HA£DY  :  No,  Sb 
no  euch  proposal  has  been  made,  M 
would  it  be  made  without  coqbuI'  *'" 


B,  If  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  ' '  Daily  .  with  the  Indian  authorities. 
Mr.  J'aiectU 
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BWEDEN—THE  BBITISH  CHUBCH  AT 
STOCKHOLM.— QtlESnON. 

Mr.  BEEESFOED  HOPE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  hia  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that,  although  the 
Committee  of  the  British  Church  at 
Stockholm  had  been  HucceBsful  in  its 
civil  snit  against  the  intruding  body,  yet 
on  the  second  or  criminal  suit  it  had 
been  condemned  in  a  heavy  and  to  those 
persons  ruinous  fine  of  2,000  dollars,  be- 
sides costs  to  be  paid  within  fifteen  days; 
and,  whether  he  can  state  the  steps  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  propose  to 
take  in  behalf  of  those  unfortunate  per- 
sons f 

Mb.  BOTTEKE,  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  was  not  in  possession  of  sufficient  in- 
formation to  enable  him  to  give  an  ab- 
solutely final  answer  to  his  hon.  Friend. 
At  present  he  would  saythat  the  dispute 
at  Stockholm  appeared  to  have  ansen 
between  two  sets  of  British  subjects,  and 
it  seemed  to  have  been  decided  by  com- 
petent tribunals.  Under  these  circom- 
stances,  it  appeared  to  Her  Kajea^'s 
Government  that  they  had  no  loeui  standi 
for  interference. 

Mr.  BEEESFOED  HOPE  :  Can  the 
bon.  Gentleman  explain  the  apparently 
divergent  decisions  of  the  two  tribunals? 

Me.  BOUEKE:  The  only  explana- 
tion I  can  give  is  that  we  have  heard 
nothing  at  ul  about  the  first.  The  only 
information  we  have  is  as  to  the  second. 

Mr.  BEEESFOED  HOPE:  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  I  shall  repeat  the  Ques- 
tion. 

TURKEY    AND    OREECK  —  PROPOSED 
SETTLEMENT  OF  CIRCASSIANS. 


Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Government  has  received  any  infor- 
mation relating  to  an  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Turkish  Gt>yemmont  to  settle 
Circassiana  in  the  provinces  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Greece,  or  to  a  protest  by 
the  Greek  Minister  at  Constantinople 
against  such  intention  ?  He  should  not 
have  troubled  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  subject  had  he  not  heard  the 
rumour  from  quarters  which  led  him  to 
believe  there  might  be  some  foundation 
in  tratii  for  it. 


Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  heard,  on  Satur- 
day, &om  Mr.  Wjndham,  Her  Majesty's 
Chargi  tPAffaiTM  at  Athens,  that  the 
Greek  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  had  informed  him  that  he  had 
received  an  answer  to  hie  inquiry  &om 
the  Turkish  Government,  wno  stated 
that  there  was  so  foundation  what- 
ever for  that  statement.  Within  a  few 
minutes  I  have  received  a  telegram  from 
Sir  Henry  Elliot,  who  says  he  has  con- 
ferred with  the  Grand  Tizier,  who  told 
him  that  it  was  entirely  without  founda- 
tion. 

PARLIAMEKT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 


QUEBTIOire.     OBSEBTATIOITS. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Iho  Orders  of  the  Day  be  post- 
poned until  after  the  Notice  of  Motion 
relating  to  the  Insurrection  in  Bosnia 
and  Herzegovina." 

The  Maboitess  op  HAETINGTON  : 
I  understood,  Sir,  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
make  some  statement  in  regard  to  the 
position  of  Public  Business,  and  I  be- 
lieve it  was  the  general  expectation  on 
this  side  of  the  House  that  the  state- 
ment would  have  been  made  on  this 
Motion.  I  truet,  however,  that  the  right 
hon.  Geudoman  does  intend  before  we 
proceed  with  the  debate  on  Turkish 
a&irs  to  make  some  statement  respect- 
ing the  inteutions  of  the  Government  in 
the  matter. 

Mb.  DISRAELI ;  I  think,  Sir,  the 
best  statement  X  can  make  is  to  tell  the 
House  the  order  of  Business  that  I  con- 
template for  the  present  week.  To- 
night we  proceed  with  the  discussion  on 
TiU'kish  affairs.  To-morrow  we  propose 
to  take  the  English,  Irish,  and  Scotch 
Education  Estimates.  Wednesday  is 
reserved  for  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  E.  Smyth),  On 
Thursday  we  take  the  Eeport  of  the 
Education  Bill.  On  Friday  wo  shall 
proceed  with  the  remaining  Votes  of 
Supply,  which  will  permit  of  discussion 
with  respect  to  the  affairs  of  Egypt  and 
the  Suez  Canal,  and  the  mission  of  my 
right  Jjoa.  Friend  (Mr.  Cave) ;  and  on 
Saturday  I  hope  we  shall  take  the  third 
reading  of  the  Education  Bill.  The 
House  will  nnderatand  that  this  arrange- 
ment of  Business  demands  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  a  considerable  sacri- 
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fioe  of  their  other  mecMures.  The  Priaons 
Bill  is  a  Bill  which  I,  for  one,  and  I 
believe  a  majority  of  the  HouBe,  ap- 
prove. I  think  it  an  excellent  Bill,  and 
the  country  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  its  merits  during  the  Becess. 
It  will,  however,  take  some  time  to  pass, 
and  in  the  present  state  of  Public  Busi- 
ness we  cannot  hope  successfully  to  pro- 
ceed with  it ;  but  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  wishes  to  commit  the  Bill 
proformdf  in  order  that  he  may  intro- 
duce into  it  Amendments  of  which  he 
has  given  Notice,  so  that  the  Bill  may 
be  re-printed,  and  be  in  a  perfect  state, 
so  far  as  our  view  of  the  question  is  con- 
cerned, for  future  discussion.  I  am 
sorry  to  say  also  that  it  will  not  be  pos- 
sible to  proceed  with  the  University 
Bills,  but  I  trust  that  they  may  be  pro- 
ceeded with  next  Session.  If  this  plan 
is  adopted,  I  should  hope  that  we  might 
on  Monday  conclude  Supply  and  pass 
the  Appellate  Bill  through  the  stage  for 
which  it  now  stands.  I  do  not  know 
that  there  is  any  other  announcement 
that  I  need  make  to  the  House ;  but  if 
hon.  Members  shoidd  support  the  Go- 
vernment in  these  views,  I  think  the 
Session  may  end  at  a  period  not  much 
more  remote  than  usual. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  wished  to 
know  what  course  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  take  in  reference  to  the 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Bill  ? 

Mb.  DISEAELI  :  I  am  not  prepared 
to  give  up  the  chance  of  passing  it. 

Mr.  E.  J.  EEED  asked  when  the 
Ix)rds'  Amendments  to  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Bill  would  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  DISEAELI :  That,  of  course,  is 
in  the  Order  of  Business.  We  have  to 
consider  the  Amendments  of  the  Lords ; 
I  cannot  exactly  fix  the  day  on  which 
we  may  do  so,  but  the  House  cannot 
be  prorogued  without  the  Bill  being 
passed. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  asked  a 
question  as  to  the  Irish  Court  of  Judi- 
cature Bill. 

Mr.  DISEAELI :  On  Thursday  night 
I  shall  be  better  able  to  answer  the 
question. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  no  allusion 
whatever  to  what  he  must  admit  to  be 
a  question  of  great  importance.  He 
had  not  even  condescended  to  say 
whether  the   Indian  Budget  would  be 

Mr,  Diwaeli 


brought  forward  at  alL  As  to  theI7» 
versity  Bills,  if  a  time  oonld  be  oamrf 
for  disposing  of  the  Orden,  lie  k^ 
lieved  certain  suggestione  xnight  be  nwii 
which  would  fa^tate  legiuatioa  Mtf 
Session.  

The  Marquess  of  HAI^TINGTQF: 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Ghendeman  «1 
allow  me  to  put  one  or  two  other  q[Q» 
tions  to  him,  so  as  to  save  him  Ai 
trouble  of  rising  again.  The  anang^ 
ments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  i^ 
pear  to  depend  upon  the  aaaumpln 
that  the  Turkish  debate  will  temuBtfi 
this  evening.  I  should  be  very  glad  3 
it  were  in  my  power  to  g^ve  any  aau^ 
ance  towards  the  accomplishment  of  tkil 
assumption  ;  but  I  fear  from  the  infb^ 
mation  which  reaches  me  it  is  extrenily 
improbable  that  it  will  be  possible  i 
should  terminate  this  evening.  I  wodl 
therefore  ask  the  ri^ht  hon.  G^ntleoui 
what  arrangements  ne  thinks  itwooH 
be  in  his  power  to  make,  suppooB^ 
which  is,  at  all  events,  possible,  toattb  | 
debate  cannot  finish  to-night.  The  xi|^ 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mention  wk^ 
d&y  for  the  debate  on  Exteadfika 
Treaties,  a  subject  which  I  underttaal 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Men* 
ber  for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Haroont] 
is  to  have  an  opportunity  of  hxingiBf 
forward.  I  shoula  like  to  ask  whetlMi 
it  is  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pom 
to  state  on  what  day,  accordins^  to  jk^ 
sent  arrangements,  the  Extradition  d^ 
bate  will  be  brought  on,  and  on  whil 
day,  if  necessary,  the  debate  of  tlui 
evening  will  be  resumed. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Government  intended  to  proceed 
with  the  Sheriffs  Courts  (Scotland)  KD, 
and  the  Beads  and  Bridge  (Scotlaiid) 
Bill? 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  with  respeet 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  fti 
Hackney,  I  would  observe  that  I  did 
not  intend  to  give  a  complete  programflM 
of  the  progress  of  the  remaining^  Bui* 
ness  of  the  Session,  but  only  to  fiilfl 
my  promise  to  state  the  Business  of  tin 
week,  and  at  the  same  time  to  give  tk 
House  the  names  of  the  more  importsnl 
nieasures  which  the  Government  had 
determined  to  withdraw  from  their  no- 
tice. It  is,  therefore,  as  open  to  tfai 
House  as  it  is  to  the  Government  tc 
form  an  opinion  as  to  what  may  be  thi 
progress  of  the  other  Business  of  tlu 
House.    It  is  certainly  impossible   ti 
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g  forward  the  Indian  Budget  this 
c,  and  consequently  I  did  not  an- 
ice  the  day  on  which  it  might  be 
in.  But  I  should  think  no  one  ez- 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  could 
a  moment  have  supposed  that  Her 
esly's  Goyemment  would  advise  the 
x)gation  of  Parliament  without  giving 
House  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
financial  affairs  of  India.  With  re- 
1  to  the  inquiry  just  made  by  the 
ie  Lord,  I  have  to  make  the  same 
ark  as  to  the  promise  I  made  to  give 
>pportunity  for  4^^ussing  the  ques- 
of  Extradition.  It  cannot  be  dis- 
ed  this  week,  and  therefore  I  did 
give  notice  of  the  day  on  which  it 
ht  be  brought  forwa^.  By  the 
3ment  I  have  made  as  to  other 
sures,  however,  I  have  enabled  the 
ise  to  form  a  fair  estimate  as  to  the 
od  when  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
for  Oxford  may  have  an  opportunity 
aising  the  question  of  Extradition, 
h  regard  to  the  first  of  the  Scotch 
s  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
Falkirk  (Mr.  Eamsay)  I  understand 
e  is  a  prospect  of  passing  it  without 
>sition,  and  therefore  I  do  not  wish 
rithdraw  a  Bill  under  those  circum- 
ces.  With  respect  to  the  second 
he  mentioned,  I  believe  it  has  been 
sfcdy  announced  that  the  GK)vemment 
lot  intend  to  proceed  with  it  this 
ion.  There  then  remains  the  ques- 
of  the  noble  Lord,  as  to  what  will 
me  of  the  debate  of  this  evening 
should  be  adjourned.  I  do  not 
I  to  contemplate  that  the  debate 
be  adjoumea  this  evening.  I  think 
ight  be  discussed  and  concluded  to- 
it  by  sitting  to  a  rather  unusual 
\  If,  however,  it  should  be  the  wish 
he  House  to  adjourn  the  debate  I 
I  be  unable  to  name  an  immediate 
for  its  consideration,  because  we 
)  Business  with  which  we  propose  to 
eed  arranged  for  every  dav  in  the 
ent  week.  Supply  and  the  liducation 
must  be  proceeded  with  without  loss 
ime  unless  the  Prorogation  should  be 
yed  much  later  than  it  would  other- 
be.  I  am  unable,  therefore,  to 
)  what  day  the  adjourned  debate- 
should  be  adjourned— can  be  re- 
dd, but  I  will  take  care  that  a  day 
cured  for  that  purpose. 
X  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  inquired 
b  Estimates  would  be  taken  on 
ay? 


Mb.  DISBAELI  :  I  proposed  to  pro- 
ceed with  Supply  to-morrow. 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  But 
Friday. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  The  Suez  Canal. 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 

S resumed  the  Supplementary  Estimates 
elivered  that  morning  woidd  also  be 
proceeded  with  on  Friday. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Yes,  and  Monday. 

Mi.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  an- 
swer to  the  question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney,  stated  that  he 
should  propose  to  discharge  the  Orders 
of  the  iJay  on  the  University  Bills  when 
the  Orders  were  called  on. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  There  will 
be  a  Morning  Sitting  to-morrow  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  Yes. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
be  postponed  until  after  the  Notice  of 
Motion  relating  to  the  Insurrection  in 
Bosnia  and  Herzegovina. 

TURKEY  —  THE    INSURRECTION    IN 
BOSNIA   AND   HERZEGOVINA. 

BESOLITTION. 

Mb.  BRUCE,  in  rising  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  Papers  re- 
lating to  the  Insurrection  in  Bosnia  and 
the  Herzegovina ;  and  to  move — 

"ThatthiB  House  is  of  opinion  that  Hot  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  while  maintaining  t)u»  r«- 
spect  due  to  existing  Treaties,  shouIcT (ixerclso 
all  their  influence  with  the  view  of  srKMirinff  th<» 
common  welfare  and  equal  troatmtmt  tn  th<i 
various  races  and  religions  which  are  undor  tint 
authority  of  the  Sublime  Porte," 

said,  that  he  wished  first  to  make  a  briof  ex- 
planation on  the  subioct  of  the  alUirntum 
made  in  the  terms  of  his  Motion.  I  To  ho^l 
placed  that  Motion  on  tho  Papor  without 
the  least  intention  of  making  it  a  Party 
question  ;  but  he  was  aftorwards  in- 
ibrmed  that  some  hon.  and  rijrht  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  takon  tliat  viow 
of  his  Resolution,  and  as  ho  was  un- 
willing that  it  should  htmr  this  corn- 
glexion,  he  had  altert^d  tbo  tenns  of  bis 
[otion.  He  believed  that  tbo  nobio 
Lord  the  Member  for  Calno  (liord  Kd- 
mond  Fitzmaurice)  had  madn  a  similar 
alteration  in  the  terms  of  his  Amond- 
ment.  With  regard  to  tho  Motion  itself, 
he  felt  a  certain  diffidence  in  bringing  it 
forward,  not  onlv  in  consequence  of  the 
magnitude  and  importance  of  the  ()ucm- 
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dering  the  whole  state  of  the  question. 
The  difficulty  was  not  attributable  in 
any  great  degree  to  differences  of  race 
— traces  being  so  inextricably  mixed  up. 
The  distinction  of  race  did  not  co-exist 
with  the  distinction  of  religious  belief. 
In  many  of  the  Provinces  the  dominant 
Turkish  race  had  been  merged  in  the 
Christian  population,  and  that  was  the 
difficulty  which  existed  in  respect  of  that 
question  of   autonomy.      It  would    be 
impossible  to   bring  about  an  amalga- 
mation of  the  two  races,  as  was  forcibly 
pointed  out  by  Lord  Derby  in  his  de- 
spatch of  the  27th  of  June  last,  and  his 
(Mr.  Bruce's)  own  opinion  was,  that  in 
existing  circumstances,  no  good  would 
result  from  giving  autonomy  to  the  dis- 
affected Provinces  unless  they  were  to 
be  kept    in    order    by    some    superior 
force.     The  position  of  the  other  semi- 
independent   States   had    always   been 
different  from  that  of  Bosnia  and  Her- 
zegovina.    There  never  were  large  num- 
bers of  Armenians  in   Houmania,  and 
there  were  none  in  Montenegro ;  so  that 
the  establishment  of  autonomy  in  those 
Provinces  was  comparatively  easy,  and 
it  had    been  more  or    less   successful. 
The  Servians  had  a  very  fertile  country, 
and  had  always  been  disposed  to  peace- 
ful pursuits  ;  but  the  Montenegrins  had 
no  such  advantages,  and  were  generally 
distinguished  by  a  fondness  for  joining 
in   disturbances  in  whatever  direction 
their  sjrmpathies  for    the    time  being 
might  lead  them.     On  the  general  ques- 
tion he  could  not  help  thinking  that  it 
was  a   very  doubtful  policy  to  go   on 
multiplying  these    small  States,  which 
in  all  parts  of  Europe  had  been  a  source 
of  great  difficulty.     Most  of  the  great 
wars  that  had  disturbed  the  Continent 
during  the  present  century  had  had  re- 
ference to  the  absorption  or  occupation 
of  small  States.     Such  a  policy  would 
tend  rather  to  disturbance  than  to  peace. 
There  was  no  doubt  that   Servia  and 
Montenegro  had  been  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent dependent  upon  Hussia,  and  had 
acted  through  the  impulsion  of  Eussian 
public  opinion,  if  not  of  the  Eussian  Go- 
vernment itself.     In  point  of  fact,  they 
had  done  that  which  the  Eussian  Go- 
vernment would  not  take  the  responsi- 
bility of  doing  for  itself.     Several  solu- 
tions of  the  difficulty  had  been  suggested. 
One  was,  and  it  enjoyed  the  merit  of 
being  both  simple  and  complete  in  its 
operation,  that  the  Mussulmans  should 
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be  turned  out  of  Europe  altogether.  It 
was  Mr.  Fox,  he  beheved,  who  said 
that  Mussulmans  were  an  anachronini 
in  Europe.  That  was  quite  true,  but  then 
were  several  other  anaehxonisms  exist- 
ing in  Europe  which  could  not  be  dealt 
with  in  so  sweeping  a  manner,  and  the 
proposal  was  not  one  that  was  likd  j  to  bt 
received  with  favour  in  this  1  dth  eentoxy. 
It  was  not  in  itself  an  advanced  eystem 
of  policy,  and  it  had  this  further  di»> 
advantage,  that  it  was  quite  dear  that 
such  a  suggestion  could  not  be  acted 
upon ;  and  it  was  equally  dear  that  t 
policy  of  the  kind  oould  not  possibly  be 
carried  out  except  at  the  oost  of  an 
immense  amount  of  bloodshed.  Granted 
there  were  large  Mussulman  populatioiu 
in  Europe,  there  were  equally  large 
Christian  communities  in  Asia,  and  if 
the  Mussulmans  were  driven  out  of 
Europe,  their  fanaticism  would  rise  to 
such  a  height  that  reprisals  would  be 
adopted  against  the  Qmstiaiis  m  Asia, 
compared  with  which  the  recezA  foodtiei 
in  Bulgaria  would  be  mere  trifles.  The 
people  of  Bosnia  and  Herzegovina  werf 
m  a  peculiar  position,  because  most  of 
the.  Ij^dilrifcose  Provinces  was  owned  by 
Masiniimans,  and  the  soil,  which  was 
formerly  held  by  the  tenants  under  a 
sort  of  feudal  tenure,  was  now  let  under 
a  system  by  means  of  which  each  tenant 
handed  to  his  landlord  a  part  of  the 
crop  which  his  land  produced.  Now,  it 
was  obvious  that  a  system  of  that  kind 
must  be  liable  to  greater  abuse  than 
any  other  kind ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  disturbances  which  had  arisen  were 
due  much  more  to  agrarianism  than  to 
religion ;  for  in  the  first  representations 
which  were  made  for  redress,  the  people 
put  forward  their  position  as  farmers. 
The  difficulty  of  the  situation  was  oom- 
plicated  by  the  fact  of  many  of  the 
Christian  population  having  in  course  of 
time  become  Mussulmans,  and  in  ad- 
dition to  this,  the  Christians  in  Bosnia 
and  Herzegovina  were  Slavs,  and  they 
were  in  constant  commimication  with 
the  Slav  committees  in  Servia  and  Dal- 
matia,  by  whom  they  were  strongly  in- 
fluenced in  all  their  conduct.  Furwer- 
more,  there  was  a  geographical  draw« 
back  to  the  position  of  these  Frovinoes^ 
in  that  they  were  cut  ofiP  from  the  sea- 
board by  a  thin  wedge  of  oountnr  be- 
longing to  a  Power  whioh  had  tlwm 
shown  itself  advene  and  obetniolm  m 
ref erense  to  ^qnmM  QUrttaa.    Zht 
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Tefolt  iras  that  the  countxy,  shut  out 
fiom  the  eea,  was  Burroonded  or  flanked 
hj  a  setwork  of  Austrian  ouBtom-honses, 
and  laj  entirely  at  the  meroy  of  the 
Austrian  Gkiyemment.  Perhape  the  best 
thing  of  all  others  to  be  done  would  be 
to  hfoid  over  the  FtovinoeB  to  Austria, 
and  BO  give  them  aocesB,  through  Dal- 
nuitia,  to  the  sea  coast ;  but  that  was 
obriouBlj  impossible,  and  the  question 
that  remained  was  as  to  the  oourse  that 
was  practicable  to  be  taken  under  the 
^aroumstanoes.  It  was  well  known  that 
for  a  long  period  these  countries  had 
been  discontented,  and  that  the  im- 
mediate cause  for  the  present  outbreak 
was  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  certain 
refugees,  who  had  broken  out  into  in- 
san^ction  by  reason  of  the  taxes  levied 
upon  them,  to  compel  the  people  to  join 
their  cause.  This  they  did,  after  assassi- 
nating a  number  of  Turks,  and  burning 
several  villages.  For  some  time  after 
its  outbreak  the  Turks  regarded  the 
aflkir  as  of  no  importance,  and  thought 
it  would  not  be  lone  in  its  duration ;  but 
their  forces  were  few  in  the  disturbed 
districts,  and  they  did  not  make  any  im- 
pvession  on  the  enemy.  Then,  as  the 
Turkish  Force  increased,  the  Insurgents, 
zesting  as  they  did  on  the  one  side  on 
Montenegro,  and  on  the  other  on 
Bosnia  and  Servia,  were  enabled  to  carry 
on  the  campaign  during  the  winter,  and 
when  defeated  to  retire  within  these  Pro- 
vinces, and  to  come  back  and  attack  the 
Turkish  Army  when  they  found  it  con- 
venient. Meantime  the  Turkish  Army, 
not  expecting  a  long  campaign,  were 
sent  into  the  field  in  a  very  bad  state ; 
their  oonmiisBariat  was  bad  and  their 
condition  during  the  winter  might  be 
described  in  a  well-known  phrase  as 
**  horrible  and  heart-rending. ' '  Hostili- 
ties were  carried  on  by  both  sides  with 
the  g^reatest  barbarity.  Atrocities,  much 
to  be  regretted,  were  committed  by  the 
Insurgents  in  the  earlier  stages  of  the 
war,  atrocities,  some  of  which  ho  would 
fjain  hope  had  been  exaggerated.  The 
consequence  was,  that  when  the  oppor- 
tunity arose,  the  Turks  retaliated  and 
committed  atrocities  in  their  turn.  It 
was  evident  that  a  barbarous  warfare, 
oontinued  so  long  under  those  circimi- 
■tanoes,  was  calculated  to  excite  the 
Ibdings  of  the  Turkish  population  to 
anoh  an  extent  as  to  render  the  mainte- 
4MBaa  of  peace  extremely  difficult,  and 
hl>.tikt  «ar  to  make  them  likely  to  resort 


to  the  most  violent  and  unscrupulous 
means  to  effect  their  object.  But  after 
due  allowance  was  made  for  all  this,  it 
was  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  de- 
tailed accounts  of  cruelties  published  by 
both  sides  were  utterly  untrustworthy, 
for  the  Turkish  bulletins  were  very 
much  what  bulletins  were  in  most  parts 
of  the  world,  and  the  Insurgents  were 
very  remarkable  for  their  imaginative 
powers.  Indeed,  they  reminded  him  of 
a  fact  that  came  under  his  own  notice  at 
Athens  during  the  Cretan  Insurrection. 
Mr.  Findlay  took  the  trouble  to  sum  up 
the  accounts  of  the  killed  containod  in 
a  file  of  newspapers,  and  he  found  that 
during  that  small  war,  the  Turks  had 
lost  6,900,000  men,  and  the  Greeks  a 
smaller  number.  Now  he  knew  that 
the  Slavs,  whatever  their  other  merits, 
had  never  shown  that  magnificent  power 
of  imagination  which  was  the  gift  of  the 
Greek  race,  and  to  which  we  owed  so 
much  in  our  younger  days.  Still  the 
Slavs  followed  their  example  to  a  great 
extent,  and  unfortunately  those  ex- 
aggerations produced  two  effects — they 
tended  to  the  exasperation  of  the  Tur- 
kish population,  and  they  led  tlie  Ser- 
vians, Montenegrins,  and  other  S3rmpa- 
thizers  utterly  to  undervalue  and  despise 
the  Turkish  Forces.  The  result  of  these 
causes  combined  were  very  disastrous. 
Meantime,  the  Porte  proposed  to  intro- 
duce certain  reforms,  admirable  in  them- 
selves, if  there  was  any  certainty  of  their 
being  carried  into  effect.  That  was  the 
difficulty.  At  that  time  the  Three  Nor- 
thern Powers  met  at  Vienna  and  drew 
up  what  was  known  as  the  Andrassy 
Note.  There  were  two  objections  to  that 
Note,  however.  One  was  a  general 
objection.  He  confessed  Her  Majesty's 
Qt)vemment  were  required  to  justify 
themselves  for  in  any  way  accepting 
the  interference  of  these  Three  Powers  in 
a  matter  of  the  kind.  In  his  opinion, 
anything  which  affected  the  condition  of 
Turkey  was  not  a  question  for  the  Three 
Northern  Powers  alone,  but  one  in  which 
the  rest  of  Europe  ought  to  bo  considered. 
The  harmony  of  these  Powers  might  bo 
a  great  security  for  the  peace  of  the 
world ;  but  it  was  a  different  thing  to 
constitute  themselves  as  a  Court  which, 
in  a  matter  affecting  the  internal  re- 
lations of  another  country,  would  impose 
their  will  by  force.  No  doubt  if  they 
were  united  they  could  impose  their  will 
on  any  Power  by  force  ;  but  it  d\<l  xv^A. 
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appear  to  him  that  they  had  any  more 
right  than  any  of  the  other  signataries 
of  the  Treaty  of  Paris  to  impose  their 
will  on  the  rest  of  the  world  with  regard 
to  the  steps  to  be  taken  for  the  pacifica- 
tion of  the  Turkish  Empire.  Another 
objection  to  the  Andrassy  Note  was  that 
it  stipulated  for  certain  reforms  for  the 
Insurgent  Provinces  alone.  He  always 
thought,  and  did  still  think,  that  if  an 
attempt  was  made  to  maintain  those 
Provinces  in  peace,  that  attempt  should 
be  directed  to  general,  and  not  to  mere 
partial  improvements — to  reforms  applic- 
able to  the  whole  Empire.  It  was  obvious 
that  if  certain  concessions  were  made  be- 
cause a  Province  was  in  a  state  of  in- 
surrection, other  Provinces  would  be 
induced  to  get  up  insurrections,  in  order 
to  effect  the  same  object,  and  then  there 
would  be  a  process  of  division  carried 
on  by  constant  insurrection  and  slaughter 
and  misery,  under  the  pretence  of  satis- 
fying  the  wants  of  these  particular  Pro- 
vinces.  He  admitted  that  the  Insurgents 
had  a  great  deal  to  complain  of.  At  that 
time  the  Turkish  Government  did  not 
give  evidence  that  it  was  willing  to  carry 
out  its  own  proposed  reforms.  But  the 
other  Governments  ought  to  have  in- 
sisted upon  their  being  carried  out. 
There  were  two  reasons  stated  by  the 
Government  for  accepting  the  Note ; 
one  was  that  the  Turkish  Government 
had  asked  them  to  do  it,  and  the  other 
that  if  these  conditions  were  accepted  by 
the  Turkish  Government  the  Austrian 
and  Kussian  Governments  would  prevent 
supplies  from  reaching  the  Insurgents, 
and  thus  the  war  would  come  to  an  end. 
But  when  an  attempt  was  made  to  carry 
out  the  Andrassy  Note,  it  entirely  failed. 
Turkey  refused  to  stop  the  war  or  grant 
any  concessions  until  the  Insurgents  laid 
down  their  arms.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  Insurgents  complained  that  they  had 
not  sufficient  security  that  the  conditions 
of  the  Andrassy  Note  would  be  carried 
into  effect,  and  the  question  rose  whether 
the  Insurgents  or  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment were  to  begin.  The  latter  said 
they  could  not  begin,  because  they  were 
obliged  to  concentrate  their  troops,  and 
could  not  allow  the  people  to  returp  to 
their  homes  until  they  did  so ;  the  In- 
surgents said  they  could  not  place  them- 
selves at  the  mercy  of  the  Turks,  because 
they  would  not  trust  the  Turkish  pro- 
mises. Thus,  as  neither  party  would 
take  the  initiative,  no  result  followed ; 
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and  as  there  was  no  stoppage  jpnt  to  tiie 
supply  of  arms  and  animiixiitioin  to  tha 
Insurgents,  the  Turkish  Chyrexnmeot 
naturally  thought  they  had  not  been  woD 
treated,  and  the  initatioin  in  Tnxkey 
against  foreign  GKnremments  went  on 
increasing.  Matters  oontinned  in  this 
way  untu  the  month  of  May,  when  a 
rising  occurred  in  Bulgaria — and  here 
he  must  now  call  attention  to  Pai>er  492, 
a  letter  written  by  General  Toheznaiel^ 
giving  his  own  reasons  for  joining  the 
Servian  Army.  He  described  the  pre- 
parations which  were  being  made  by 
Bulgaria.  The  movement^  he  said, 
were  regulated  by  a  fixed  programme. 
The  Bulgarian  insurrection  was  part,  he 
said,  of  a  large  plan,  and  thoufffa  the 
manner  in  which  it  was  attempted  to  be 
put  down  was  much  to  be  deplored,  still 
there  appeared  considerable  reasons  why 
Turkey  ^ould  have  been  alarmed  at  it 
So  much  for  this  letter  of  GFeneral  Tcher- 
naieff.  It  was  rather  a  remarkable  cir^ 
cumstance  that  Bussian  officers  who 
made  their  way  to  the  revolted  districts 
and  espoused  the  Servian  cause  entered 
the  service  either  as  generals  or  as  news- 
paper correspondents.  They  sometimes 
began  as  generals  and  ended  as  news- 
paper corrrespondents.  At  other  times 
they  commenced  as  newspaper  corres- 
pondents and  ended  as  generals.  An- 
other event  happened  which  caused  oon- 
siderable  sensation  at  the  time — ^that 
was  the  Salonica  outrage.  The  cause  of 
it  was  described  in  these  papers.  A  giri 
who  arrived  with  her  mother  by  train  at 
the  station,  in  proceeding  to  the  Oo- 
vomor's  house  to  make  a  declaration, 
was  surrounded  by  Greeks.  She  was 
carried  off  by  the  police  and  her  veil 
torn.  Among  those  who  carried  her  off 
was  the  brother  of  the  American  ConsuL 
Those  who  knew  the  countiy  must  be 
aware  that  such  an  outrage  on  a  veiled 
girl  was  likely  to  create  a  great  sensa- 
tion. It  was  very  natural  that  the 
^lahomedan  population  should  become 
irritated,  and  unfortimately  that  irrita- 
tion was  connected  with  the  Consuls.  No 
blame  attached  to  the  American  Consul; 
he  was  absent  at  the  time,  but  his 
brother  had  taken  part  in  the  proceed- 
ing, and  when  the  mob  assembled  next 
day,  the  two  Consuls  thought  they  had 
the  power  of  rescuing  the  girl  if  they 
chose  to  do  so.  She  was  sent  to  the 
American  Consul's  house,  and  then  the 
outrage  was  committed.    He  could  not 
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regard  that  outrage  as  Blowing  any  ex- 
treme  irritation    on    the    part  of  the 
Moslems  towards  the  Christians.     The 
circumstances  which  had  led  to  that  out- 
rage would  have  caused  a  similar  out- 
break at  any  time  and  in  other  places, 
and  he  thought  too  much  importance 
had  been  assigned  to  it,  both  in  the 
Berlin  Note  and  in  the  communications 
of  the  Consuls  with  foreign  Governments. 
There    was  a  yery  elaborate  inquiry, 
several  persons  were  hanged,  and  offi- 
cials degraded  and  punished ;  but  there 
seemed  to  have  been  no  investigation  as 
to  how  the  matter  originated.    This  pro- 
duced another  result  which  had  a  re- 
markable effect.    The  Consuls  immedi- 
ately telegraphed    to   their    respective 
fleete,  and  the  English  fleet  was  brought 
to  Besika  Bay.    Then  came  the  Berlin 
Note,  and  it  was  remarkable  that  in  that 
document  the  whole  onus  of  the  insurrec- 
tion was  thrown  upon  the  Turks.   There 
was  evidence  that  the  Three  Powers  who 
ag^reed  to  that  Note  had  through  their 
subjects  to  a  g^at  extent  supported  the 
insurrection,  and  therefore  the  charge 
that  the  Turks  had  not  put  it  down  did 
not  come  very  well  from  them.    The 
English  Government  declined  to  accept 
the  Berlin  Note  for  reasons  stated  in  these 
Papers ;  but  the  immediate  effect  of  that 
refusal  on  Turkey  was  very  remarkable. 
He  had  frequent  communications  from 
that  country,  and  he  understood  the  effect 
of  their  refusal  was,  that  the  bitterness 
of  the  hostility  towards  the  Christians 
on  the  part  of  the  Moslems  sensibly  de- 
creased.    The  fact  that  the  English  Go- 
yemment  did  not  accept  that  document, 
and  that  they  indicated  a  desire  that 
Turkey  should  have  justice  done  her, 
did  more  that  anything  else  to  prevent 
such  outrages  as  that  of  Salonica,  which 
miffht  have  been  only  the  beginning, 
and  to  calm  the  fear  and  irritation  that 
existed  at  Constantinople.  The  rejection 
of  the  Berlin  Note  coincided  with  the  ar- 
rival of  the  Fleet,  and  impressed  the  Turks 
with  confidence  that  they  would  be  treated 
with  fair  play.    Then  followed  a  most 
remarkable  event — the  change  of  Govern- 
ment in  Turkey,  a  change  of  Government 
proceeding,  for  the  first  time  for  many 
years  at  least,  on  constitutional  views. 
it  was  brought  about  by  a  class  of  men 
among  whom    above    aU   others  they 
might  have  expected  that    fanaticism 
would  have  predominated.    But,  on  the 
oontraiy,  they  never  showed  any  feeling 


of  the  kind.    That  was  clearly  shown  in 
these  Papers ;  and  the  private  accounts 
he  had  received  entirely  coincided  with 
this  view.     lie  had  it  from  one  who  was 
in  Constantinople  at  the  time,  that  the 
Sottas  wished  for  good  government  for 
the  whole  coimtry — for  the  Christians  as 
well  as  themselves,  and  that  their  object 
was  to  get  rid  of  the  corrupt  Minister 
who  had  brought  their  country  to  its 
present  state  of  degradation.    The  suc- 
cess of  the  movement  was  a  remarkable 
phenomenon  and  could  not  be  neglected, 
and,  if  it  was  true  that  the  new  Govern- 
ment had  not  been  able  to  carry  out  its 
programme,  the  explanation  was  to  be 
found  in  circumstances  which  would  have 
paralyzed  any  Government.  Immediately 
after  its  accession,  Servia  declared  war, 
and  the  war  had  naturally  taxed  the 
efforts  of  the  Government.  The  English 
Government,  we  were  assured,  had  pre- 
served neutrality,  and  had  done  all  they 
could  to  influence  other  Governments  to 
do  so,  and  that  was  our  best  policy.    It 
was  better  for  us  and  for  humanity  that 
this  quarrel  should  be  settled  one  way 
or  another  than  that  it  should  be  kept 
open  by  underhand  support,  and  that 
these  wretched  people  should  be  exposed 
to  the  continuance  of  useless  and  pur- 
poseless hostilities,  without  any  prospect 
of  success.     He  trusted  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty *s  Government  would  feel    called 
upon  before  long  to  endeavour  to  put  a 
stop  to  the  eflusion  of  blood,  and  that 
they  would  then  keep  in  view  the  policy 
of  pressing  reforms  on  the  Porte,  so  as 
to  restore  harmony  and  prosperity  to  its 
subjects.    That  had  been  our  policy  in 
the  past,  and  though  it  had  not  been  so 
successful  as  we  could  wish,  it  had  suc- 
ceeded to  a  certain  extent,  and  the  Turks 
had  done  something  in  populous  places 
where  they  had  most  influence  and  which 
were  easy  of  access.    After  what  had 
passed,  as  well  as  on  account  of  Treaties, 
European  Governments  were  entitled  to 
demand  something  more  than  the  bare 
promise  of  reforms,  which  he  trusted 
woidd  receive  the  support  of  the  Mus- 
sulman population.     He  believed  they 
felt  the  miseries  which  their  own  mis- 
government  had  produced,  and  that  re- 
forms '  to  benefit  all  classes  would  be 
received  without  opposition  and  without 
jealousy.     If,  however,  we  merely  sup- 
ported the  Chnstians    as    against  tiie 
Mussulmans,  good  results  would  not  be 
produced.    Among  the  Mussulman  \)u« 
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pulation  thero  was  now  manifest  a  cer- 
tain degree  of  political  light,  and  they 
could  no  longer  pretend  ignorance  upon 
the  point,  tliat  their  existence  as  a  na- 
tion depended  upon  the  conciliation  of 
their  fellow-subjects  and  the  moral  sup- 
port of  the  nations  of  Western  Europe. 
He  hoped  and  trusted  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  knowing  and  feeling  these 
things,  would  take  a  wide  view  of  the 
subject,  and  would  endeavour  to  carry 
out  these  objects,  and  he  was  sure  that 
in  so  doing  they  would  be  supported  by 
the  approval  of  the  English  people;  He 
would  conclude  by  submitting  the  He- 
solution  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  HANBUEY,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  desired  to  direct  attention  to  the 
real  nature  of  the  disturbances,  for  which, 
in  his  opinion,  both  Christian  and  Mus- 
sulman were  to  blame.  He  questioned 
the  humanity,  the  tolerance,  and  the 
justice,  and  in  our  mouths  the  patriot- 
ism, of  the  proposal  sometimes  made  to 
expel  the  Turk  out  of  Europe ;  and,  if 
the  attempt  was  made,  we  must  expect 
that  a  cry  would  be  raised  of  **  Asia  for 
the  Turks.  Those  who  indulged  in  pro- 
posals of  the  kind  did  not  know  what 
Turkey  was.  Hon.  Members  talked  of 
atrocities  with  special  reference  to  Sa- 
lonica.  Now,  those  occurrences  he 
neither  desired,  nor  was  he  prepared  to 
defend;  they  were  gross  and  abomi- 
nable ;  but  we  must,  in  common  justice, 
recollect  whom  they  began  with,  and 
that  they  were  committed  at  a  time 
when  Mahomedans  believed  that  the 
Christians  of  the  world  were  in  a  con- 
spiracy against  them.  They  were  pro- 
voked by  what  was  undoubtedly  a  gross 
outrage  on  a  Mahomedan  woman ;  and 
Sir  Henry  Elliot  had  formerly  warned 
us  that  Salonica  had  been  for  some  time 
the  only  place  in  the  Empire  where  any 
considerable  persecution  had  been  going 
on,  and  he  attributed  that  entirely  to 
the  very  great  zeal  of  Christian  mission- 
aries there.  The  atrocities  in  Bulgaria 
were  committed  by  men  who  not  so 
many  years  ago  were  looked  upon  with 
as  much  compassion  by  Europe  as  they 
were  now  looked  upon  with  aversion. 
The  cruel  wrongs  the  Circassians  suf- 
fered at  the  hands  of  Bussia  justly 
appealed  to  the  sympathy  of  Europe, 
and  if  now,  when  they  had  the  oppor- 
tunity, they  retaliated,  although  that 
retaliation  might  be  thoroughly  unjusti- 
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fiable,  still  there  was  no  doabt  whstofv 
that  tiiese  people  had  sofiered  griofoiis 
wrongs  at  the  hands  of  a  CSiristuui 
people.  And  that  was  not  onlj  tnw 
of  the  past,  but  these  outrages  weire  not 
begun  by  Circassians,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, atrocities  just  as  great  as  thej 
committed  were  committed  by  the  Chnt- 
tians  of  Bosnia,  and  there  was  not  a  pin 
to  choose  between  the  two.  The  Girras- 
sians  were  as  unpopular  with  the  Tuki 
as  with  any  other  people,  and  two  yean 
ago,  when  he  was  in  the  south  of  Turkey, 
he  saw  some  thousands,  the  last  rem- 
nants of  the  settlers  in  Turkey,  goiny 
back  to  serve  in  the  Bussian  Army.  When, 
too,  there  was  a  talk  of  exp^lmg  the 
Turks  from  Europe  it  most  be  remem- 
bered that  the  people  of  those  provinoes, 
Christian  and  Midiomedan  alike,  were 
all  of  the  same  Slavonic  race  and  speak- 
ing the  same  language.  When  these 
people  were  spoken  of  as  the  moat  fans- 
tical  Mussulmans  in  the  world  it  should 
be  remembered  that  they  were  the  de- 
scendants of  people  who  had  themselvet 
suffered  the  cruellest  religious  peraeon- 
tions  recorded  in  history.  It  was  said 
that  these  men  ought  to  be  kept  is  con- 
trol by  Turkey.  He  would  not  deny 
that ;  but  he  must,  however,  remind  the 
House  that  the  East  was  not  like  the 
West,  and  that  there  were  other  ooan- 
tries  in  the  East  of  Europe  beudei 
Turkey  in  which  the  Gbvemments  and 
the  people  were  at  least  300  years  behind 
the  people  of  the  West.  It  was  also  a 
most  important  fact  that  Turkey  had 
about  20  different  nationalities.  Other 
nations  found  it  difficult  to  govern  more 
than  one  nationality,  and  Ireland  was 
an  example.  In  Turkey  the  difficulty, 
moreover,  was  aggravated  by  religious 
differences,  and  was  mixed  up  with 
foreign  intrigues.  It  was  not  to  be  sup- 
posed that  we  supported  Turkey  from 
any  disinterested  affection  for  that 
country.  If,  however,  Turkey  should 
disappear,  what  would  happen  io  those 
20  different  nationalities  ?  They  might 
become  distinct  Powers,  and  would  thus 
be  so  many  stepping  stones  to  Bossiaa 
ambition.  He,  for  one,  was  not  prepared 
to  see  Bussia  by  this  means  in  saoh 
power  in  the  Mediterranean  or  in  the 
Persian  Gulf  as  to  stop  our  road  to 
India ;  and  if  hon.  Q-entlemen  said  they 
did  not  care  for  India,  he  woold  reply 
that,  in  the  next  place,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  see  Bussia  stop  the  road  to  oar 
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Ck>lonie8.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  said  they 
did  not  care  for  our  Colonies,  he  would 
ask  them  whether  they  were  prepared 
to  sacrifice  the  great  trade  of  tho^  Pacific, 
which  would  one  day  occupy  so  large  a 
space  in  the  future  commerce  of  the 
world.  Turkey  was,  at  the  present 
moment,  the  only  Power  to  which  we 
were  prepared  to  trust  the  keys  of  Asia, 
and  he,  K)rone,  was  by  no  means  willing 
to  trust  those  keys  to  another  Power, 
who  would  not  only  keep  them  for  her 
own  purpose,  but  might  use  them  to 
break  into  the  house.  It  was  said,  and 
a  good  deal  had  been  heard  about  it, 
that  the  Turks  were  fanatics,  but  fana- 
ticism was  one  of  those  misleading  words 
that  begged  the  question.  In  the  sense 
in  which  we  used  it,  it  meant  everything 
that  was  bad ;  but  in  the  mouth  of  a 
Turk  it  meant  devotion  to  his  creed  and 
country,  and  those  were  not  virtues  which 
Englishmen  would  wish  to  disparage. 
When  a  Turk  was  once  roused,  and  be- 
lieved that  the  other  Powers  were  in  a 
conspiracy  against  him,  his  blood  was 
up,  and  from  fanaticism,  devotion,  or 
patriotism — whatever  it  might  be  called 
— he  would  fight  to  the  last.  That,  also, 
was  a  feeling  that  under  similar  circum- 
stances would  actuate  a  good  many 
Englishmen.  But  Turkish  fanaticism — 
when  the  Turk  was  left  alone — took  a 
far  less  active  shape  than  in  a  good 
many  countries  in  the  West.  He  had 
travelled  considerably  in  all  the  Turkish 
Provinces  of  Asia,  where  religious  feel- 
ings were  strongest.  Yet  he  had  been 
welcomed  with  a  courtesy  and  hospi- 
tality which  would  have  done  credit 
to  the  most  tolerant  of  Englishmen.  If 
he  passed  from  his  own  pei*i>onal  expe- 
riences to  the  Blue  Book  which  he  ex- 
pected to  be  a  record  of  religious  perse- 
cution in  Turkey,  he  found  only  four 
cases  of  alleged  persecution,  and  these 
were  but  instances  of  converted  Chris- 
tians belonging  to  races  which  had  never 
been  free  m>m  the  conscription,  being 
obliged  to  join  the  Turkish  Army.  And 
with  regard  to  them  our  Minister  had 
expressed  an  opinion  that  there  was  no 

ground  of  complaint  against  the  Turkish 
ovemment,  and  in  no  sense  could  they 
be  reg^arded  as  cases  of  real  religious 
persecution.  The  head  of  the  Protestant 
community  in  Turkey  declared  that  there 
was  nothing  in  the  nature  of  persecution 
of  Christians  by  the  authorities,  al- 
though there  was  sectarian  persecution 


by  the  more  powerful  Christian  commu- 
nities, and  the  inquiries  showed  that 
there  had  been  good  cause  for  such  a 
declaration.  The  Greeks  and  Armenians 
formed  the  great  majority  of  the  Chris- 
tian subjects  of  Turkey,  and  no  com- 
plaints proceeded  from  them  against 
the  Turkish  Government  nor  from  tho 
Roman  Catholics,  with  very  few  excep- 
tions. There  was,  however,  a  great 
deal  to  encourage  persecution  on  the 
part  of  the  Turks.  The  Christians  were 
as  disunited  as  possible,  and  while 
among  the  great  mass  of  the  Mahome- 
dan  population  the  virtues  of  sobriety, 
honesty,  and  regard  for  truth  were  al- 
most universally  practised,  the  Cliristian 
population  of  Turkey  lamentably  failed 
in  these  qualities.  The  truth  was  that  this 
was  not  a  question  of  religion,  but  of 
rich  and  poor.  The  poor  Christians  and 
poor  Mahomedans  lived  in  peace  and 
unity  together,  but  poor  men  wore  per- 
secuted equally  by  rich  Christians  and 
rich  Mahomedans.  No  better  illustra- 
tion of  this  could  be  found  than  what 
was  going  on  in  Bosnia  at  the  present 
moment,  where  there  would  be  found 
very  little  sympathy  with  tho  existing 
insurrection.  He  hoped  that  this  would 
not  be  regarded  as  a  religious  question 
at  all,  and  that  it  would  not  be  supposed 
to  be  a  religious  crusade.  It  was  a  note- 
worthy fact  that  they  had  not  heard  of 
a  single  Christian  from  Asia  joining  in 
the  insurrection.  He  had  not  seen  a 
Bulgarian  joining  in  the  insurrection, 
although  it  might  be  said  that  he  had 
been  provoked  by  great  atrocities. 
Neither  had  he  seen  the  Houmanians 
taking  part  in  tho  insurrcctiou.  The 
fact  was  the  Servians  and  Montenegrins 
were  rivals  as  to  which  should  be  the 
head  of  the  great  Slavonic  Empire,  upon 
which  they  had  set  their  eyes ;  and,  from 
a  vulgar  lust  of  territory,  these  people 
were  beginning  a  war  than  which  no 
gambler's  coup  was  more  immoral  or 
unprovoked.  Who,  then,  were  going 
to  follow  them  in  this  crusade?  It 
was  called  an  insurrection  against  op- 
pression ;  but  where  were  the  op- 
pressed? They  were  conspicuous  by 
their  absence.  In  truth  the  oppressed 
were  now  in  Bosnia — driven  over  tho 
border  by  men  who,  in  the  name  of 
liberty,  had  burned  their  houses  and 
forced  them  either  into  insurrection,  or 
to  leave  their  homes.  Servia  was  prac- 
tically independent.     Montenegro  wa& 
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quite  independent.  The  districts  ad- 
joining Herzegovina  were  also  practi- 
cally independent.  And  who  were  the 
oppressors?  They  were  chiefly  So- 
cialists, Carlists,  Garibaldians,  and  the 
refuse  of  all  Europe  —  people  who 
it  was  said  wanted  reform,  but  to 
whom  reform  would  most  stand  in  the 
way.  Let  him  not  be  understood  as 
saying,  however,  that  a  great  deal  of 
persecution  did  not  go  on  in  Bosnia;  but 
who  were  the  offenders  ?  No  doubt  the 
Slav  inhabitants  had  persecuted  these 
people  a  great  deal;  but  there  were 
worse  pereecutors  than  the  Slavs  or  the 
Mahomedan  Beys.  If  the  poor  Christian 
and  the  poor  Mahomedan  were  made  to 
suffer,  it  was  not  so  much  by  the  hand 
of  the  Turk  or  by  the  inhabitants  of 
Bosnia  as  by  the  rich  Christians  of  the 
towns  and  by  their  own  Bishops — 
foreigners  who  hardly  spoke  a  syllable 
of  the  Slav  language.  Taxation  fell 
heaviest  upon  tibie  agricultural  popu- 
lation, and  in  the  towns  the  rich 
Christians  were  almost  exempt  from 
taxation;  but  they  were  not  exempt 
from  it  in  this  way,  that  they  were  the 
publicans  and  tax-gatherers  all  over 
Bosnia,  and  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  although  great  blame  was  to  be 
laid  on  the  Mahomedan  Government  for 
the  way  in  which  they  taxed  the  people, 
yet  the  taxation  which  led  to  the  present 
revolt  was  levied  to  pay  interest  to 
English  bondholders,  and  the  rich 
Christians  were  the  tax-gatherers.  He 
wished  he  could  stop  there,  but  he 
could  not.  The  Slavs  in  Bosnia  were 
not  governed  by  Slavs,  but  by  Greek 
Bishops  —  pien  who  spoke  a  foreign 
tongue,  who  had  no  sympathy  what- 
ever with  the  people,  and  who  received 
their  position,  just  as  Pashas  were 
appointed  in  all  parts  of  Turkey, 
because  they  could  g^ve  the  biggest 
bribe  to  the  Patriarch  of  Constanti- 
nople. As  they  had  received  their  own 
advance  in  that  way,  they  in  their  turn 
sold  cures  to  the  highest  bidder,  and 
even  tlie  sacraments,  he  was  sorry  to 
say,  were  a  monopoly  in  their  hands. 
This  was  a  disgraceful  state  of  things, 
and  it  was  a  curious  fact  that  the  only 
people  who  ever  raised  a  finger  in 
defence  of  the  poor  Christians  who  were 
so  ruled  were  the  Mahomedan  Govern- 
ment, in  Constantinople,  and  their  task 
was  a  difficult  one,  because  in  doing  so, 
they  had  to  contend  not  so  much  with 


Mahomedan  Beys  as  with  traiton  in  the 
Christian  camps — ^with  ChriBtian  pub- 
licans, and  even  with  Ghristiaii  Biahopt. 
He  (Mr.  Hanbury),  therefore,  called  oa 
the  House  once  and  for  ever  to  get  xid 
of  the  idea  that  this  was  a  questien  of 
religion  at  all.  Further,  if  it  were 
thought  to  be  a  question  of  aatioiialitj, 
it  was  very  curious  that  not  one  of  thote 
people  asked  to  be  made  independent 
of  Turkey,  as  hon.  Memhers  muiBt  have 
remarked  in  reading  the  deepatchet. 
The  people  of  Servia  themselvee  did  not 
seek  for  independence,  because  they  fek 
convinced  that  they  could  not  stand  fdone. 
The  Slavs  were  greatly  divided  by  habite, 
as  well  as  by  tongue  and  dialect.  £ren 
at  the  great  Slav  Congress  held  at 
Moscow  so  entirely  distinct  were  the 
tonnes  spoken,  that  the  discussionsbad 
to  be  carried  on  in  the  tongue  of  the 
hated  German.  As  regarded  xeligion 
the  Slavs  were  also  divided.  The  Chreek 
Slav  hated  the  Latin  Slav  at  least  as 
much  as  he  hated  the  Turk.  It 
would,  indeed,  be  good  for  Europe,  if 
the  Slav  Empire  could  be  established; 
but  there  was  this  difficulty,  the  Slave 
were  not  only  divided  by  religion  and 
by  tongue,  but  also  by  Iheir  respective 
national  songs — the  national  poetry  of 
one  Slav  district  breathing  the  meet 
opposite  sentiments  of  ambition.  Their 
aims  clashed,  and,  owing  to  their  dissen- 
sions, they  could  not  stand  alone.  Besides 
this,  in  any  attempt  to  build  up  s 
Slavonic  Empire  they  would  have  to 
deal  not  only  with  the  Slav  nationality 
of  the  Turkish  territory,  but  that  m 
Austrian  territory  likewise.  He  was 
perfectly  sure  that  the  Slav  population 
of  Austria  had  this  recommenda^on  in 
its  favour,  which  could  not  be  urged  in 
favour  of  the  Slav  population  of  Bosnia, 
that  whereas  the  latter  were  divided 
into  Latin,  Greek,  and  Mahomedan 
races,  the  Slav  population  in  Austria 
was  homogeneous  both  in  race  and  reli- 
gion, and  were  more  advanced  than 
were  the  Slavs  of  Turkey.  Under  such 
circumstances  one  would  have  expected 
to  see  the  insurrection  commence  in 
Austria  rather  than  in  Turkey,  and  he 
should  like  to  know  the  reason  why  it 
did  not?  [An  hon.  Membeb:  Beoaoae 
they  are  not  oppressed.]  An  hon.  Friend 
behind  him  said  ''  because  they  were 
not  oppressed.' '  Well,  if  his  hon.  Friend 
was  going  to  arg^e  upon  that  assump- 
tion, ho    would   be    arguing   upon   a 
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miserable  delusion.  He  ventured  to 
Bay  that  the  Slavs  who  formed  a  portion 
of  the  Hungarian  Kingdom  suffered  as 
much  persecution  at  the  hands  of  the 
Hung^ian  Gt>vemment  as  their  brothers 
did  at  the  hands  of  the  Porte.  The 
question  which  had  to  be  settled  was 
not  to  be  decided  by  sentiment  apart 
from  facts,  as  some  seemed  inclined  to 
think.  For  himself  he  looked  forward 
to  the  time  when  the  Slav  population 
would  enter  into  the  political  life  of 
Europe,  and  would  act  as  a  great  bul- 
wark in  the  South  against  Eussia,  for  no 
people  regarded  with  greater  aversion  the 
Bussian  advance  towards  the  South  than 
did  the  Southern  Slavs.  But  Eussia  was 
at  the  present  moment  the  only  Power 
from  whom  they  had  received  assistance, 
and  he  hoped  that  henceforth  assistance 
would  soon  come  to  them  from  other 
quarters,  and  that  England  would,  as 
iar  as  her  Treaty  obligations  permitted 
it,  see  that  these  unfortunate  Slav 
Christians  were  not  maltreated  either 
by  their  own  Government,  the  Ma- 
homedan  Beys,  their  own  Bishops,  or 
the  rich  Christians.  England  was  abso- 
lute Euler  of  the  greatest  Mahomedan 
Empire  in  the  wond,  and  he  appealed 
to  Parliament  to  remember  that  it  was 
not  only  the  poor  Christians  who  were 
oppressed,  but  the  same  treatment  was 
extended  to  the  poor  Mahomedans  who 
lived  under  Turkish  rule,  and  who  had 
no  one  to  raise  a  voice  in  their  behalf.  He 
hoped  that  no  one  after  reading  the 
despatches  would  come  to  any  other 
conclusion  than  that  the  policy  of  Eng- 
land in  relation  to  the  matter  had  come 
out  well.  Other  Powers  might  have 
plotted  and  intrigued,  but  the  policy  of 
England  had  from  the  beginning  to  the 
end  of  these  difficulties  been  straight- 
forward, honest,  clear,  and  manly,  and, 
whatever  credit  might  be  due  to  other 
Ministers,  no  blame  could  attach  to  the 
Minister  who  at  present  presided  at  the 
Foreign  Office. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  thifl  House  is  of  opinion  that  Her 
liajerty's  Government,  while  maintaining  the 
respect  due  to  existing  Treaties,  should  exercise 
all  their  influence  wiih  the  view  of  securin^p  the 
oommon  wellare  and  equal  treatment  oi  the 
Tuiooa  noes  and  reUgions  which  are  under  the 
authority  of  the  Subhme  Porte." — {Mr.  Bruce.) 

Mb.  FOBSYTH  :  I  confess,  Sir,  I  am 
gxeaily  and  deeply  disappointed  at  the 


tone  of  the  speeches  of  my  two  hon. 
Friends.  My  object  in  putting  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  was  to 
strengthen  and  g^ve  emphasis  to  what 
I  thought  was  the  policy  shadowed  forth 
in  the  Motion,  and  to  indicate  that  the 
time  had  come  when  we  could  no  longer 
put  faith  in  the  promises  and  professions 
of  the  Ottoman  Porte,  but  must  insist 
upon  substantial  guarantees  as  the  price 
of  our  Mendship  —  guarantees  from 
which  the  Ottoman  Porte  could  not  es- 
cape, and  which  would  be  a  security  that 
its  promises  should  be  fulfilled.  I  had 
hoped  that  there  was  no  serious  or  sub- 
stantial difference  between  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Mr. 
Bruce)  and  myself.  But  the  speeches 
we  have  just  heard  were  neither  more 
nor  less  than  an  apology  for  Turkish 
misrule ;  and  that  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
might  have  been  spoken  by  a  Turkish 
Minister  in  a  Turkish  Divan.  He  de- 
fended the  conduct  of  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment, and  did  all  he  could  to  throw 
discredit  upon  the  Christians.  I  am  glad 
that  this  debate  will  not  assume  a  Party 
character.  It  would  be  a  depl6rable 
thing  if  a  question  which  affects  the 
happiness  of  millions  of  the  human  race 
were  degraded  to  the  level  of  a  Party 
contest.  To-night  will  be  exhibited  the 
spectacle  of  the  British  Parliament 
united  in  one  great  object — how  best  to 
alleviate  the  sufferings  of  an  aflicted 
and  imhappy  people,  and  put  a  stop  to 
the  barbarities  of  an  oppressive  Power. 
It  has  been  said  by  Hallam,  in  his 
History  of  England^  that  the  pulse  of 
Europe  beats  according  to  the  tone  of 
our  Parliaments.  I  hope  if  that  was 
true  when  he  wrote  then  it  is  equally 
true  now.  Sure  I  am  that  this  night's 
debate  will  be  read  in  every  Capital  of 
Europe,  and  the  words  of  the  speakers 
— so  far  as  they  are  reported — will  be 
weighed  at  BerHn,  Vienna,  St.  Peters- 
burg, and  Constantinople;  and  if  there 
is  anything  like  unanimity  of  opinion 
and  feeling  amongst  us  —  although 
from  the  speeches  we  have  just  lis- 
tened to,  I  fear  there  will  not  be  — 
this  discussion  may  exercise  no  incon- 
siderable influence  on  the  Cabinets  of 
Europe,  and  shape  the  policy  to  be  pur- 
sued on  what  is  called  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion, but  which  I  would  rather  call  the 
Turkish  dif&culty.  Now  the  causes  of 
that  dif&culty  may  be  summed  up  in 
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tion  it  18  found  convtmient  to  bind  peoplo  to 
■taket  and  leave  them  bare-footed  to  be  frost- 
bitten ;  or  at  other  times  they  ore  shoved  into  a 
£*g-8t3r  and  cold  water  poured  on  them.  A 
Tounte  plan  ia  to  drive  a  party  of  Rayahs  up  a 
tree  or  into  a  chamber,  and  then  smoke  them 
with  gnea  wood.  Instances  are  recorded  of 
Bomian  peasants  being  buried  up  to  their  heads 
in  earth  and  left  to  repent  at  leisure." 

I  might  qnote  many  more  such  ex- 
amplesi  but  this  will  oe  enough. 

**  Aoeipe  nuno   Danaibn  inwdias,   et   crimine 
ab  nno 
Disce  omnes.*' 

Can  we  wonder,  then,  that  those  who 
aare  of  the  same  race  and  religion,  and 
who  are  in  dose  contact  with  these 
people,  should  be  stirred  to  the  utmost 
sympathy  with  their  sufferings?  How 
can  it  be  otherwise,  when  the  people  of 
this  country,  who  are  separated  from 
them  by  the  distance  of  the  Continent 
of  Europe,  and  are  aliens  from  them  in 
blood,  Leuiguage,  and  religion,   are  so 

K>fimndly  affected  by  their  wrongs  ? 
ere  is  no  doubt  that  there  was  a  strong 
qrmpathy  for  the  insurgents  felt  by  the 
ISavonic  population  of  Bussia  and  Aus- 
tiia ;  but  I  defy  any  one  to  prove  that 
this  disposition  has  been  fomented  by 
Austrian  or  Bussian  intrigue.  Why 
should  we  attempt  to  defend  the  iniqui- 
ties of  Turkey  towards  her  subject  popu- 
lation ?  If  they  are  not  true,  let  them 
be  denied ;  if  they  are  true,  surely  all 
our  sympathies  must  be  in  favour  of 
those  oppressed  nationalities.  I  should 
have  liked  to  point  out  in  my  Amend- 
ment that  the  true  solution  of  the  ques- 
tion is  not  by  enforcing  the  policy  of 
Turkey  or  getting  guarantees,  but  by 
endeavouring  to  obtain  the  practical  in- 
dependence of  those  provinces,  so  as  to 
place  them  in  the  same  condition  as 
jBoumania  and  Servia.  North  of  the 
Danube  is  Boumania,  consisting  of  two 
Ptovinoes  —  Moldavia  and  Wallachia. 
A  few  years  ago  she  was  as  much  op- 
pressed as  any  of  the  subject-Provinces, 
but  since  she  has  obtained  her  indepen- 
dsnoe  she  has  become  most  prosperous. 
Bulgaria  is  south  of  the  Danube,  and 
bar  people  are  by  the  confession  of  all 
writers  some  of  the  gentlest,  kindest, 
sold  most  amiable  of  mankind.  Servia 
is  lika  Boamani*— a  free  Principality. 
bBovmaMwthepopalationis  4,500,000, 
'     -  '  it  ii  8»000,000,  in  Servia 

is  Bosnia    1,200,000. 
polnlion  of  Slavonic 


people  not  fewer  than  9,000,000,  who 
are  perfectly  fit  for  free  government, 
and  who  would  know  how  to  use  thoir 
liberty  when  they  have  it.  I  want  to 
know  whether  the  proper  solution  of  this 
question  would  not  be  that  these  people 
should  become  so  far  free  that  the  Porte 
could  not  any  longer  oppress  them — that 
they  should  be  placed  in  the  same  po- 
sition as  Servia  and  Boumania.  We  are 
afraid  of  Eussia ;  and  we  have  a  right  to 
be  afraid  of  seeing  her  in  Constantinople. 
But  the  strength  of  Bussia  in  this  mat- 
ter arises  from  the  oppression  of  the 
Slavonic  people ;  and  she  has  always  a 
reason  for  interfering  as  the  champion 
of  humanity  and  the  redresser  of  their 
wrongs.  But  if  we  had  these  free  States 
we  should  have  a  belt  of  9,000,000  inter- 
posed to  the  South  between  Bussia  and 
Turkey.  It  is  impossible  that  we  should 
ever  allow  Bussia  to  seize  on  Constanti- 
nople, but  Bussian  ambition  is  a  great 
bugbear.  I  deprecate  the  idea  of  a 
member  of  the  House  of  Bomanoff  sitting 
on  the  Throne  of  Turkey ;  but  let  us  be 
just  to  Bussia.  In  1826  Bussia  had 
conquered  Moldavia  and  Wallachia. 
She  had  crossed  the  Balkan,  and  was  in 
possession  of  Adrianople.  Constanti- 
nople lay  at  her  feet,  and  she  might 
have  seized  it  without  the  slightest  op- 
position. But,  on  the  representation  of 
the  other  Powers,  she  retired,  and,  by 
the  Treaty  of  Adrianople,  contented  her- 
self with  retaining  a  small  strip  of  terri- 
tory on  the  left  of  the  Pruth.  Bussia 
knew  that  if  she  were  to  seize  Constan- 
tinople it  would  be  at  the  cost  of  an 
European  war,  in  which  she  would  have 
to  face  Austria,  Germany,  and  England. 
I  should  like  to  see  steps  taken  to  per- 
suade Turkey  to  give  up  those  provinces, 
and  make  them  as  independent  as  Servia 
and  Boumania.  We  should  insist  not 
on  promises — ^I  put  no  faith  whatever  in 
promises,  which  have  been  broken  over 
and  over  again — but  on  stringent  and 
effective  guarantees  for  the  execution  of 
the  promises  which  Turkey  may  make. 
There  ought  to  be  a  mixed  commission 
of  the  different  foreign  Consuls  in  Bosnia 
and  Bulgaria  to  see  those  promises 
carried  out,  and  if  they  were  not  per- 
formed— ^if  oppression  still  continued — I 
will  go  so  far  as  to  say  there  ought  to 
be  a  military  occupation  of  those  pro- 
vinces by  Austria  and  Bussia  to  act  as 
a  police,  in  order  to  see  the  engagements 
of  Turkey  peHbrmed.     In  conclusiQii> 
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I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which. 
I  have  given  Notice. 

Sir    H.   DEUMMOND   WOLFF 
thought  it  must   be   a  great  satisfac- 
tion   to    the    House  that    the    debate 
should  be  held  before  the  Session  con- 
cluded.    He   deprecated   partial  state- 
ments unsupported  by  authentic  Papers. 
There    had  imfortunately  been   extra- 
Parliamentary  utterances  on   this  sub- 
ject.     In  the  month   of   October    the 
noble  Lord  the  Minister   for  Foreign 
Affairs  had  told  an  audience  at  Liver- 
pool, that  we  should  hear  little  more  of 
the  armed  insurrection  in  the  Turkish 
Provinces,  and  he  informed  a  deputa- 
tion consisting  chiefly  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham, 
that  the  sending  of  the  Fleet  to  Besika 
Bay  was  not  susceptible  of  the  interpre- 
tation popularly  placed  upon  it.    Li  the 
House  of  Lords,  Lord  Napier  and  Lord 
Hammond  had  both  referred  to  the  de- 
spatch of  the  Fleet  to  Besika  Bay  with 
approval,  as  an  instance  of  promptitude 
and  vigorous  policy,  and  had  attributed 
it  to  a  different  reason  from  that  g^ven 
by  the  noble  Lord,  and  yet  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  in  his  place  in  the  other 
House  made  any  reference  to  the  opi- 
nions which  they  had  expressed.     He 
wished  that  these  matters   should    be 
cleared  up.     The  noble  Lord  had  in- 
formed the  deputation  that  the  reason 
why  the  Fleet  had  been  sent,  was  that 
our  Ambassador  at  Constantinople  was 
afraid  of  attacks  on  the  Christian  popu- 
lation, especially  after  the  massacre  at 
Salonica.     Yet    the    despatches   stated 
some   time   before    the   Mediterranean 
Fleet  was  reinforced,  that  all  possibility 
of  disturbance  had  been  prevented  by 
the  precautions  taken  by  the  Porte,  and 
that  everything  was  quiet  at  Salonica. 
The  country  had  been  misled  by  that 
statement,  for  the  truth  of  the  matter 
was  that  on  the  3 1st  of  May,  writing  to 
Sir  Henry  Elliot,  the  noble  Lord  said, 
he  **  should  be  watchful  lest,  undercover 
of  protecting  the  Christian  population,  or 
on  some  similar  pretext,  a  proposal  may 
be  made  to  summon  the  Fleets  to  Con- 
stantinople, in  which  case  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  have  to  reflect  on  the 
course  they  should  pursue  in  the  event 
of  so  grave  an  infraction  of  Treaties.** 
Her  Majesty's  Government  asked  for  in- 
formation as  to  the  action  of  the  other 
Powers  in  this  respect,  and  soon  after 


their  despatch  was  written,  the  Fleet  ii 
Besika  Bay  was  raised  from  three  shipi 
to  20.  He  did  not  in  any  way  object  to 
that  step,  for  he  considered  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  perfectly  justified  in 
sending  a  Fleet  to  Bes^a  Bay,  not 
by  way  of  menace  or  threat,  bnt 
as  a  convincing  proof  that  he  vu 
ready  to  fulfil  the  obligations  we  had 
undertaken  by  Treaty ;  but  he  objected 
to  the  discrepancies  which  existed  be- 
tween the  statements  made  by  the 
Minister  out-of-doors  and  the  statementi 
in  either  House  and  the  Papers  presented 
to  Parliament.  The  same  course  had 
been  taken  with  regard  to  the  Suei 
Canal  Shares.  They  were  told  at  one 
time  that  a  great  political  act  had  been 
performed,  and  at  another  it  was  said  to 
be  a  mere  purchase  of  shares.  What 
was  the  real  position  of  England  at  the 
present  moment?  Having  sent  our 
Fleet  into  the  Mediterranean  and  showa 
our  readiness  to  maintain  Treaty  en- 
gagements, we  had  a  right  to  epesk 
boldly  and  g^ve  Turkey  advice  inudi 
might  not  be  palatable  to  her.  Tnricej 
was  now  passing  through  an  ordeal  more 
critical  than  any  she  had  ever  gone 
through  before,  even  in  connection  with 
the  independence  of  Egypt,  G^reece,  or 
Syria,  because  the  Provinces  in  insur- 
rection were  surrounded  by  neighbonn 
having  views  and  interests  of  their  own. 
As  to  the  Austrian  Government,  it  wai 
impossible  for  them  not  to  sympathize 
widi  the  oppressed  Slavs.  It  had  been 
said  that  those  who  were  under  Austrian 
rule  were  as  much  oppressed  as  thoee 
imder  Turkish  rule ;  out  &r  from  the 
Slavonic  subjects  of  Austria  being  ill- 
treated,  they  occupied  a  very  favourmble 
position.  Nearly  the  whole  of  the 
Austrian  Navy  was  composed  of  Slave. 
Half  of  her  Army  was  Slavs,  and  he  wu 
informed  that  a  large  portion  of  her 
superior  officers  belonged  to  that  na- 
tionality. There  was  a  reported  move- 
ment in  Austria  for  the  annexation  of 
Bosnia,  and  he  was  informed  that  within 
the  last  few  days  some  of  the  inepired 
newspapers  had  written  in  support  of 
that  view.  The  head  of  the  Austzian 
Government  was  a  Hung^arian,  who 
could  not  be  in  sympathy  with  the 
Slavs;  but  still  the  Austrian  Ghyvem* 
ment  could  not  prevent  its  Slav  popuk- 
tion  stimulating  insurrection  nur  the 
amelioration  of  the  condition  of  the 
Slavs  in  Turkey.      The  Austrian  sod 
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Husflian  Consnls  at  Constantinople  at- 
tended the  embarkation  there  of  700 
armed  Sernans  and  Montenegrins ; 
while  the  Bossian  Gbvemmenty  which 
was  subject  to  the  influence  of  as  strong 
a  public  opinion  as  any  Oovemment  in 
XSnrope,  could  not  prevent  pronuncta- 
mim&t  by  its  own  regiments  in  favour 
of  the  insurgents  in  Turkey.  Bussia, 
he  beHevedy  did  not  want  to  go  to  war ; 
but  if  fighthig  went  on  and  villages  and 
oommunities  were  involved,  European 
oomplications  were  to  be  feared.  As  to 
Montenegro  desiring  territory,  it  was  a 
progressive  country,  and  the  late  and 
the  present  Princes  had  done  all  in  their 
power  to  advance  the  civilization  of  their 
small  domain.  They  regretted  they  had 
not  the  means  to  build  houses  and  make 
roads;  and  the  reply  to  the  complaint 
that  their  people  did  nothing  but  fight, 
was'that  they  nad  nothing  else  to  do,  be- 
cause they  could  not  bring  their  timber, 
wine,  and  fish  down  the  river  to  any  port 
where  they  could  sell  the  produce  of 
{heir  country.  They  were  an  indus- 
trious people  when  they  could  get  anv- 
ihing  to  do ;  nearly  all  the  gardeners  m 
Constantinople  were  Montenegrins ;  but 
the  foolish  policy  of  the  Turki^  Gk)vem- 
ment  kept  them  cooped  up  in  a  district 
where  they  could  not  develop  agricul- 
ture. Only  let  a  port  be  given  them, 
and  they  would  soon  become  absorbed 
in  peaceful  pursuits  and  gradually  lose 
fheir  warlike  character.  It  was  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  the  feelings  of  the 
Montenegrms  were  strongly  in  favour  of 
Bussia,  for  the  fact  was  their  supposed 
leaning  towards  that  country  was  of  the 
nature  of  political  gratitude — the  hope 
of  favours  to  come.  In  1804,  the 
Diet  told  a  Bussian  Envoy  that  they 
would  maintain  fidelity  to  Bussia,  only 
on  condition  that  they  did  not  share  the 
position  of  subjects  of  that  country.  The 
idea  that  the  insurrection  originated 
with  or  was  carried  on  by  foreign 
Powers  was  a  great  delusion ;  they 
could  not  excite  insurrection  unless  there 
was  some  internal  cause  for  discontent. 
Oonld  any  foreign  Power  produce  a 
revolution  in  this  country  ?  These  people 
were  badly  treated,  and  it  did  not  require 
any  forei^  Power  to  stimulate  them  to 
xevblt.  %liey  did  not  desire  to  be 
taken  out  of  the  Ottoman  Empire.  In 
speakinff  ot  the  Sultan,  Consul  Holmes 
infonned  us»  they  took  their  caps 
oflL    They  thought  he  did  not  know  of 


the  manner  in  which  they  were  treated, 
and  they  desired  their  grievances  to  be 
made  known  to  the  Government  at  Con- 
stantinople.   Had  Servia  no  cause  to 
complain  when  her  frontiers  were  colo- 
nized by  Circassians  who  plundered  the 
country  ?    If  it  was  difficidt  for  Austria 
and  Bussia  to  prevent  their    subjects 
showing  sympathy  with  the  insurgents, 
how  much  more  difficult  would  it  be  for 
Servia  ?     It  was    useless    to    contend 
against  the  existence  of  misgovemment 
in  these  [Provinces.     The  English  Go- 
vernment had  acknowledged  it  by  join- 
ing   in  the  Andrassy  Note ;   and  the 
Turks  had  acknowledged  it  by  publish- 
ing firmans  and  Trades  to  carry  out  the 
reforms    they  had  promised  20  years 
ago.     The  complaints  made  were  for- 
malized   in   the    Memorandum     given 
to  Consul  Holmes ;  they  had  been  con- 
firmed  in  a  letter  to  The    Times  and 
in     the    book    of    Mr.    Evans,    who 
in    the    course  of  his    travels    passed 
through  the  revolted  districts.  The  com- 
plaints included  the  refusal  of  educa- 
tion, the  neglect  of  the  resources  of  the 
country,    and    the    discouragement    of 
foreign  capital.      The    demands  made 
were  that  ^eir  churches  should  not  be 
desecrated ;  that  they  should  have  equal 
rights  with  the  Turks  before  the  law ; 
that  the  tithe  farmers  should  take  no 
more  from  them  than  they  were  entitled 
to  take ;  that  Christian  girls  and  women 
should  no  longer  be  molested  by  Turks ; 
the  free  exercise  of  religion;    and  the 
abolition  of  enforced  and  unpaid  labour. 
The  complaints  and  demands  were  sub- 
stantially those  of  the  French  peasantry 
before  the    great    French   Bevolution, 
which  was  the  beginning  of  a  new  era 
in  civilization,  simply  because  the  truth 
was  recognized  that  every  one  should  be 
equal  before  the  law.     This  had  never 
yet  been  recognized  in  Turkey.     In  no 
case  was   Christian  evidence  admitted 
against  Mussulman  evidence  in  Osmanli 
tnbunals ;  and  this  was  not  entirely  the 
fault  of  the  Turk  so  much  as  the  result 
of  failure  to  establish  a  system  of  cen- 
tralization in  a  country  where  there  was 
no  properly  established  administration. 
That  was  brought  out  in  the  remarkable 
book  of  Mr.   Palgrave,  which  showed 
that  there  was  a  better  feeling  in  the 
Provinces  under  the  old  feudal  system 
than  there  was  now  when  officers  were 
sent  out  from  Constantinople  who  could 
have  no  local  interests  or  sympathies* 
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With  regard  to  the  atrocities  iduch  had 
been  perpetrated,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  such  atrocities  had  been 
perpetrated  by  both  sides,  and  he 
thought  that  some  energetic  measures 
ought  to  be  taken  by  the  Government  to 
put  a  stop  to  them.  It  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  have  sent  a  subordinate  officer 
to  inquire  into  them.  In  1845,  when 
great  atrocities  were  committed  in  Spain, 
the  Government  of  the  day  sent  Lord 
Eliot  and  General  Wyld  to  obtain  as- 
surances from  both  sides  that  there  was 
to  be  a  mitigation  of  cruelties  and  bar- 
barities ;  and  he  did  not  see  why  some 
military  officer  of  rank  should  not  have 
been  sent  into  Bulgaria  and  the  insur- 
gent districts  to  come  to  some  terms  both 
with  insurgents  and  Turks  to  prevent  a 
further  perpetration  of  them.  Wliat  was 
to  be  done  under  existing  circumstances  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mary- 
lebone  (Mr.  Forsyth)  had  suggested  the 
establishment  of  the  independence  of 
these  Provinces ;  but  he  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff)  would  rather  not  make 
any  suggestion  in  that  direction.  The 
idea  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  (Mr.  Hanbury)  that  it  was  de- 
sired to  establish  a  great  Serbian  king- 
dom was  equally  fallacious,  for  the 
Papers  which  had  been  laid  upon  the 
Table  in  no  way  countenanced  that 
theory.  In  1826,  when  war  broke  out 
between  Greece  and  Turkey,  the  Three 
Powers — England,  France,  and  Eussia — 
offered  their  mediation.  Had  Turkey 
accepted  the  offer  she  would  not  have 
lost  Greece,  because  the  Great  Powers 
would  have  recommended  that  Greece 
should  acknowledge  the  Suzerainty  of 
the  Turkish  Empire.  He,  however,  did 
not  see  why  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Foreign  Office  should  see  any  dif- 
ficulty in  suggesting  a  meeting  of  the 
Great  Powers  to  settle  the  question.  In 
one  of  his  despatches,  the  noble  Lord  said 
ho  did  not  see  that  anything  could  be 
done,  unless  by  using  force,  but  no 
ground  was  stated  as  the  basis  of  such 
an  opinion.  If  an  armistice  were  pro- 
posed, and  if  a  Military  Commission 
such  as  was  sent  out  to  S3'ria  were  de- 
tached from  a  Congress  or  Conference, 
they  might  visit  these  Provinces  as 
had  been  done  in  the  case  of  Eou- 
mania,  and  suggest  a  system  of  govern- 
ment which,  while  acknowledging  the 
supremacy  of  the  Ottoman  Empire, 
would  g^ve  the  population  of  the  Slavonic 
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Provinces  some  Bysiem  of  freegoren* 
ment.  Turkey  had  «hown  her  gmt 
confidence  in  England  by  loiiiing  in  tbe 
Andrassy  Note,  and  as  ahe  had  a  finr 
years  ago  entered  fihe  European  tyrtem, 
it  would  be  our  duty  to  remmd  her  that 
she  ooidd  only  expect  to  be  zeoogniaed 
as  a  European  Power  bo  long  as  ihs 
governed  her  subjects  on  European  pm- 
ciples.  He  concluded  by  seconding  the 
Ainendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  wordfl  '*  opinion  thit "  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  word* 
**  it  is  the  duty  of  the  British  GoTemment,  u 
one  of  the  Powers  which,  under  the  Treaty  of 
1856,  fifuaranteod  the  independence  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire,  in  any  steps  that  may  be  tiloEB 
with  a  view  to  the  restoration  of  peace  betweea 
the  Ottoman  Porte  and  her  Slavonic  proTinen 
to  obtain  for  those  provinces  adequate  and  eflec- 
tual  guarantees  for  good  and  xinp«rtial  sovefa- 
ment  irrespective  of  race  or  creed,  — {Mf. 
Forayth^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  tlie  wordi 

S reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATmiCE*: 
If,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  I  had 
to  reply  to  the  four  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, [the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmonth 
(Mr.  Bruce),  the  hon.  Member  toft 
Tamworth  (Mr.  Hanbury),  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Marylebone  (Mr. 
Forsyth),  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Christchurch  (Sir  H.  Drummond  WoUQ,] 
who  have  all  so  extensive  an  acquaint- 
ance with  foreign  affairs,  I  shoula  pro- 
bably feel  my  strength  unequal  to  did 
effort.  But  those  hon.  Members  hare 
so  bullied  one  another,  and — ^in  the  case 
of  one  of  them  at  least — have  bo  be- 
laboured the  Government  of  which  they 
are  the  supporters,  that  I  confess  my 
own  task  is  very  materially  lightened. 
It  has  been  stated  that  I  wish  to  more  s 
Vote  of  Censure  upon  the  Oovemment, 
and  I  am  aware  that  the  words  I  had 
originally  placed  upon  the  Paper  wen 
technically  susceptible  of  that  inteipre- 
tation.  In  order,  however,  to  place  my 
meaning  beyond  doubt,  I  have  so  altered 
them  that  they  now  apply  only  to  the 
future,  and  therefore  cannot  be  oonstnied 
into  a  Vote  of  Censure.  At  the  same 
time  I  shall  make  some  criticisms  upos 
the  past  conduct  of  the  Gk>vemment.  In 
a  debate  of  this  kind  no  Oovemment  can 
expect  to  be  above  criticism ;  leastof  all  the 
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present  Gk)Tenunent,  for  when  thej  came 
into  office  there  was  no  subject  on  which 
their  Mends  were  so  confident  as  their 
foreign  policy.  Now,  at  last,  so  it  was 
then  saia,  the  country  was  going  to  see 
statesmanship!  spirited  yet  conciliatory, 
firm  yet  cautious,  and  the  honour  of 
England,  so  long  neglected,  was  going 
I  to  he  effectually  upheld.  It  would  seem 
as  if  some  malignant  fate  had  overheard 
these  confident  anticipations,  and  had 
determined  to  give  those  on  whose 
behalf  they  were  uttered,  a  full  oppor- 
tunity of  proving  their  mettle.  Hardly 
had  the  present  Government  been  in  office 
more  than  1 8  months,  before  it  was  evident 
that  more  than  one  difficult  question 
'  irould  demand  their  attention,  and  that 
the  East  was  once  more  propounding  for 
solution  the  riddle  which  statesmai^hip 
has  not  yet  answered.  What  the  House, 
then,  has  amongst  other  things  to  con- 
sider, is  whether  the  Government,  in 
their  treatment  of  this  difficult  question, 
has  hitherto  fulfilled  the  confident  anti- 
cipations of  their  supporters.  In  reply- 
ing to  this  question,  it  is  indispensable 
to  have  a  clear  idea  of  the  condition  of 
tlie  Provinces  of  European  Turkey,  now 
the  theatre  of  the  insurrection.  I  shall 
try  and  satisfy  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  (Mr.  Hanbury), 
and  not  treat  this  subject  as  a  question 
of  religion  merely — as  a  question  be- 
tween Mahomedan  and  Christian  alone; 
nor  shall  I  quote  the  book  of  Mr.  Evans, 
or  any  other  author,  however  interesting 
or  well-informed;  but  I  shall  confine 
myself  to  the  Papers  on  the  Table.  I 
fearlessly  say  that  out  of  those  Papers, 
and  out  of  those  Papers  alone,  it  can  be 
shown  that  a  state  of  things  exists  in 
European  Turkey  which  no  Government 
with  an  atom  of  self-respect  would  tole- 
rate for  an  instant.  The  promises  which 
each  Sultan  has  successively  made,  espe- 
cially in  the  Hatts  of  the  3rd  November, 
1839,  and  of  the  18th  February,  1856, 
each  Sultan  has  successively  broken. 
The  only  real  change  which  has  taken 
plaoe  in  Turkey  since  the  accession  of 
the  Sultan  Mahmoud  11.  has  been  the 
nibstitu^on  of  a  centralized  bureaucratic 
system  in  the  place  of  the  old  quasi- 
fendal  system.  The  latter  had  many 
faults.  It  had  also  certain  virtues ;  but 
it  has  been  swept  away,  virtues  and 
foults  together ;  and  a  system  of  which 
the  foults  are  but  too  conspicuous,  and 
the  Tirtaee  are  far  to  seek,  now  reigns 


in  its  stead.  Already,  in  1859,  Prince 
Gtirtschakoff  called  the  attention  of  the 
Powers  of  Europe  to  the  slight  import- 
ance apparently  attached  by  the  Porte 
to  the  performance  of  her  promises.  Sir 
Henry  Bulwer  was  thereupon  instructed 
to  issue  a  set  of  questions  to  the  English 
Consuls,  which  he  accompanied  with  a 
covering  despatch,  between  the  lines  of 
which  it  could  be  read  that  a  pleasant 
answer — pleasant,  I  mean,  to  the  Porte 
— would  not  be  altogether  disagreeable 
at  home.  The  Consuls,  however — and 
to  their  honour  be  it  spoken — uttered 
the  truth ;  and  the  truth,  as  it  often  is, 
was  very  disagreeable  indeed  to  the 
Ottoman  Porte.  Now  I  turn  to  the  state 
of  things  revealed  by  the  Papers  on  the 
Table.  They  show  that  the  civil  ad- 
ministration, instead  of  being  a  protec- 
tion, is  a  terror  to  the  country;  that  the 
judicial  tribunals  are  hopelessly  corrupt, 
that  civil  servants  and  magistrates  alike 
are  a  set  of  vampires ;  that  the  taxes  are 
bad  in  principle  and  collected  by  still 
worse  methods ;  that  tithes  are  levied, 
and  levied  in  kind ;  that  the  roads  are 
neglected,  public  works  uncared  for,  the 
railways  jobbed,  and  the  whole  moral 
and  material  condition  of  the  country 
retrograding.  The  reign  of  violence, 
tempered  by  corruption,  is  complete; 
and  we  in  England,  who  believe  that 
there  is  nothing  worse  than  to  hold 
Turkish  bonds,  have  yet  to  learn  that 
there  is  something  a  great  deal  worse — 
to  be  held  in  them.  The  system  which 
I  have  described  is  the  cause  of  the 
rebellion.  The  promises  of  reform,  so 
glibly  and  so  frequently  repeated  by 
Sultans  and  Pashas,  are  no  longer  lis- 
tened to.  The  populations  of  these 
countries  have  risen  with  arms  in  their 
hands,  and  are  determined  to  work  out 
their  own  salvation.  It  has  been  said 
that  the  rebellion  was  got  up  by  foreign 
emissaries.  Was  there  ever  a  rebellion 
of  which  this  has  not  been  said?  But 
assume  —  and  I  do  not  deny  —  tliat 
foreigners  have  entered  those  countries  ; 
men  of  the  same  religion  and  nationality, 
though  owning  a  different  political  alle- 
giance. What  stronger  argument  can 
be  used  against  the  Turkish  Government? 
Imagine  foreign  emissaries  coming  to 
stir  up  a  rebellion  in  England.  They 
would  speedily  find  their  way  into  the 
nearest  horsepond.  But  in  Turkey  they 
are  welcomed.  Again,  let  me  ask  if  other 
great  rebellions  have    not    also   been 
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largely  assisted  by  foreigners  ?    We  aU 
know  the  story  of  the  rise  of  the  Dutch 
!Republic.     We  know  that  Englishmen 
fought  in  the  ranks  of  the  Dutch  armies. 
Was  that  held   to  prove  the   mildness 
of  the  rule  of  Philip  11.  ?    During  the 
Thirty  Years'  War,   Scotchmen  fought 
in  the  armies  of  Protestant  Germany. 
Did  that  prove  the  justice  of  the  Catho- 
lic cause  r    In  any  case,  whatever  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.   Member  for  Tam- 
worth  may  be,  it  was  not  the  opinion  of 
the  Governments  of  Bussia,  Germany, 
and    Austria-Hungary,  that  the  move- 
ment in    the    Turkish    Provinces    was 
fictitious.     The  Ministers  of  those  coun- 
tries met,  and  towards  the  close  of  last 
year  drew  up  what  is  known  as    the 
Andrassy  Note,   in  which  they  recom- 
mended the  Sublime  Porte  to  promul- 
gate a  new  scheme  of  reform  and  to 
carry  it  out.   And  here  I  would  observe 
that   the  position  of   England    in  the 
matter  of  the  Andrassy  Note  does  not 
seem  to  me  very  dignified  or  creditable. 
The  Ministers  of  the  three  Great  Powers 
meet  together,  and  settle  their  policy 
without  in  any  way  consulting  England. 
England  is  left  standing  entirely  apart 
from  and  outside  the  European  concert. 
The  Andrassy  Note  is  left  at  our  door, 
is  served  upon  us  like  a  writ  or  a  sum- 
mons, and  we  after  a  time,  having  as- 
certained that  the  Sublime  Porte  has  no 
objection   to    promulgating   some   new 
reforms,    accede  to  it.     The  Andrassy 
Note   proved  a   failure,   as   everybody 
knew  it  would.     The  Turks  had  no  in- 
tention  of  carrying   out  the  promised 
reforms,  and  the  insurgents  did  not  be- 
lieve in  the  professions  of  the  Porte.   In 
the  month  of  April  Prince  Gortschakoff 
told    the    English    Ambassador  at  St. 
Petersburg  that  **the  Porte  could  not 
carry  out   the    engagements    she    had 
taken ;  it  was  impossible  for  her  to  do 
so."     The  Salonica  outrages  happening 
at  this  moment  quickened  the  action  of 
the    Russian   Chancellor.      Hence    the 
meeting  at  Berlin,  and  the  Berlin  Me- 
morandum, which  was  drawn  up  by  the 
two  Chancellors  and  the  Austrian  Minis- 
ter,  with  the  same  disregard    for  the 
existence  of  England  as  a  Great  Power, 
which  they  had  exhibited  on  a  former 
occasion.     The  propositions  it  advanced 
were  vague    and  unsatisfactory.     They 
bore  the  mark  of  divided  counsels,  and 
the  matter  and  the  manner  being  both 
equally  objectionable,  the  Memorandum 
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was  rejected  by  the  Foreign  SecretiiT, 
with  the  general  consent  of  the  Englisk 
people.  The  Foreign  Secretaxytherenpoii 
resolved  to  pursue  a  policy  of  the  stxidoft 
non-intervention.  He  was  infonned  br 
the  Austrian  Government  that  in  tikor 
opinion — 

'*  as  between  the  two  extremes,  that  is  to  mt, 
between  a  scheme  of  pacification  eneigeticiliy 
carried  out  and  an  attitude  of  abaolate  non-in- 
terference,** 

there  was  no  middle  coarse,  and  he  re- 
solved to  choose  the  attitude  of  absolnte 
non-interference,  although,  as  appean 
from  these  Papers,  the  rejection  or  the 
Berlin  Memorandum  had  already  been 
near  impairing  the  cordial  charaicter  of 
the  relations  between  this  country  and 
Bussia.  What,  however,  is  most  re- 
markable, is  that  while  the  Foieign 
Minister  of  England  was  assnming  thu 
attitude,  the  Prime  Minister  of  England 
had  been  following  a  very  different  line 
of  conduct.  A  large  fleet  was  sent  to 
Besika  Bay.  By  expressions  sonorooi, 
ambiguous,  and  magnificent,  he  led  this 
House,  and  the  countiy,  and  the  na- 
tions of  Europe,  to  suppose  that  the 
moral,  if  not  the  material  sappoxt  of 
England,  was  being  given  to  the  Turki. 
But  now  we  are  assured  by  the  Foreign 
Secretary  that  the  fleet  was  only  sent  to 
Besika  Bay  to  protect  the  English  rea- 
dents  on  shore,  and  that  this  gig^tic  and 
unprecedented  armament  was  gathered 
together  for  this  harmless  purpose. 
Ileally  the  Ghovernment  could  not  com- 
plain if  their  conduct  was  misunder- 
stood ;  so  altogether  disproportionate  to 
the  object  were  the  means  employed  to 
attain  it.  When  Guy  Faux  was  found 
in  the  cellars  underneath  the  Honsee  of 
Parliament,  with  ever  so  many  barrels 
of  gunpowder,  with  matches  on  his  per- 
son, and  a  lantern  in  his  hand,  he  was 
asked  what  he  wanted  down  there ;  and 
he  replied  that  he  was  the  most  hann- 
less  and  inoffensive  man  in  the  world — 
he  was  only  minding  the  coal  cellar. 
But  it  was  answered — ''  Are  all  these 
barrels  of  gunpowder,  these  matches, 
and  this  lantern,  necessaiy  in  order  to 
mind  the  coal  cellar?"  Well,  in  like 
manner,  the  Government  must  not  be 
astonished  if  the  public  wanted  to  know 
if  it  really  was  expected  to  believe  that 
all  these  turreted  ships  and  armooz^ 
plated  vessels  were  necessary  in  order 
to  protect  the  English  inhabitants  on 
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the  shores  of  the  Bosphorus.  I  confess, 
indeed,  that  if  the  Fnme  Minister  were 
to  ask  me  to  quote  any  particular  ex- 
pression or  set  of  words  which,  used  by 
Aim,  justify  me  in  asserting  that  he 
led  the  public  to  suppose  that  the  moral 
and  material  support  of  England  was  to 
be  given  to  Turkey,  I  could  not  do  so. 

P[r.  BoTTBKE :  Hear,  hear !]  But  really 
think  I  am  justified  in  appealing  to 
the  effect  of  the  langu^re  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  my  hon.  friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  and  his  Colleagues 
must  consider  not  only  the  House,  but 
the  country  and  the  nations  of  Europe, 
to  be  aU  a  pack  of  fools,  if  he  believes 
that  without  the  slightest  justification 
{hey  unanimously  amved  at  the  condu- 
■ion  they  did,  as  to  the  meaning  of  the 
language  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman. 
In  one  of  the  plays  of  Aristophanes 
there  is  a  scene  in  which  a  Persian 
Envoy  is  introduced  to  the  citizens  of 
Athens.  He  is  a  man  of  great  rank  and 
dignity,  and  so  much  in  the  confidence 
of  his  sovereign,  that  he  is  known  as 
the  King's  Eye.  The  citizens  of  Athens 
ask  him  what  he  has  to  say  about 
fbreign  affairs ;  and  he  replies  in  lan- 
guage very  grand  and  very  myste- 
rious. And  aU  the  bystanders  are 
mightily  impressed,  till  some  plain- 
minded  person  plucks  up  his  courage, 
and  asks — ''What  does  it  all  recdly 
mean  ?"  And  then  a  person  who  knows 
the  King's  Eye  of  old,  replies— ''Well, 
if  you  particularly  want  to  know,  it 
means  nothing  at  siL  The  King's  Eye 
has  been  langhine  at  you  all  round." 
Well,  I  hope  I  shall  not  be  saying  any- 
thing disrespectful  of  the  Prime  Minister 
if  I  call  lum  the  Queen's  Eye,  or  even 
the  Eye  of  the  Empress.  We  asked  him 
what  he  had  to  say  about  foreign  affairs, 
and  he  replid  in  phrases  very  grand  and 
▼eiy  mysterious,  and  we  all  believed 
that  something  ^mendous  was  happen- 
ing. But  at  last  some  plain-minded 
persons,  led  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Brifht),  asked—"  What  does  all  this 
xeafiy  mean?"  And  then  the  Foreign 
IGnister,  who  had  known  the  Prime 
IGnister  a  very  long  time,  came  forward, 
and  animated  no  doubt  by  the  affection 
lie  bore  to  his  Colleagues,  replied — 
'^  Oh,  if  you  particularly  wieii  to  know, 
it  all  means  nothing  at  aU.  The  Queen's 
Xiye  has  been  laughing  at  you  all 
lovmd." 

YOL.  OOXXZI.      [third  SEB7ES.  J 


Now,  let  me  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider if  there  was  no  other  course  to 
pursue  than  that  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment. I  recollect  that  ^hlLr.  Fox,  when 
speakine  in  1792  on  a  question  germane 
to  that  before  the  House — I  mean  the 
Bussian  Armament — said  in  reply  to 
Mr.  Jenkinson,  that  whether  an  insu- 
lated policy  which  disdained  all  Conti- 
nental connection  whatever,  or  a  system 
of  extensive  foreign  connection,  or  a 
medium  between  these  two  was  the  in- 
terest of  England,  were  topics  very 
proper  to  be  discussed ;  but,  of  the  three, 
he  confidently  pronounced  the  middle 
course  to  be,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, the  best  for  this  country.  I 
want  to  know  why  the  Government  did 
not  enter  on  the  course  recommended  by 
Mr.  Fox,  and  without  having  either  re- 
course to  arms,  or  standing  absolutely 
aloof,  did  not  enter  on  a  course  of  diplo- 
matic action,  making  a  counter  propo- 
sition to  the  Berlin  Note,  instead  of 
remaining  satisfied  with  merely  reject- 
ing  it.  £i  the  month  of  June  they  had 
an  opportunity  such  as  may  not  recur, 
for  a  short  time  after  the  rejection  of 
the  Berlin  Note,  Count  Schouvaloff  pro- 
ceeded, in  the  name  of  the  Emperor  of 
Bussia,  to  propose,  as  the  best  solution 
of  existing  difficulties,  the  establishment 
of  ''vassal  and  tributary  autonomous 
States  in  Bosnia  and  the  Herzegovina," 
the  cession  of  a  port  on  the  Adriatic  and 
some  adjacent  portions  of  territory  to 
Montenegro,  and  of  the  fortress  of  little 
Zvomik,  so  long  a  subject  of  dispute,  to 
Servia.  Here,  then,  was  a  clear  and 
definite  proposal  on  the  part  of  one,  and 
that  the  most  important,  of  the  three 
Powers.  Austria,  however,  had  objec- 
tions to  make.  The  Foreign  Minister 
eagerly  adopted  those  objections,  thereby 
giving  them  a  force  they  would  other- 
wise have  lacked,  and,  as  clearly  appears 
from  the  despatch  of  June  30th,  from 
Mr.  Macdonell  to  the  Foreign  Secre- 
tary, thereby  encouraged  Count  Andrassy 
to  state  to  the  Court  of  Berlin,  which 
had  not,  and,  so  far  as  appears  from 
these  Papers,  never  has  committed  itself 
against  the  proposal  of  Bussia,  that 
under  no  circumstances  would  he  come 
into  it.     Here  is  the  despatch — 

"  Mr.    Macdonell    to    the    Earl    of   Derby. — 
(Received  Juno  30.) 

"  Berlin,  Juno  30, 1876. 
"  (Telegraphic.) 

"Count  Karolvi  informs  me  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  Mr.  Fnench  having  communicated  ^ 
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Count  Andrassy  ycmr  Lordship's  deroatoli  to 
Lord  A.  Loftus  of  the  14th  instant,  he  had  been 
instructed  to  state  to  the  German  Grovemment 
that  his  Government  would  disapprove  and 
object  to  any  possible  autonomy  for  the  Pro- 
vinces in  insurrection. 

''He  asked  me  if  a  similar  communication 
had  been  made  by  me  to  the  German  Govern- 
ment. I  answered  that  I  had  not  made  any 
such  communication." 

I  said  that  the  support  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  for  England 
gave  the  Austrian  objections  a  force  they 
would  otherwise  have  lacked,  and  I 
said  so  because  the  internal  position  of 
Austria — with  her  dual  Government  and 
her  17  local  Parliaments  in  Cisleithania 
alone,  not  to  mention  the  local  Parlia- 
ment at  Agram,  of  which  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Tamworth  (Mr.  Han- 
bury)  seems  to  have  so  low  an  opinion — 
would  not  have  allowed  Austria  to  resist 
the  combined  voices  of  England  and  of 
Bussia.  There  is  no  solution  of  this 
Eastern  question  possible  which  will  not 
be  more  or  less  disagreeable  to  Austria 
and  Hungary;  and  what  a  Foreign 
Minister  has  to  look  for  is  not  the  policy 
agreeable,  but  the  policy  the  least  dis- 
agreeable to  them.  It  is  clear  from 
these  Papers  that  Hungary  will  not 
allow  any  annexation  of  Slavonic  terri- 
tory to  the  kingdom,  for  fear  of  disturb- 
ing the  balance  of  power  within  it ;  and 
it  is  also  clear  that  it  is  not  the  interest 
of  Austria  to  see  one  large  Slavonic 
kingdom  established  between  the  Danube 
and  the  Balkan,  because  of  the  attrac- 
tion it  would  exorcise  on  Dalmatia.  Con- 
sequently, next  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  statm  in  quo,  and  trusting  to  the 
chapter  of  accidents,  the  establishment 
of  vassal  and  tributary  States,  though 
not  without  considerable  danger  to  Aus- 
tria, is  the  policy  least  liable  to  objection 
at  Vienna.  Now,  what  were  the  reasons 
which  weighed  with  Count  Andrassy, 
and  so  impressed  the  mind  of  the  Foreign 
Secretary  that  he  shrunk  from  the 
adoption  of  the  Eussian  proposal  ?  They 
are  summed  up  in  the  despatches  of 
the  Foreign  Secretary  of  Juno  27  and 
June  28  to  Sir  Andrew  Buchanan  and 
Lord  Augustus  Loftus.  I  shall  say  a 
few  words  on  each  of  them.  First,  comes 
the  existence  of  a  Mahomedan  popu- 
lation, 000,000  strong,  in  Bosnia,  and 
the  probability  of  the  Mahomedan 
population  suffering  great  wrongs  under 
Christian  rule.  Now  the  present  state 
of  things   is  that  the  Christian  popu- 
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lation  is  suffering  g^reftt  opprenm 
under  Mahomedan  rule.  There  ii 
consequently  a  choice  of  diffiovlties.  I 
confess  myself  that  the  ezistenoe  of  this 
Mahomedan  population  seems  to  me 
to  furnish  rather  an  argnznent  for  thin 
against  diplomatic  intervention.  Di|^ 
macy  might  ^ain  guarantees  for  {he  pro- 
tection of  this  population,  which  otner- 
wise  it  would  be  hard  to  obtain.  I 
would  in  any  case  point  out,  that  if  anj 
hon.  Member  will  run  his  eye  over  the 
Treaties  regulating  the  position  of  Serm, 
he  will  find  that  diplomacy  has  not  been 
unable  to  deal  with  a  siniUar  question  in 
the  case  of  that  country.  Next,  Goont 
Andrassy  states  certain  objections  to  the 
idea  of  confining  the  GoTemment  of 
Bosnia  to  a  hereditary  andyiM#t-inde- 
pendent  Pasha,  like  the  iKhedive  of 
^?7P^-  ^u^  before  taking  notice  of 
these  objections,  the  House  would,  I 
think,  like  to  know  if  anybody  has  ersr 
seriously  contemplated  such  a  plan. 
Then  it  is  stated  that  if  autonomy  k 
given  to  Bosnia,  it  must  be  given  to 
Bulgaria,  where  conditions  more  favoiir- 
able  to  autonomy  exist  than  in  Bosnia ; 
so  the  Austrian  Minister  himself,  with 
great  truth,  observes.  But  I  do  not  think 
that  this  circumstance,  however  much 
it  may  be  an  objection  at  Vienna,  will 
be  considered  an  objection  in  the  Honie 
of  Commons.  Next  it  is  added,  that  if 
Bosnia  and  the  Herzegovina  are  made 
autonomous,  Servia,  Montenegro,  and 
Boumania  may  demand  complete  inde- 
pendence, and  Greece  may  ask  for  a 
rectification  of  her  frontiers.  All  this  ii 
quite  true,  but  may  not  these  same  de- 
mands be  advanced  now  ?  In  fact,  have 
we  not  some  reason  for  supposing  that 
they  are  being  actually  advanced  f  Hien 
the  Foreign  Minister  of  England  con- 
cludes by  saying  that  he  is  not  prepared 
to  draw  up  a  constitution  in  detail  for 
the  Turkish  Provinces.  To  which  I  reply, 
that  nobody  ever  asked  that  he  should 
do  so,  but  that  he  should  enter  into  com- 
munication with  the  other  great  Euro- 
pean Powers  having  Treaty  engagements 
with  Turkey,  on  the  basis  proposed  bj 
the  Bussian  Government — ^namely,  that 
of  granting  a  certain  degree  of  autonomy 
to  these  insurgent  Provinces. 

And  here  I  wish  to  observe  thai  the 
names  of  the  greatest  statesmen  of  Eog* 
land  may  be  cited  in  favour  of  grant- 
ing autonomy  to  those  provinces.  My 
hon.    Friend   the   Member   for   Fools 
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(Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  has  called  my  at- 
tention to  a  passage  in  the  Life  of  Lord 
Falmenton,  from  which  it  appears  that 
that  eminent  statesman  foresaw  the  pos- 
sibility, if  not  the  probability,  of  such  a 
Bolntion  being  adopted  at  no  distant 
date,  in  the  case  of  the  Herzegovina  at 
least.  Lord  Bussell,  in  a  recent  pam- 
phlet, has  advocated  the  idea;  Lord 
Stratford  de  BedclifTe — and  I  can  quote 
no  higher  authority — in  a  letter  written 
at  an  early  period  of  these  troubles  used 
the  followmg  words : — 

**  The  Henegoyina  and  Bosnia  might  bo  put 
in  a  itate  of  vassalago  to  the  Sultan,  similar  to 
that  in  which  Servia  stands.  A  bolt  of  such 
principalities,  including  Moldavia,  Wallachia, 
and  MontenecTO,  interposed  between  Russia  and 
Atutria  on  tne  one  side,  and  Turkey  on  the 
other,  might  operate  as  a  protection  to  tho  Otto- 
man dominion  in  Europe,  and  a  pledge  of  dur- 
able peace  in  that  quarter.  In  fairness  to  the 
Torkxah  proprietors,  facilities  would  have  to  be 
Kriren  for  the  settlement  elsewhere  of  sudi  of 
tliem  as  chose  to  emigrate,  and  for  the  sale  of 
their  lands  and  houses.  On  tho  other  hand,  the 
8iiltan*B  concession  would  carry  with  it  a  just 
daim  for  tribute  from  the  emancipated  Pro- 
Tinoes.*' 

Last  but  not  least,  the  present  Foreign 
SeoretazT,  speaking  12  years  ago,  ex- 
pressed himself  thus — 

"  I  believe  the  breakinfj^  up  of  the  Turkish 
Empire  to  be  only  a  question  of  time,  and  pro- 
bably not  a  very  long  time.  The  Turks  have 
played  their  part  in  history ;  they  have  had  their 
day,  and  that  day  is  over ;  and  1  confess  I  do 
not  understand,  except  it  bo  from  the  influence 
of  old  diplomatic  traditions,  the  determination 
of  your  older  statesmen  to  stand  by  tho  Turkish 
rule,  whether  right  or  wrong.  I  think  wo  aro 
making  for  ourselves  enemies  of  raccis  which  will 
very  soon  become  in  Eastern  countries  dominant 
xmces,  and  I  think  we  are  keeping  back  countries 
bv  whose  improvement,  we,  as  the  great  traders 
o)  the  worlfC  should  be  tho  great  gainers,  and 
that  we  are  doing  this  for  no  earthly  advantage, 
prewnt  or  prospective.  I  admit  tiiat  England 
nas  an  interest,  and  a  very  strong  one,  in  the 
neutrality  of  Egypt,  and  some  interest  also, 
ihoagh  to  a  less  extent,  in  Constantinople  not 
falling  into  the  hands  of  a  great  European 
Power :  but,  these  two  points  set  aside,  I  can  con- 
ceive  no  injury  arising  to  Great  Britain  from 
any  transfer  of  power  whidi  might  affect  the 
Torkiih  Emjnre.^' 

But  I  may  be  told,  this  is  an  ideal 
plan.  The  droumstances  of  place  and 
time  are  hostile  to  it.  But  what  are  the 
facts  ?  ■  Nobody  pretends  that  these  in- 
Borsent  Frevinces  are  prosperous  or  very 
ciTuixed  communities^  but  they  are  at 
least  as  prosperous  and  as  civilized  as 
were  Servia,  Boiunania,  and  Greece, 
when  you  obtained  a  practical  indepen- 


dence for  those  countries.  I  am  not 
ashamed  of  confessing  to  a  belief — it 
may  seem  unfashionable  to  some  per- 
sons— that  free  institutions  will  of  them- 
selves ffive  a  force  and  vigour  to  a  coun- 
try, which  in  a  short  time  will  work 
marvels  in  the  way  even  of  material  de- 
velopment ;  and  if  I  wished  to  find  an 
illustration  of  the  truth  of  this,  it  would 
be  in  Servia  and  Roumania  that  I  would 
go  to  seek  it.  Those  countries  are  no 
longer  the  same  countries  they  were  be- 
fore 1829.  They  were  then  parts  of 
Asia,  but  are  now  European,  and  I  say 
this — Give  Bosnia,  give  Bulgaria  the 
same  form  of  government,  and  you  will 
find  the  same  results.  Now  as  to  time : 
and  this  is  a  very  important  matter,  for 
the  Foreign  Secretary  committed  himself 
in  tho  interview  with  Count  Schouvaloff 
on  June  2l8t,  to  which  I  have  already 
alluded,  to  this  position — namely,  that 
whatever  intervention  might  be  deemed 
advisable  by  the  Government,  would  be 
more  likely  to  be  efficacious  at  the  ter- 
mination than  at  the  beginning  of  the 
struggle.  Now,  on  this  subject,  the 
Eussian  Ambassador  made  a  reply, 
which  I  shall  read  to  the  House.  He 
said — 

**  The  Rudsian  Government  mnst  dissent  from 
the  opinion  that  it  would  be  useless  to  look  for 
a  practical  solution  till  hostilities  had  resulted 
in  some  definite  issue.  ITiey  had  always  held, 
on  the  contrary,  that  the  Towers  should  use 
their  best  efforts  to  avert  a  fanatical  war  of  ex- 
termination, both  on  prrounds  of  goneral  humanity 
and  for  their  own  interests.  The  consequencea 
of  such  a  war  would  be  incalculable.  It  would 
ruin  both  victors  and  vanquished,  and  would 
smother  in  its  infancy  the  future  prosi>erity  of 
those  countries,  from  the  civilization  of  which 
Kurope  had  every  advantage  to  gain." 

Now,  these  words  seem  to  me  to  be  the 
words  of  wisdom.  They  are  also  the 
words  of  humanity,  and  I  believe  the 
House  would  have  been  glad  if  I  could 
have  told  them  tliey  were  the  words  of 
the  Foreign  Secretary  of  England,  in- 
stead of  being  those  of  the  Eussian  Am- 
bassador. 

Why,  then,  I  venture  to  ask,  were 
the  Eussian  proposals  rejected  ?  I 
cannot  help  fearing  that  it  was  because 
of  that  unworthy  suspicion  of  everything 
Eussian  that  seems  at  times  to  seize 
hold  of  this  country.  I  am  far  indeed 
from  asserting  that  under  no  circum- 
stances can  England  and  Eussia  have  di- 
vergent interests.  It  is  not  desirable  that 
the  control  of  the  MedileTiauewi  ^wiX& 

G  2 


167    TurUy^The  iMurrectum  in    [COMMONS}     Bosnia  ami  JTeru^ovinM.     168 


?a8s  absolutely  into  the  hands  of  Bussia. 
can  imagine  that  at  some  future  day 
English  and  Bussian  interests  may  come 
into  collision  on  the  frontiers  of  India, 
but  I  also  believe  that  a  prudent  diplo- 
macy may  avert  the  danger  of  these 
things  happening.  Bussian  influence 
on  the  Mediterranean  must  exist.  You 
can  no  more  prevent  it  than  Bussia  can 
prevent  your  influence  existing  in  the 
Channel  and  the  North  Sea.  This  con- 
stant fear  and  suspicion  of  Bussia  did 
not  always  exist  in  this  country.  Lord 
Chatham  once  said  ''  he  was  altogether 
a  Buss,"  and  when  Mr.  Pitt  wanted  to 
go  to  war  with  Bussia  about  the  fortress 
of  Oczakow,  he  was  stopped  by  the  unani- 
mous voice  of  the  English  people.  But 
I  may  be  told  that  in  the  last  century 
Bussia  was  regard  as  a  useful  counter- 
poise to  French  ambition,  and  that  the 
circumstances  of  the  time  are  since  then 
entirely  altered.  Let  me  assume  that 
that  is  the  case,  and  I  have  no  wish  to 
deny  it.  Let  me  also  assume  for  a  mo- 
ment the  truth  of  ever3rthing  which  the 
most  extreme  Bussophobist  could  put 
forward  about  Bussian  designs,  and 
then  let  mo  ask  what  greater  obstacle 
you  could  interpose  to  the  advance  of 
the  Bussians  on  Constantinople  than  by 
covering  the  Balkan  Peninsula  with 
free  and  independent  States?  Is  Bou- 
mania  an  assistance  or  an  obstacle  to  a 
Bussian  advance  on  Constantinople  ? 
Would  a  self-governing  Bulgaria  be  an 
assistance  or  an  obstacle?  Let  hon. 
Members  look  at  the  map,  and  they 
will  hardly  hesitate  as  to  their  reply. 
Does  anybody  think  that  countries  en- 
loying  free  institutions  would  wish  to 
be  absorbed  into  a  despotically  governed 
Empire  ?  As  well  say  that  England 
would  wish  to  be  annexed  to  a  French 
Empire. 

And  now,  in  conclusion,  let  me  point 
out  what  has  happened  since  the  Fo- 
reign Secretary  rejected  the  Bussian 
projiosals.  The  war  has  extended  itself 
over  a  largo  area ;  Servia  and  Afon- 
tenogro  have  joined  it ;  the  contest  has 
assumed  a  character  of  the  utmost  fero- 
city, and  threatens  to  prolong  its  exist- 
once.  We  are  told  every  day  that  the 
Turks  are  going  to  take  ]3elgrade  to- 
morrow. My  own  fear  is  that  this 
struggle  is  going  to  degenerate  into  a 

fueriUa  warfare,  which  may  go  on  inde- 
nitely.     The    country  is  well  adapted 
for  such  a  war,  covered  as  it  is  with 
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long  mountain  ranges  and  thick  woods; 
and  the  termination  of  the  stmg^e,  the 
happy  period  marked  out  by  uie  Fo- 
reign Secretary  for  mediation,  when  he 
is  to' appear  and  distribute  blessings  all 
round,  may  still  be  veiy  far   disUnt 
Each  day  that  passes  makes  a  settle- 
ment   more    difficult.       The    religioai 
hatreds  which  are   being  aroused,  the 
atrocities  which  are  beings    committed, 
are  dividing  Turk  and  Slav   wider  and 
wider   apart.    The  sympathies  of  the 
Bussian  population,  the  desire  of  Boa- 
mania  and  Oreece  to  aggrandize  them- 
selves, may  extend  the  contest  yet  fiov- 
ther.      All    the    dangers    foreseen  by 
Count  Andrassy  ^ow  greater  instead  of 
less.    Therefore  it  is  that  I  have  placed 
an    Amendment    on    the    Paper  —  the 
Forms  of  the  House  will  not,  indeed, 
permit  me  to  move  it — urging  on  the 
Government,  even  at  this  eleventh  honr, 
to  attempt  by  diplomatic  action,  while 
there  is  yet  time,  to  stay  this  conflict, 
and  obtain  a  measure  of  self-goreni- 
ment  for  the  insurgent  Provinces.  They 
will  not,  indeed,  be  able  to  propose  & 
with  the  same  prospect  of  success  with 
which  they  might  have  suggested  it  in 
June,  but  I  believe  that  each  honr  that 
passes  makes  intervention  more,  rather 
than  less,  difficult.  Delay  becomes  more 
and  more  perilous.     Day  by  day,  month 
by  month,  as  the  struggle  deepens,  it 
will  become  harder  to  confine  it  within 
the    present    limits,   and    your  policy, 
begun    apparently  in  order    to    chedc 
Bussian  advance,  may  end  in  promoting 
it,  while  England,  the  mother  of  free 
nations,  will  stand  convicted  before  the 
eyes  of  Europe  of  having  tried  to  check  the 
enfranchisement  of  an  oppressed  people, 
without  even  having  had  the  miserable 
satisfaction  of  succeeding  in  the  attempt 
AfR.  J.    HOLMS  said,  that  he  was 
but  little  anxious  to  criticize  the  action 
of  the   Government    up    to    a    certain 
time  in  relation  to  this  question.     He 
would  far  rather  make  use  of  the  oc- 
casion to  press  forward  that  which  was 
more    practical,    than    to  criticize    the 
doings   of  the  Government,   who  had 
followed,   to  a  great  extent,    the  tra- 
ditional policy  of  the  Foreign   Office, 
which  had  been    pursued   for  genera- 
tions— namely,   to   maintain    the    Tur- 
kish rule,in  the  East,  j  Every  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  every  body  in  the  countxT,wa8 
most  anxious  to  know  what  was  to  be  the 
future  policy  of  the  Government  in 
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ferenoe  to  the  Eastern  Question.  The 
imoertainty  of  the  state  of  affairs  affected 
more  or  less  the  trade  of  England,  be- 
cause looking  at  the  state  of  the  struggle 
now  between  Turkey  and  her  revolted 
IVovinces,  no  one  could  tell  what  would 
be  the  results  a  short  time  hence,  for 
whether  Turkey  or  Servia  won  there 
were  sure  to  be  complications.  If  Tur- 
key won,  her  triumph  would  be  merely 
temporary,  and  she  would  continue  to 
be  offensive  to  Europe  as  she  had  been 
in  times  past.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
lueeess  should  attend  the  arms  of  those 
rebellious  northern  Provinces  and  they 
should  conquer,  what  would  be  the 
ftitore  of  Turkey  ?  We  knew  that 
Austria,  Bussia,  and  Prussia  wore  look- 
ing with  desiring  eyes  upon  the  Turks. 
It  was  therefore  wise  of  the  people  of 
this  country  to  wish  to  know  distinctly 
from  the  U-ovemment  what  was  the 
course  which  they  intended  to  pursue. 
He  asked  the  House  to  consider  what 
]iad  been  the  state  of  Turkey  during  the 
last  20  years.  It  was  shown  that  Turkey 
Iiad  been  during  that  time  as  ''  a  dead 
body  "  among  the  nations  of  Europe, 
and  that  she  had  not  adopted  any 
European  habit  but  one — namely,  she 
had  accumulated  (and,  he  might  add,  re- 
pudiated) a  great  National  Debt.  He 
might  refer  to  a  great  speech  which 
was  made  by  the  celebrated  statesman 
Burke  in  the  House  on  the  29th  of 
March,  1791,  in  which  he  said  that  the 
Turks  had  nothing  to  do  with  European 
Power,  they  despised  and  contemned  all 
Christian  Princes  and  people  as  infidels, 
and  that  savages  as  they  were,  they 
seemed  to  do  nothing  but  spread  ruin 
and  desolation,  and  should  not  be  ad- 
mitted to  recognition  with  the  other 
European  Powers.  He  (Mr.  Holms)  did 
not  tnink  that  the  character  which  was 
given  of  the  Turks  in  1791  by  that  dis- 
tmg^uished  statesman  was  different  from 
that  of  the  present  day,  and  they  found 
that  the  opinion  recently  expressed  by 
Iiord  Derby  corresponded  with  it.  The 
Turks  had  played  their  game  in  such  a 
manner  that  mej  had  their  day,  and 
that  day  was  gone.  Mr.  Cobden,  in 
1853,  expressed  himself  strongly  in  re- 
ference to  the  Turks,  and  had  his  opinion 
and  words  been  acted  upon  this  country 
would  not  have  been  dragged  into  the 
Orimean  War.  He  thought  that,  having 
regard  to  our  past  policy,  and  remem- 
bering the  great  Christian  population 


that  there  was  in  Turkey,  this  country 
should  declare  clearly  and  distinctly  that 
it  would  prefer  to  see  some  other  Govern- 
ment than  a  Mahomedan  Government 
ruling  in  Turkey ;  and  that  not  in  rela- 
tion to  Christians  alone,  but  to  the  poorer 
classes  of  Turks  as  well — in  truth,  the 
march  of  civilization  had  come  to  a 
stand-still  in  Turkey.  He  could  not  but 
think  that  if  the  people  of  England  had 
been  informed  in  1853  of  the  real  cha- 
racter and  state  of  affairs  in  Turkey, 
and  of  the  real  condition  of  Bussia, 
they  should  never  have  had  the  Crimean 
War.  Lord  Aberdeen  and  Mr.  Sidney 
Herbert  believed  that  the  British  forces 
and  their  ally  were  to  take  Sebastopol  in 
a  few  days.  Lord  Haglan  and  Admiral 
Dundas  were  of  the  same  opinion,  and 
formed  strange  estimates  of  the  Bussian 
forces,  the  one  estimating  them  at  30,000, 
the  other  at  120,000  strong.  They  had 
had  a  Sebastopol  Committee,  who,  in 
their  Eeport,  showed  the  state  of  igno- 
rance which  the  English  Government  were 
in  at  that  day.  Lord  Aberdeen  in  his 
evidence  stated  that  the  English  Minis- 
ters were  in  a  state  of  deplorable  dark- 
ness on  the  subject,  and  acknowledged 
that  the  country  was  getting  bettor 
information  from  the  Press  than  they 
got  from  the  Government,  just  as  was 
the  case  in  the  present  day.  The  Daily 
NewSf  on  the  23rd  of  June,  showed  that 
while  the  Foreign  Office  appeared  to  be 
in  ignorance  of  the  atrocities  committed 
by  the  Turks  in  Bulgaria,  20,000  to  30,000 
people  had  been  brutally  murdered. 
The  Prime  Minister  stated,  in  answer  to 
a  question  put  to  him  respecting  those 
assassinations,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  not  had  any  information 
of  such  atrocities.  Now  he  (Mr.  Holms) 
could  not  conceive  how  tlie  Foreign 
Office  could  have  kept  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  such  a  state  of  darkness. 
The  British  Consul  in  his  despatch  stated 
that  he  had  reason  to  believe  that  great 
atrocities  were  being  committed,  and  he 
said,  in  answer  to  an  inquiry,  that  it  had 
been  stated  by  one  person  5,000  or  6,000 
people  had  been  murdered;  another  said 
not  5,000  or  6,000,  but  25,000  or  26,000 
would  be  nearer  the  truth.  That  the 
atrocities  of  the  Circassians  and  Bashi 
Bazouks  were  committed  with  the  full 
knowledge  of  the  Turkish  Government 
was  evident  from  a  letter  which  he  had 
received  from  an  American  missionary 
in  Bulgaria.     The  ^vritor,  who  had  every 
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opportunity  of  obtainiug  correc  infor- 
mation,  said — 

"  It  has  boon  stated  that  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment was  forced  to  employ  Circassians  and 
Bashi  Bazouks.  This  is  entirely  false.  There 
were  thousands  of  the  best  troops  of  the  Turkish 
Army  at  Constantinople  who  might  have  been 
sent  by  railway  in  24  hours  to  the  scene  of  the 
revolt.  Why  wore  they  not  sent  ?  The  simple 
truth  is  that  the  late  War  Minister  was  deter- 
mined to  strike  terror  into  the  hearts  of  the  Bul- 
garian people;  hence  the  employment  of  the 
Circassians  and  Bashi  Bazouks." 

Now,  as  in  1853,  there  was  an  evident 
desire  in  some  quarters  to  magnify  the 
resources  and  position  of  Turkey  and  to 
depreciate  those  of  Eussia.  But  what 
was  the  true  state  of  things?  Turkey 
was  relapsing  into  barbarism,  for  she 
had  receded  rather  than  advanced  since 
1853.  Corruption,  oppression,  and  the 
Sultan  had  reigned  conjointly;  commerce 
had  greatly  (uminished,  in  our  case  to 
the  amount  of  25  per  cent,  and  the  coun- 
try was  in  a  deplorable  condition.  She 
had  a  nominal  debt  of  £156,000,000,  of 
which  she  had  received  £86,000,000,  and 
which  represented  on  the  Stock  Exchange 
a  value  of  only  £18,150,000.  It  was 
true  that  her  creditors  had  lost  but  little 
for  they  got  back  a  considerable  sum 
in  the  shape  of  extremely  high  interest. 
Taking  into  account  all  the  interest  above 
4  per  cent,  they  had  been  re-imbursed  to 
the  amount  of  about  £25,000,000.  But 
there  still  remained  £61,000,000  which 
Turkey  had  received,  and  for  this  she 
had  almost  nothing  to  show — no  public 
works,  no  railways,  nothing,  in  short, 
of  a  useful  public  character.  Eussia,  on 
the  other  hand,  had  progressed.  Our 
trade  with  her  was  increasing  rapidly. 
Her  Debtwas  £159,000,000.  Of  this  she 
had  received  £131,000,000,  the  value  of 
which  on  the  Stock  Exchange  was  nearly 
£135,000,000,  and  for  every  £10,000  of 
money  borrowed  she  had  a  mile  of  rail- 
way to  show,  independently  of  other 
improvements  which  she  had  eflfocted. 
With  respect  to  those  railways,  he  de- 
nied they  had  been  created  for  military 
purposes  alone,  and  contended  that  they 
were  to  a  considerable  extent  the  result 
of  the  commercial  progress  of  the  coun- 
try, and  it  should  not  be  forgotten  she  had 
given  freedom  lOyears  ago  to  22,000,000 
of  serfs.  All  this  went  to  prove  that  the 
relative  condition  of  Eussia  and  Turkey 
now  was  very  different  from  what  it  was 
at  the  time  of  the  Crimean  War.    As  a 

Jiff.  J,  Jlolma 


solution  of  the  present  difficulty  it  bad 
been  suggested  that  with  reg^ard  to  the 
future  of  Turkey  a  belt  of  free  Btttei 
should  be  created,  indudine  "RnTim^Ti^ 
Herzegovina,  Bosnia,  Semay  and  Hon- 
teneg^o,  all  lying  to  the  north  of  thit 
country,  and  he  thought  the  suggestioB 
a  good  one,  and  the  present  a  favoniaUA 
moment  for  carrying  it  into  effect;  hoX 
if  it  was  to  be  carried  into  effect  at  all, 
it  would  be  absolutely  necessaiy  to  in- 
clude Bulgaria.  It  was  there  that  the 
conflict  of  race  and  religion  was  keenest, 
and  unless  it  were  brought  within  the 
circle  of  free  States  they  were  onlj 
wasting  their  time  and  labour.  It  vu 
said  we  ought  to  support  Turkey  <m, 
account  of  our  position  in  India;  but 
what  did  we  gain  by  supporting  that 
Mahomedan  Power  20  years  ago  ?  Thej 
all  knew  how  soon  tne  Crimean  War 
was  followed  by  the  terrible  Sepoy  Ma- 
tiny.  He  concluded  that  ffood  Goren- 
ment  was  the  only  means  dj  which  wa 
could  continue  to  hold  India. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  as  between 
the  Motion  and  the  Amendment  thai 
are  before  us,  and  as  between  tha 
speeches  by  which  that  Motion  auid  that 
Amendment  respectively  were  supported, 
I  must  confess  that  I  have  vety  little 
difficulty  in  making  my  choice  and 
giving  my  preference  to  the  Amendment 
I  will  immediately  state  the  reason,  bat 
in  the  meantime  I  must  make  a  remaA 
on  one  at  least  of  the  speeches  we  have 
heard  to-night  in  support  of  the  Motion. 
I  thought  my  hon.  Fnend  who  made  the 
Motion  (Mr.  Bruce)  advanced  upon  tha 
whole  a  very  elaborate  and  ingenioua 
plea  on  what  is  termed  the  Ottoman  aide 
of  the  question.  But  when  I  heard  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Second- 
er of  the  Motion  (Mr.  Hanbury),  I  am 
bound  to  confess  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Mover  of  it  was  entirely  eclipsed,  to 
a  degree  which  it  was  hardly  possible  to 
estimate.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
who  proposed  the  Amendment  (Mr. 
Fors3rth),  said  it  was  such  a  speecn  sa 
might  have  been  made  by  a  Turkiah 
Minister ;  but  I  must  say  that  I  doubt 
whether  any  Turkish  Minister  would 
have  gone  to  such  a  length  to  demonstrate 
as  he  did,  from  his  own  point  of  TieWi 
that  there  was  indeed  somebody  who 
ought  to  be  put  out  of  Europe,  hut  that 
it  was  not  the  Turkish  Power,  hut  those 
Christians  whom  he  described  as  so  in- 
ferior in  every  personal  virtue,  as  having 
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no  g^evance  except  from  their  own 
superiors  and  their  own  Bishops,  and,  in 
fact,  as  having  no  cause  of  complaint 
whatever  in  relation  to  the  Ottoman  Oo- 
vemment.  On  the  showing  of  the  hon. 
Member,  nothing  could  be  more  clear  or 
ingenuous  than  the  character  of  the 
expulsion  that  ought  to  be  effected ;  but 
with  regard  to  the  Motion  itself,  I  wish 
to  point  out  a  strong  reason  against  its 
adoption.  I  quite  agree  with  the  Mover 
that  while  maintaining  our  full  and  free 
liberty  of  criticism — and  if  we  are  not  to 
criticize  freely,  our  discussion  is  worth- 
less— we  ought  not  to  give  to  this  debate 
the  character  of  one  of  our  own  domestic 
political  discussions.  I  am  therefore 
extremely  glad  that  by  the  judicious 
action  of  the  Mover  of  the  Motion  those 
words  which  had  a  tendency  of  that  kind 
were  removed,  and  also  that  the  Govern- 
ment with,  I  think,  very  good  judgment, 
are  understood  to  have  favoured  that 
removal.  But  when  I  read  the  Motion 
I  find  that  when  it  indicates  a  view — 
I  know  not  whether  it  be  peculiar  to 
himself,  but — which  I  cannot  think  is 
the  general  view  of  this  House,  especially 
when  I  interpret  it  by  the  speech  which 
he  delivered.    He  desires  that — 

*'  Her  Majesty's  Government,  while  main- 
taining the  respect  duo  to  existing  Treaties, 
•houldexercise  all  their  intluenco  with  the  view 
of  securing  the  conmion  wclfuro  and  eqmil  treat- 
ment of  the  \'arious  races  and  religions  which 
are  under  the  authority  of  the  Sublime  Porto." 

And  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Portsmouth  confirms  me  in 
the  belief — in  fact,  conveys  to  mo  the 
knowledge — that  I  construe  these  words 
with  accuracy,  when  I  sny  they  were 
intended  to  convey  the  opinion  that  it 
would  be  wrong,  under  the  circumstances 
of  the  present  war  in  Europe,  to  seek 
for  a  remedy  that  shall  be  applicable  to 
these  Provinces  in  particular,  but  that 
what  we  ought  to  launch  in  lieu  of  that 
method  of  proceeding  is  some  plan  which, 
applying  to  the  whole  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire,  will  establish  the  common  wel- 
fare and  equal  treatment  of  all  its  popu- 
lations. I  hardly  think  the  House  will 
be  disposed  to  give  expression  to  that 
opinion.  I  can  perfectly  well  under- 
stand the  benevolent  anxiety  that  what- 
ever is  done  for  practic^  reform  in 
Turkey  shall  be  done  in  such  a  way  as 
to  have  at  least  the  capacity  of  providing 
for  the  whole  of  the  various  populations 


of  the  Ottoman  Empire.  But  I  cannot 
possibly  understand  that  it  would  be 
right  for  us,  as  a  branch  of  the  British 
Legislature,  at  a  time  when  a  conflagra- 
tion has  begun  to  arise,  which  becomes 
more  and  more  dangerous  the  longer  it 
continues,  and  which  may  at  any  moment 
widen  its  range,  to  decline  to  send  out 
the  fire  engine  to  put  out  that  conflagra- 
tion, until  we  have  ascertained  that  every 
other  dwelling  in  the  Turkish  Empire 
has  been  made  fire-proof.  That  I  take 
to  be  a  familiar  and  homely,  but  the 
true  method  of  representing  the  case. 
On  that  account,  therefore,  I  hope  the 
House  will  refuse  to  commit  itself  to  any 
such  opinion.  Under  the  terms  of  the 
Amendment,  I  am  not  at  all  aware  that 
the  matter  is  likely  to  be  decided  by  a 
division ;  but  I  find  there  the  declaration 
tliat  effectual  guarantees  are  to  be  taken 
according  to  the  sense  of  the  Amendment, 
and  especially  with  reference  to  the  Sla- 
vonic Provinces  for  good  and  impartial 
government,  irrespective  of  race  or  creed. 
Those  appear  to  me  to  be  woll-ehosen 
words.  They  exclude  that  unjust,  un- 
founded, and  offensive  idea  that  we  are 
liere  urging  a  merely  religious  conflict. 
We  are  doing,  I  apprehend,  nothing  of 
the  kind.  In  so  far  as  religion  enters 
into  this  question  it  is  our  duty  to  con- 
sider it  primarily  and  simply  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  and  as  my  hon.  Friend  points 
out,  what  we  are  to  sock  for  are  guaran- 
tees for  good  and  equal  government,  and 
that  we  are  to  be  guided  entirely  by  the 
necessities  of  the  case.  I  hope  it  will  be 
allowed  that  I  have  not  shown  any 
undue  impatience  of  late  to  intrude  my- 
self into  the  discussions  of  the  House. 
I  am  reluctant  to  trouble  thorn  on  a 
question  where  I  must  necessarily  speak 
at  some  length,  but  at  the  same  time 
I  feel  that  I  have  a  duty  specially  in- 
cumbent on  me.  And  that  duty  arises 
because  in  this  House  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  I  am  the  only  person  who 
has  been  officially  connected  with  this 
great  question  in  its  historical  character, 
who  is  responsible  for  the  proceedings 
connected  with  the  Crimean  War,  and 
not  only  so,  but  who  says  now,  in  a  day 
when  the  Crimean  War  is  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent state  of  popularity  from  that 
which  it  enjoyed  and  elicited  a  quarter 
of  a  century  ago,  that  he  does  not  at  all 
shrink  from  that  responsibility.  I  wL^h 
to  establish  the  connection  between  the 
subject  before  us  as  we  have  it  now  and 
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the  Crimean  "War.  I  shall  endeavour  to 
show  that  it  is  in  the  policy  and  in  the 
results  of  the  Crimean  War  that  were  a 
to  seek  for  the  means  by  which  we  may 
be  enabled  honourably  and  usefully  to 
play  our  part  in  finding  an  honourable 
solution  of  the  present  question ;  and  I 
must  begin  by  trying  to  remove  a  per- 
fectly intelligible  and  innocent,  but  very 
singular  and  curious  misapprehension 
which  has  prevailed.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Birmingham  is 
not  now  in  his  place.  On  a  recent  occa- 
sion, when,  unhappily  I  did  not  hear 
him — I  was  not  in  my  place — my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bright),  anxious  that 
we  should  not,  as  it  were,  tumble  acci- 
dentally into  die  muddle  of  another  war, 
and  not  unnaturally  alarmed  by  the  tone 
of  some  of  the  manifestations  that  had 
been  made  in  various  portions  of  the 
Press,  said — I  quote  him  with  substan- 
tial accuracy — ^that — "We  drifted  into 
a  war  in  1853,  as  we  were  then  informed 
by  the  Foreign  Minister  of  that  date. 
Don't  let  us  drift  into  another."  Now, 
this  is  a  very  curious  and  remark- 
able example  of  the  ease  with  which  an 
expression  perfectly  innocent,  and  not 
open,  as  it  was  used,  to  any  misapprehen- 
sion at  all,  has  nevertheless,  by  the  force 
of  what  I  may  call  mythical  accretion, 
acquired  a  meaning  totally  different 
from  that  in  which  it  was  originally  em- 
ployed. My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  is  not  to 
blame.  He  says  that  which  we  know 
to  bo  the  common  belief.  The  com- 
mon belief  is  that  Lord  Clarendon  in 
his  place,  being  himself  the  Foreign 
Minister,  did  make  the  declaration  that 
we  had  drifted  into  the  Crimean  War — 
that  is  to  say,  that  we  had  been  carried 
into  it  without  our  own  free  choice  by 
causes  over  which  we  had  no  control, 
with  no  distinct  view  or  policy  to  guide 
our  course,  as  victims  and  playthings  of 
mere  circumstance.  That  is  the  popular 
belief ;  and  it  was  expressed  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  Now,  Lord  Clarendon 
never  said  any  such  thing.  What  he 
said  was  this — he  used  the  expression, 
but  I  have  before  me  the  words,  which 
I  have  taken  the  pains  to  find  out  in 
JTansardf  and  I  do  not  believe  that 
anybody  has  ever  thought  it  at  all  ne- 
cessary to  refer  to  the  original  docu- 
ment to  find  what  was  his  meaning. 
They  will  be  seen  in  the  130th  volume, 
page  568,  if  any  one  has  the  curiosity  to 
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look  for  them.  On  that  oocaidoii  the 
Marquess  of  Clanricarde  liad  raised  i 
debate  in  the  House  of  Lords  with  re* 
gard  to  the  policy  of  the  Gk>TeniineDt— 
Uiat  was  on  the  14th  of  Febmaxy,  Jnet 
before  the  declaration  of  war, — and  Laid 
Clarendon  having  explained  the  viewi 
and  the  policy  of  the  CK>yemment  eiid 
that,  having  done  with  the  Blue  Book, 
he  came  now  to  the  question  whetlur 
we  were  at  peace  or  at  war,  for  the 
noble  Marquess  had  wound  up  his  azga- 
ments  by  asking.  Are  we  at  peace,  or 
are  we  at  war  ?  Lord  Clarendon  an- 
swered that  negotiations  had  been 
brought  to  a  close,  that  diplomatic  inte^ 
course  between  the  two  countries  had 
been  suspended,  and  that  therefore  eU 
questions  of  policy  were  over  and  gone 
by;  that  the  Government  still  denied 
peace,  but  that  the  means  for  securing 
it  had  passed  away  from  their  hands, 
and  in  snort,  he  said,  **  We  are  drifting 
towards  war."  Li  using  that  phrase,  1m 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  we  had  not  had 
a  policy,  or  that  negotiations  had  not 
been  entered  into,  but  that  the  time  for 
negotiations  had  gone  by,  and  that  we 
had  reached  a  transition  period,  when 
we  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  await  the 
declaration  of  war  which  reached  as 
three  days  afterwards,  and  it  was  under 
these  circumstances  that  Lord  Clarendon 
used  the  expression,  '*  We  are  drifting 
towards  war. '  I  do  not  wish  to  beg  the 
question  that  the  policy  of  the  Crimean 
War  was  a  just  or  a  well-considered  one. 
That  is  a  question  upon  which  at  the 
time  there  was  some  difference  of  opi- 
nion. My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  opposed  the  policy  of 
the  war  with  admirable  consistency,  and 
in  that  he  was  supported  by  his  and  my 
equally  distinguished  Friend  the  late 
Mr.  Cobden,  and  they  both  firmly  re- 
sisted the  Crimean  War  and  the  policj 
of  the  Crimean  War  to  the  end.  Bat 
what  I  wish  to  point  out  now,  even  to 
those  who  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  and  with  Mr. 
Cobden  at  the  time,  is  that,  whatever 
objection  there  may  have  been  to  that 
war,  we  ought  not  to  ignore  or  disown 
the  consequences  of  that  war,  because  it 
has  given  us  the  means  and  has  imposed 
obligations  out  of  which  we  can  extract 
valuable  rules  and  principles  of  conduct 
that  will  be  most  usefm  to  us  in  the 
present  crisis.  What  was  then  the  poUcy 
of  the  Government  at  the  time  of  tiie  Cxi- 
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%.  mean  War?  It  was  two-fold.  It  was 
f)  intended  first,  to  defend  the  Turkish 
^  Xmpise  against  assaults  from  without, 
^  and,  secondly,  to  defend  her  from  cor- 
f  raption  and  dissolution  from  within. 
\  Tnth  regard  to  our  power  of  defend- 
;  ing  her  from  dissolution  from  within 
r  diTerse  opinions  were  held.  Some  were 
■anguine  on  the  point  and  some  were  the 
xererse.  Lord  Falmerston  hoped  for 
the  best,  but  others  did  not  share  his 
liopes.  We  all,  however,  felt  the  neces- 
■iiy  that  existed  for  repelling  the  external 
danger,  while  we  all  cherished  more  or 
leas  of  a  hope  that  much  might  be 
effected  within  the  precincts  of  the 
Turkish  Empire  for  the  purpose  of  ap- 
plying a  remedy  to  evils  which  were 
then  felt,  as  they  are  now  felt,  to  be 
ffross  and  intolerable.  We,  therefore, 
felt  it  to  be  our  duty  on  the  one  hand  to 
repel  all  external  danger  and  on  the 
oiner  to  meet  as  far  as  we  could  the  no 
1668  formidable  and  dangerous  disease 
from  within.  These  were  the  principles, 
as  was  explained  by  Lord  Falmerston 
with  very  great  force  in  the  very  able 
and  lucid  speech  in  discussing  the  Treaty 
of  Peace  in  1856,  which  the  Government 
of  that  day  had  in  view  in  entering  upon 
the  Crimean  War.  There  were  n)ur 
points  that  sugg^ted  that  line  of  opera- 
tion. The  first  related  to  the  navigation 
of  the  Danube,  over  which  Eussia  was 
fliought  at  the  time  to  have  a  dangerous 
oontrol ;  the  second  had  reference  to  the 
condition  of  the  Black  Sea  and  to  the 
position  of  Sebastopol,  which  was  then 
deemed,  and  was  justly  deemed,  to  be  a 
standing  menace  to  Turkey  under  the  cir- 
oomstances  that  then  existed ;  the  third 
related  to  the  Principalities,  which  were 
under  the  special  protection  of  Eussia — 
for  which  special  protection  the  Treaty 
of  Paris  in  1856  substituted  a  collective 
guarantee  of  the  Powers,  completely  and 
carefdlly  effacing  all  the  special  rights 
of  Bussia  in  respect  thereof;  and  the 
fourth  and  by  far  the  most  important  of 
all  referred  to  the  power,  which  was 
placed  by  Treaty  in  the  hands  of  Eussia, 
which  gave  her  the  right  of  her  dis- 
turbing the  States  of  the  East  under 
the  pretence  of  protecting  the  Christian 
flobjects  of  the  Porte.  By  the  Treaties 
that  had  been  entered  into,  as  well  as 
by  usage,  Bussia  was  thus  constituted 
the  duunpion  of  Christianity  in  Turkey, 
and  the  nad  the  power  of  affixing  her 
«wn  construction  upon  the   privileges 


accorded  to  the  Christian  subjects  of  the 
Porte,  and  it  was  open  to  her  at  any 
moment  which  she  thought  fit  to  select, 
to  say — "Now  is  the  time  for  me  to 
point  out  that  you  are  misusing  the 
Christians  in  that  particular  place  or 
circumstance.  I  call  upon  you  to  alter 
your  conduct,  or  else  I  menace  you  with 
the  threat  of  war."  That  was  the  state 
of  things  before  the  Crimean  War,  and 
Lord  Palmerston  in  the  speech  to  which 
I  refer  pointed  out  conclusively  that  the 
cause  of  the  war  grew  directly  out  of 
that  state  of  things.  By  the  famous 
mission  of  Prince  Menschikoff  the  de- 
mand of  Eussia  was  that  her  rights  of 
interference  with  the  internal  affairs  of 
Turkey  should  be  rendered  clearer,  more 
defined,  and  stronger,  and  she  manifested 
no  intention  of  contracting  or  of  receding 
from  those  rights.  I  will  now  refer 
shortly  to  the  results  of  that  war.  In 
the  meantime,  however,  let  me  entreat 
the  House  to  consider  the  risks  that  we 
run  from  imprudent  and  thoughtless 
language  being  used  with  regard  to 
Eussia.  Let  us  consider,  in  the  first 
place,  the  enormous  difference  in  the 
position  of  the  Eussia  of  1853  and  of  the 
Eussia  of  1876.  The  Eussia  of  1853 
was  in  the  possession  of  her  full  and  un- 
broken resources.  By  the  Crimean  War 
those  resources  in  men,  in  money,  and 
in  credit,  as  well  as  in  reputation,  were 
so  far  impaired  that  in  some  respects 
even  now,  after  20  years  of  peace,  Eussia 
is  not  where  she  stood  in  1853.  In  1853, 

Eartly  through  the  wars  then  recent 
etween  Austria  and  Hungary,  she  had 
attained  the  height  of  military  glory. 
That  is  not  now  me  condition  of  Eussia. 
Although  she  offered  throughout  the 
Crimean  War  a  most  gallant  resistance, 
and  could  not  be  said  in  the  course  of  it 
to  have  lost  military  credit,  her  position 
in  Europe  since  that  war  has  not  been 
what  it  was  before  it,  and  she  does  not 
hold  that  towering  position  which  she 
appeared  to  hold  at  that  period.  On  the 
contrary,  she  is  now  involved  in  military 
burdens  and  responsibilities  with  regard 
to  wild  and  barbarous  tribes,  which  she 
has  thought  it  her  duty,  or  has  found  it 
necessary,  to  subjugate  or  contend  with 
in  Central  Asia,  and  although  it  may 
have  been  thought  by  those  whom  I 
believe  to  be  light-minded  politicians  in 
this  country,  that  her  conflicts  with 
those  tribes  have  increased  her  military 
strength,  yet  in  the  opinion  of  others 
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those  operations  have  entailed  upon  her 
immense  burdens,  and  are  among  the 
many  causes  which  now  lead  her   to 
direct  her   attention  to   a  more  pacific 
policy  in  Europe.    As  I  said  before,  pre- 
viously to  the  Crimean  "War  the  military 
supremacy  of  Bussia  was  acknowledged 
generally  throughout  Europe,  but  her 
supremacy  was  not  only  military,  but 
political  also.     Of  the  five  g^eat  Powers 
of  Europe,  Prussia  was  one;  and  the 
Prussia  of  that  day  was  very  different 
from  the  Germany  of  to-day.     Prussia 
was  then  under  Bussian  influence,  and 
could  not  be  calculated  upon  for  any 
purpose  that  was  at  variance  with  her 
views  on    any  subject.     Austria,    the 
second  of  the  great  Powers,   although 
not  under  Eussian  influence  to  as  large 
an  extent  as  Prussia,  had  received  such 
obligations  from  Eussia  in  the  shape  of 
military  assistance  in  her  conflict  with 
Hungary  very  shortly  before,  that  it  was 
no  unreasonable  expectation  on  the  part 
of  Eussia,  though  it  was  not  afterwards 
realized,  that  upon  Austria  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  the  Emperor  of  the  day 
might  count  as  not  being  an  opponent  to 
him  in  any  plans  he  might  have  formed 
regarding  tlie  East.  Above  all,  I  cannot 
refuse  to  consider  what  the  character  of 
the  Eulcr  of  Eussia  was  at  the  time 
and  what  it  is  now.     He  was  a  man  of 
remarkable    ability    and    of    ambition 
corresponding     with     the    range     and 
scope  of  that  ability.     The  ruling  Sove- 
reign of  Eussia  now  is  a  man  who  is 
possessed  of  an  ambition  of  a  wholly 
different    character.     He    has    already 
signalized   his    reign  by  a  deed  of   a 
pacific    character    that    is    almost    un- 
equalled in  history,  especially  in  a  coun- 
try that  is  subject  to  a  despotic  Euler.  I 
mean    the   emancipation   of  the    serfs, 
which  has  already  won  for  him  a  far 
better,  surer,  and  stronger  title  to  im- 
mortality than   any  that  the  Emperor 
Nicholas  could  have  enjoyed,  even  had 
ho  succeeded  in   planting  the  Eussian 
flags  upon  the  minarets  of  Constanti- 
nople.    That  is  the  difference  between 
the  Eussia  of  to-day  and  the  Eussia  of 
1853.  It  not  only  surprises  but  it  grieves 
me  when  I   still  And  that   there  is  a 
disposition  in  some  quarters  to  attempt 
to  set  up  the  old  Eussian  bugbear,  and 
to    conjure  up    from    the  deep   a   sort 
of  phantasmagorial  existence,    and  to 
threaten  us  with  dangers  that  either  do 
not  exist,  or  are,  at  all  events,  indefinite 
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and  remote,  and  to  uae  them  not  mervly 
for  the  purpose  of  terrifying  the  imigi- 
nation,  but,  unfortunately,  to  excite  ud 
inflame  the  passions  of  the  people.   Is 
is  in  consequence  of  that  feeling  that  we 
have  articles  full  of  defiance  to  Bnasi, 
in  which  we  are  urged  to  obtain  diplo- 
matic successes  over  her,  and  some  of 
which  go  to  the  extent  of  rejoicing  tkit 
we  have  made  a  military  demonstrttioB 
against  her.     What  is  the  meaning  and 
effect  of  all  this  ?    It  is  that  you  i^m 
do  these  things  are  playing  into  the 
hands  of  Eussia  very  eflfectually.    The 
true  friends  of   Eussia  are  those  vho 
convey  to  the  minds  of  the  GhristuB 
populations  of   the  Turkish    PhmnoM 
the  belief  that  Eussia  is   their  friemi 
and  champion.    A   gpreat    change  hu 
taken  place  in  this  respect.    Before  1851 
Eussia  was  presumed  to  be  the  habitiul 
champion  of  the  whole  of  the  Easten 
Church  irrespective  of  race,  and  I  think 
I  gathered  from  the  speech  of  my  hoo. 
Friend  the  Mover  of  the  Resolation  thit 
Eussia  was  still  believed  to  be  the  here- 
ditary   champion    of    all    the    Easten 
Churches.    There  cannot  be  a  greater 
mistake.    Eussia  is  at  present  in  shaip 
antagonism  of  feeling  with  all  that  por- 
tion of  the  Eastern  Christians  who  be- 
long te  the  Hellenic  Church.  The  shsip 
and   serious   antagonism   between   the 
Hellenic    and  Slavonic   portion  of  the 
Eastern  Churches  is  not  a  mere  religioiu 
and  theological  antegonism,  or  an  anti- 
gonism   remotely  connected  with  eccle- 
siastical organization,  but  an  antagenim 
which  is  material,  and  which  afiects  the 
feelings  of  the  Hellenic  Christians  to- 
wards the  Slavonic  element.    When  yon 
read  in  the  newspapers  about   tranquil- 
lity in  Thessaly  and  Macedonia,  and  the 
apparent  little  disposition  of  Greece  to 
mix  in  this  quarrel,  and  about  the  volun- 
teers of  Greece  te  serve  in  this  army  and 
make  contributions  for  carrying  on  the 
war — though   I  reserve  to   myself  the 
liberty  of  retrenching  considerably  some 
of   these  statements — ^the  fiaot   is  that 
these  are  the  indications  of  the  circum- 
stances that  the  position  of  Hussia  with 
reference    to   the  Christians  of  Greece 
has  materially  changed.     If  Russia  is 
again  te  occupy  the  place  she  oocnpied 
in  the  minds  of  Christians  of  the  East 
before  the  Crimean  War,  it  will  be  the 
fault  of  those  in  this  country  who  make 
speeches  such  as  convey  to  the  minds  of 
Eastern  Christendom  that  we    are  the 
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enemies  of  Christendom.  After  all,  I 
want  to  know  with  which  of  these  parties 
does  the  future  condition  of  thin^  lie  ? 
On  the  side  of  which  of  them  is  that 
great  and  powerful  factor,  the  element 
of  time  ?  1  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
tar  Tamworth,  in  his  optimizing  dispo- 
sition, will  undertake  to  assure  us  of 
this — that  the  Mahomedans,  strong  in 
that  panoply  of  virtue  with  which  he 
invests  them,  are  growing  in  power,  in 
wealth,  in  influence,  in  knowledge,  in 
population ;  whether  when  you  go  into 
a  Mahomedan  village  you  can  tell  by 
the  state  of  its  cultivation  that  it  is 
superior  to  a  Christian  village ;  whether 
the  native  and  inborn  strength  of  the 
village  is  making  way  against  the 
Christian  power,  or  whether  the  direct 
reverse  is  the  case.  Unfortunately  the 
statistics  for  the  Turkish  Empire  are 
very  imperfect,  but  I  apprehend  there  is 
Bot  the  smallest  doubt  that  the  Maho- 
medans  of  these  Provinces  are  a  dwind- 
ling race  and  likewise  a  backward  race ; 
that  there  is  no  element  of  progress 
among  them ;  that  industry  among  them 
is  low ;  that  the  old  traditions  of  force 
and  ruling  by  force  tends  to  depress 
peaceful  pursuits;  that  arts  do  not 
flourish  among  them ;  that  skilled  labour 
exists  to  no  extent  among  them ;  that 
the  difference  in  these  respects  is  easily 
traceable  between  a  Christian  district 
and  a  Mahomedan  one ;  and  that  the 
advance,  such  as  it  is,  is  a  Christian,  and 
not  a  Mahomedan  advance.  The  hon. 
Mover  appears  so  happy  in  that  palace 
of  fancy  which  he  has  reared  for  him- 
self that  I  will  not  disturb  him  in  it; 
but  I  do  not  think  even  he  would  deny 
that  the  Mahomedan  is  a  dwindling 
race.  [An  hon.  Member  :  They  are 
subject  to  the  conscription.]  Surely 
the  hon.  Member  does  not  pretend  that 
''the  conscription"  would,  during  the 
20  years  Turkey  has  been  at  peace, 
account  for  the  Mahomedan  being  a 
dwindling  race  ?  So  much  for  the  posi- 
tion of  Bussia ;  and  now  I  ask  what  is 
the  position  of  the  other  Powers  to 
whom  duty  allies  us  in  the  considera- 
tion of  this  question  ?  I  will  take  the 
three  together — Germany,  Italy,  and 
France— for  there  is  no  great  difference 
between  them.  I  hope  the  hon.  Mover 
has  before  now  discovered  that  the  in- 
teira^on  I  addressed  to  him  was  not  a 
gratuitous  interruption.     He  said  that 


Austria  had  objected  to  the  autonomy 
of  Bosnia  and  Herzegovina.  I  asked 
liim  for  the  reference,  and  he  gave  it  to 
No.  517  at  page  350  of  these  Papers. 
But  he  fell  into  a  total  and  absolute 
mistake.  He  mistook  a  communitation 
to  the  German  Government  for  a  com- 
munication from  the  German  Govern- 
ment. No  doubt  a  very  pardonable 
mistake  when  hastily  endeavouring  to 
master  the  contents  of  this  large  volume. 
Those  who  wish  to  refer  to  it  will  see 
that  the  letter  of  Mr.  Macdonell  to 
Lord  Derby  is  simply  a  communication 
of  the  views  of  Austria  to  the  German 
Government.  With  regard  to  Germany, 
Italy,  and  France,  I  have  not  a  word  to 
object  to  what  they  have  said  or  done  in 
this  matter.  On  the  contrary,  I  consider 
especially  that  the  Government  of  France 
in  their  communications  have  been 
prompted  by  admirable  good  sense,  and 
that  they  have  addressed  themselves 
throughout  to  the  maintenance  of  that 
which  I  take  to  be  the  most  important 
by  far  of  all  the  elements  in  this  ques- 
tion— namely,  the  principle  of  the  com- 
mon concert  of  Europe.  The  position 
of  Austria  is  undoubtedly  in  some  re- 
spects a  false  position  in  regard  to  this 
question — in  this,  that  she  has  internal 
aomestic  interests  of  her  own,  which  tend 
to  incline  her  to  take  a  particular  view  of 
the  internal  affairs  of  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire, which  really  do  not  depend  so  much 
on  the  exigencies  of  the  Turkish  Em- 

gire  as  upon  her  own  affairs.  I  have 
eard  of  tne  dreadful  oppression  which 
the  Slavs  in  Hungary  are  suffering 
from  Austria.  I  believe  those  state- 
ments to  be  conceived  in  a  spirit  of  ex- 
aggeration. There  is,  undoubtedly,  a 
jealousy  between  the  Magyars  and  the 
Slavs,  and  a  most  important  influence 
that  jealousy  has  upon  the  conduct  and 
policy  of  Austria.  I  am  bound  to  say  I 
do  not  think  we  have  any  cause  of  com- 
plaint against  either  Austria  or  Eussia 
in  this  matter.  I  am  convinced — and 
these  Papers  bring  out  the  proof  so  far 
as  they  go — that  both  these  Powers,  like 
the  three  other  Powers,  have  been  la- 
bouring honestly  and  assiduously  for 
the  peaceful  settlement  of  these  questions. 
What  their  ulterior  views  may  be  we 
have  no  means  of  knowing.  Sel£sh  in- 
terests may  enter  into  their  views,  and 
if  we  were  placed  locally  as  they  are 
with  reference  to  Turkey,  I  am  afraid 
we  should  have  some  selfish  interests 
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attributed  to  us  also.  But  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  we  can  see  that  they  Imow 
that  their  palpable  interest  is,  if  pos- 
sible, to  adjourn  this  dangerous  crisis — 
not  for  ever,  but  as  long  as  may  be — to 
adjourn  it,  we  may  be  sanguine  enough 
to  hope  for  a  time  worth  having,  such  as 
has  elapsed  since  the  Crimean  War ; 
but  there  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
Magyar  jealousy  of  the  Slav  influence  in 
Austria  is  of  such  a  character  that  now 
the  Magyar  influence  is  dominant  in  that 
Empire,  it  extends  itself  legitimately 
beyond  the  Empire  of  Austria,  and  leads 
to  favour  this  conclusion,  that  the  in- 
ternal wants  of  certain  Provinces  of  the 
Turkish  Empire  are  not  to  be  met  and 
satisfied,  for  fear  the  effect  of  such 
satisfaction  should  be  to  give  additional 
strength  to  the  Slav  influence,  not  only 
in,  but  beyond  the  Turkish  Empire. 
Therefore  it  is  undoubtedly  our  duty  to 
watch  the  proceedings  of  Austria  with 
reference  to  the  bias  which  she  must 
needs  receive  from  the  existence  of  a 
force  like  that  influencing  her  mind  in 
one  direction.  Her  arguments  against 
autonomy  were  for  this  reason  not  those 
of  an  impartial  Power.  That,  then,  is 
the  position  of  the  Powers  with  whom 
we  may  be  called  upon  to  co-operate. 
Lord  Palraerston  at  the  close  of  the 
Crimean  War  stated  with  satisfaction,  I 
may  say  with  exultation,  that  the  object 
of  the  war  had  been  attained.  The 
military  audacity  of  Bussia  had  been  re- 
pressed. A  very  severe  blow  had  been 
inflicted  upon  her  in  the  diminution  of 
lier  resources.  The  Danube  had  been 
freed,  Sebastopol  had  been  destroyed, 
and  a  provision  had  even  been  made — 
not  one  of  a  permanent  character,  per- 
haps, and  one  that  has  now  disappeared 
— for  limiting  the  force  of  Eussia  in  the 
Black  Sea.  But  much  more  than  that ; 
the  whole  Treaty-rights  of  Eussia  to 
interfere  in  Turkey  had  been  destroyed. 
Let  us  recollect  in  what  position  this 
fact  places  us  relatively  to  the  Christians 
of  Turkey.  Eememborthat,  for  a  genera- 
tion before  the  Crimean  War,  the  Chris- 
tians of  Turkey  having  a  protector,  the 
Crimean  War  abolished  the  functions  of 
that  protector,  and  do  you  suppose  it 
was  the  view  of  Lord  P^merston,  Lord 
Aberdeen,  Lord  Stratford  de  Eedcliffe, 
and  any  of  those  principally  concerned 
in  making  the  Crimean  War,  that  the 
effect  of  that  war  was  to  leave  the  Chris- 
tians of  Turkey  in  a  worse  position  than 

Mr.  Glaihtone 


it  found  them,  and  to  deprive  them  tA 
the  guardianship  which  tnej  beHore  en- 
joyed. No  such  thing,  Sir.  Thatwludi 
it  did  was  not  to  take  away  from  the 
one  Power  the  right  to  require  a  redrai 
for  grievances  on  behalf  of  Tnxi^ej.  It 
was  to  substitute  a  European  oonsaeDoe, 
expressed  by  collectiye  guarantee  and 
the  concerted  and  g^nercQ  action  of  the 
European  Powers  for  the  sole  and  indi- 
vidu^  action  of  one  of  them.  It  it  im- 
possible to  exaggerate  the  importance  of 
that  principle;  and  I  heartily  ooncor 
with  my  hon.  Friend  who  made  the  Mo- 
tion in  the  remarks  he  made,  which  I 
believe  lie  at  the  root  of  the  whole  mat- 
ter. Therefore  I  think  the  boast  of  Lord 
Palmerston  with  regard  to  the  condition 
of  the  ChristianB  of  Turkey  was  sas- 
tained  by  the  facts  when  he  was  able  to 
point  to  that  which  actually  occuzied— 
that  we  had  destroyed  that  danflferons 
prerogative  of  Eussia  which  had  been 
made  use  of  in  the  hands  of  Nicholas  m 
a  means  of  destroying  the  peace  of 
Europe,  and  we  had  substitutea  for  tint 
the  new  arrangement  referred  to  in  the 
Treaty  of  1856,  and  recited  there,  under 
which  the  principles  of  civil  equality 
were  guaranteed  to  the  Christiaiu. 
Well,  oir,  it  may  be  said,  and  said  trolv, 
that  in  that  Treaty  there  is  an  article 
which  recites  that  the  new  loKislation  on 
behalf  of  the  Christians  in  we  Turidah 
Empire  is  an  act  of  grace  and  of  favour 
on  the  part  of  the  Sultan,  and  it  is  like- 
wise distinctly  stated  in  that  Treaty  that 
out  of  the  communication  of  this  ner 
legislation  there  shall  not  arise  any  right 
of  interference  in  the  internal  a&un  of 
the  Turkish  Empire,  either  separate  or 
collective.  Of  that  there  is  no  doubt; 
and  that  was  noticed  in  the  debates  in 
this  House.  Lord  Palmerston  was  told 
that  the  provision  on  behalf  of  the 
Christians  was  really  little  better  than 
waste  paper,  because  you  renounced  any 
right  of  interference  which  might  grow 
out  of  a  communication  made  by  the 
Sultan.  Of  course,  it  was  open  to  state 
that,  although  we  renounced  the  r^t 
of  interference  arising  out  of  the  com- 
munication, we  did  not  renounce  the 
right  of  interference  which  upon  general 
grounds  and  general  principles  might 
well  be  held  to  apply  to  the  Powers  of 
Europe.  But  Lord  Palmerston  was  not 
satisfied,  and  he  lays  down  this  doctrine, 
as  reported  in  the  142nd  volume  of 
Ilanttardf  pages  125-6 — 
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**  The  Sultan,  however,  was  perfectly  willing 
to  give  to  the  Allies  that  sort  of  moral  right 
whloh  I  think  ought  to  be  considered  a  sufficient 
■ecnrity  for  the  maintenance  of  the  arrange- 
nants  which  were  made,  and  which  in  them- 
mItqs  were  satisfactory.  .  .  .  Cases  will  arise  in 
which  the  firman  will  not  be  fully  executed  by 
tha  authorities  of  the  Porte  in  distant  proyinces 
■nd  in  places  not  immediately  imder  the  view 
of  the  Consuls;  and  if  that  should  occur  liie 
iut  of  the  firman  having  been  adverted  to  in  the 
Treaty  would  give  to  the  Allied  Powers  the 
moval  right  of  diplomatic  interference  and  of 
vemonstTance  with  the  Sultan,  which  I  am  per- 
fectly convinced  would  be  quite  sufficient  to 

accomplish  the  desired  purpose The 

fltipvilation  contained  in  this  treaty  will  give  to 
all  the  Powers  the  ri^ht  of  watching  whether 
the  firman  is  carried  mto  effect,  and  of  remon- 
in  case  of  violation  of  it/* 


That  laid  down  that  one  great  result  of 
the  Crimean  War  was  the  establishment 
of  the  g^at  principle  of  European  con- 
cert as  affainst  that  of  the  individual 
action  ana  sole  interference ;  and  I  now 
lay  down  that  a  second  great  result  of 
the  Crimean  War  was  that,  in  the  words 
of  Lord  Palmerston,  a  moral  right  of 
interference  was  acquired,  not  in  petty 
details,  not  upon  arbitrary  and  separate 
iaauee,  but  upon  the  great,  broad,  gene- 
ral Question  whether  the  engagements 
whi<m  Turkey  then  solemnly  took  in 
the  face  of  the  world  to  redress  the  evils 
and  abuses  of  her  Government  and  to 
extend  to  all  her  subjects  the  blessings 
of  civil  and  religious  £reedom  have  been 
fulfilled  or  whether  they  have  not.  These 
were  great  results,  and  if  we  did  go  to 
war,  and  if  we  did  expend  and  suffer 
mudi  in  treasure  and  in  life,  yet  by 
these  consequences  of  the  war  founda- 
tions were  laid  that  promised  the  main- 
tenance, at  least  for  a  considerable  time, 
of  tranquillity  in  the  East,  and  prin- 
ciples were  established  and  sanctioned, 
under  the  shield  and  cover  of  which  we 
have  the  power,  moral  as  well  as  phy- 
sical, to  do  all  tihat  the  case  requires.  I 
have  stated  what  are  the  attitude  and 
condition  of  other  countries ;  it  is  neces- 
canr  to  say  something  about  the  attitude 
and  condition  of  Turkey  herself.  I  am 
not  about  to  accuse  Turkey  of  iniquity ; 
I  do  not  believe  that  dishonourable  in- 
tention has  been  at  the  bottom  of  these 
fiuluree.  We  have  had  an  experience 
of  more  than  20  years — of  20  years  of 
aach  tranquillity  as  I  do  not  believe, 
in  the  course  of  its  troubled  annals,  the 
TuxkiahEmpire  overbad  enjoyed.  What 
has  been  the  result  and  frmt  of  those  20 
In  respect  to  internal  reform,  in  respect 


to  the  repression  and  cure  of  those  tre- 
mendous mischiefs,  which  were  recog- 
nized at  the  time  of  the  Crimean  War, 
recognized  by  none  more  clearly  than 
by  l£ose  who  were  most  anxious  to  repel 
the  agressions  of  Bussia — such  men  as 
Lord  Palmerston  and  Lord  Stratford  de 
Eeddiffe  —  Lord  Palmerston,  who  has 
been  taken  from  us  in  a  distinguished 
old  age,  and  Lord  Stratford  de  Eedcliffe, 
who  still  lives,  at  an  age  still  more  ad- 
vanced, to  give  the  weight  of  his  autho- 
rity to  principles  then  laid  down  as  those  of 
a  sound  and  enlightened  policy  ?    I  ask 
the  question,  then,  have  these  Turkish 
engagements  been  fulfilled  or  have  they 
not?    If  not,  it  is  not,  in  my  opinion, 
iniquity — I  am  afraid  I  must  say  it  is 
impotence  :  a  moral  blight  seems  to  have 
rested  on  every  large  or  effective  scheme 
of  improvement.     The  principles  of  civil 
society  as  they  are  understooa  in  Europe 
are  not  understood  in  Turkey,  are  not 
embraced  in  the  Ottoman  faith.     Par- 
ticular concessions  may  be  made,   and 
particular  evils  may  be  mitigated ;  men 
of  ability  and  enlightened  views  may 
rise  from  time  to  time,  such  as  Fuad 
Pasha  and  Mehemet  Ali ;  but  you  have 
no  security  for  the  succession  of  such 
men ;   you  have  no  tradition  of  their 
continuance.    They  are  not  like  the  men 
in  that  race  of  the  Greeks,  in  which  ho 
who   carried  the  light,   when  he  had 
achieved  his  course,  handed  it  on  to  the 
one  who  ran  next ;  they  are  more  like 
the  aloe,  which  flowers  only  once  in  a 
long  period  of  years,  or  the  Phoenix, 
which  never  exists.   It  would  take  time, 
otherwise  it  would  not  be  difficult  to  go 
through  long  details  founded,  not  upon 
arbitrary  individual  opinions,  but  upon 
the  pages  of  this  Blue  Book — upon  par- 
ticulars carefully  and  faithfully  selected 
from  these  pages  to  show  what  are  the 
causes  of  this  failure  ;  but  I  will  satisfy 
myself  almost  exclusively  by  quoting  the 
words  of  Lord  Derby.  On  the  1 3th  of  June, 
in  a  despatch  on  Page  253  of  the  Papers 
numbered   3,   he  sums  up  the  case  in 
these  words : — 

"  It  IB  undeniable  that  the  liberal  and  enlight- 
ened projects  of  reforms  which  have  from  time 
to  time  been  promulgated  at  Constantinople, 
have  not  been  brought  into  practical  ox)eration 
in  the  Provinces." 

What  can  we  say  of  such  testimony  as 
this?  Can  we  add  to  it:  can  we  detract 
from  it  ?  If  there  has  been  a  prepos- 
session in  the  proceedings  of  the  present 
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Goyemment,  it  has  not  been  one  adverse 
to  the  Ottoman  Porte,   and  yet  Lord 
Derby  sums  up  the  case  in  that  broad 
and  equivocal  declaration,  that  the  pro- 
jects of  reforms  of  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment have  not  been  carried  into  practical 
operation  in  the  Provinces.     I  hardly 
know  whether  any  other  authority  can 
be  required.      One  word,   however,    I 
will  say  on  the  authority  of  Lord  Strat- 
ford de  RedcliflPe.    Everyone  who  hears 
me  is  aware  of  the  great  ability  of  this 
distinguished  statesman  and  diplomatist. 
Everyone  knows  that  if  there  has  been 
one  point  more  marked  than  another  in 
the  career  of  Lord  Stratford  de  Red- 
clifTe  it  was  a  certain   antagonism  to 
Russian    influence.     Partly    in   conse- 
quence of  that  antagonism,  and  partly 
in   consequence  of  his  patriotic   senti- 
ments— and  no  doubt  from  the  latter  in 
the  main,  he  was  one  of  the  leading 
men  who  maintained  in  all  its  firmness 
and  force  the  policy  pursued  in  1853. 
His  strong  hand  was  that  which  held  up 
high  before  the  Ottoman  Porte  all  the 
symbols  of  that  policy.   You  have  heard 
his  witness  of  late  years ;  in  this  year 
you  have  seen,  with  no  sign  of  weakness 
from  his  age,  but  with  a  vigour  worthy 
of  his  best  time,  he  has  recorded  his 
sorrowful  conviction  that  these  promises 
have  remained  unfulfilled,  and  that  a 
new  necessity  has  arisen  for  adopting 
new  measures  in  order  to  attain  those 
ends  for  the  attainment  of  which  these 
promises  wore  given  and  exacted.     Is  it 
necessary  to  refer  to  the  number  of  indi- 
cations we  have  in  these  very  remark- 
able  and  most  interesting  Papers,  in 
which,  as  far  as  I  can  judge,  there  has 
apparently  been  no  suppressi(m,  but  a 
liberal  communication  of  the  information 
at  the  command   of  the   Government  ? 
Althougli  they  unfortunately  came  late 
into  our  hands,  thev  afford  the  fullest 
proofs  of  the  utterly  unsatisfactory'  state 
of  things  at  the  present  moment,  and 
almost  at  more  points  than  I  care  to 
number  I  find  clear  indications  of  that 
mournful  state  of  things.     Such  is  the 
defect  of  sound  original  principles  and 
notions  of  government  in  Turkey,  and 
such  the  tendency  to  abuses  in  human 
nature — such  is  our  wilful  self-delusion 
when  we  shut  our  ej'es  to  facts — that 
there  is  no  principle  of  health-like  vigour 
at  Constantinople  necessary  to    propel 
the  orders  of  the  Turkish  Government 
through  the  Provinces.    Let  us  take  as 

J/r.  Gladstone 


an  instance  what  Las  happened  latdj. 
A  set  of  promises  are  g^ven,  and  after 
they  are  given,  it  is  not  considered  ne- 
cessary to  fulfil  them  to-daj.    Thej  an 
put  off  imtil  to-morrow  or  the  day  after, 
or  the  next  day,  and,  in  the  meantiiBe, 
those  whose  self-interests  are  conoencd 
begin  to  devise  impediments  and  ob- 
structions. A  pressure  of  business  ariM 
in  other  quarters,  and  as  the  stages  d 
delay  are  multiplied,   the  reasons  fiv 
fresh  delay  are  always  forthcoming.  So 
it  goes  on  until  some  neat  dimcohj 
arises,   such    as    the  rebellion    in  tLe 
Herzegovina.     The  rieht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the    Prime    Minister    sagaciously 
remarked  at  the  Lord  Mavor^s  dinner 
last  year  at  the   Mansion   House,  tliat 
this  rebellion  acquired  a  more  formid- 
able   character,   because    it    was  com- 
bined with  what  was  understood  to  be 
an  act  of  repudiation.     And  what  hap- 
pened then  r    Simply,  that  which  has 
always  happened  when  a   crisis  of  ths 
kind  has  arisen — namely,  the  issue  of  a 
new  document,  with  a  now  set  of  pro- 
mises, and  a  new  recital  of  the  daily, 
sleepless  care  of  the  reigning  Sultan  and 
his  Government  as  to  the  performance 
of  the  duties  of  civilized  society  and  the 
establishment  of  perfect  and  absolute 
equality  among  his  subjects.    And  these 
promises,  which  are  so  much  wind — for 
they  have  not  the  solidity  of  paper,  thej 
are  so  much  breath — issue  into  the  air 
and  mix  with  other  currents.     And  it  is 
supposed  that  upon  this  we  are  to  rely, 
without  reflecting  that  we  have  had  the 
same  thing  over  and  over  and  over  again. 
To  tliese  promises  we  have  entrusted  the 
liappiness  of  millions,  and  to  these  pro- 
mises the  interests  and  welfare  of  mil- 
lions of  the  people  of  Turkey  have  been 
sacrificed.     I  contend  that  to  these  pro- 
I  mises  there  must  be  an  end,  and  if  sen- 
sible to  the    obligations  of    duty  and 
honour,  and  looking  back  a  quarter  of  a 
century  ago  to  the  rights  we  then  ac- 
quired and  the  obligations  we  then  came 
under,  we  ought  to   insist    that    there 
should  be  some  reality  in  the  guarantees 
— if  with  guarantees  we  are  to  be  content 
— given  by  the  Turkish   Gtyyemment 
AVe  must  make  sure  in  one  way  or  the 
other  that  this  terrible  state  of  things 
is  not  to  be  indefinite.     Something  has 
been  said  about  the  great  difficintyof 
putting  down  the  present  revolt  in  eon- 
sequence  of  the  fact  that  the  reftieees 
did  not  return  to  their  homes.  Certainly, 
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Twy  few  did  return.  The  terror  of  the 
bmirgente  may  hare  kept  back  some 
from  retamixig,  but  was  that  tiie  onlj 
Ottuse?  Have  hon.  Members  read  the 
•ooonnt  of  the  massacre  of  12  Christian 
rcftigees  who  were  returning  to  their 
llomes  last  October  in  consequence  of 
the  invitation  of  the  Turkish  Oovem- 
uent  f  If  jou  have  not  read  it,  it  is 
time  you  did,  before  you  attempt  to 
weigh  the  causes  that  kept  the  refugees 
from  returning.  It  is  not  in  the  Blue 
Book  last  presented  to  the  House,  but  in 
Aat  which  was  presented  four  months 
affo,  and  which  had  reference  to  the  pe- 
riod anterior  to  the  Andrassy  Note.  It 
ifl  not  simply  the  fact  that  die  12  refu- 
gees were  murdered.  That  would  be  sad 
enough  by  itself,  but  under  what  cir- 
oamstances  were  they  murdered  and 
what  were  the  consequences  of  the  trans- 
action and  the  redress  they  have  ob- 
tained ?  Those  refugees  came  back  on 
the  invitation  of  the  Ottoman  Govern- 
ment, and  under  the  protection  of 
the  regular  Turkish  troops.  On  arriv- 
ing they  were  murdered  by  the  Aghas 
and  the  Turkish  troops  looked  on  in 
■ilenoe  at  the  transaction.  Is  it  possible 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Tamworth  fMr.  Hanbury)  to  hear  this 
xedtal,  and  nave  no  misgivino;  about  the 

g'otures  he  has  drawn  to-night  ?  What 
llowed?  Was  this  covered  up  for 
weeks  together,  as  wore  the  Bulgarian 
atrocities,  by  some  devices  which  I  have 
difficulty  in  describing  ?  No,  it  became 
known  in  Constantinople,  and  Sir  Henry 
Elliot  discharged  his  duties,  as  he  always 
does,  in  the  Bpirit  of  an  honourable  and 
enlightened  Christian  diplomatist.  He 
at  once  sent  and  informed,  the  Grand 
^^sier,  who  shared  his  indignation  and 
promised  redress.  Sir  Henry  Elliot  re- 
ported the  interview  with  the  Ghrand 
Yisier  on  the  26th  of  October.  On  the 
23rd  of  November  Sir  Henry  Elliot  wrote 
to  Downing  Street  to  say  that  nothing 
whatever  had  been  done ;  and  from  the 
28rd  of  November,  1875,  to  the  31st  of 
July,  1876,  that  outrage  remains  unre- 
dressed. What  can  you  expect  £rom  a 
snritem  under  which  these  things  take 
plaoe  ?  Let  me  g^ve  you  another  instance 
in  whioh  the  Mahomedans  were  the  suf- 
feren,  and  I  will  quote  now  from  the 
Salonica  Papers.  After  the  population 
of  Salonica  had  become  sufficiently  calm 
to  allow  judidal  proceeding  connected 
wiib  the  murder  A  the  two  Consuls  to 


begin,  a  Court  assembled  on  the  spot. 
The  criminal  justice  of  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire was  put  in  motion,  and  the  delegates 
of  the  chief  European  Powers  attended 
the  Court  and  watched  the  proceedings. 
Punishment  was  inflicted  on  three  lead- 
ing persons.  The  first  was  the  colonel 
of  the  garrison  and  chief  of  the  police. 
He  was  degraded  from  his  miHtaiyrank 
and  sentenced  to  one  year's  imprison- 
ment. The  second  was  the  commander 
of  the  garrison,  who  was  sentenced  to 
45  days' imprisonment.  The  third  was 
the  commander  of  the  corvette,  and  he 
was  also  sentenced  to  45  days'  imprison- 
ment. The  delegates  were  not  satisfied 
with  these  sentences,  and  they  admo- 
nished the  Porto — rather  a  singular  pro- 
ceeding— that  they  were  not  sufficiently 
severe.  However,  they  had  been  passed, 
and  the  punishment  had  been  inflicted, 
and  I  suppose  those  upon  whom  they 
had  been  passed  had  a  moral  title  to 
presume  that,  as  they  had  gone  through 
their  trial  and  received  judgment,  tho 
matter  was  at  an  end.  And  so  it  would 
have  been  among  European  nations,  and 
according  to  European  ideas  of  justice. 
It  was,  however,  not  so  according  to 
Ottoman  ideas.  The  Gorman  Govern- 
ment— whioh  is  somewhat  prompt  and 
decisive  in  the  views  it  takes  upon  these 
matters — was  not  satisfied  with  these 
sentences,  but  it  appeared  that  the 
matter  could  quite  easily  be  settled. 
True,  they  had  gone  through  a  course 
of  criminal  jurisdiction  once,  but  there 
was  no  reason  why  they  should  not 
undergo  it  again.  The  venue  was  ac- 
cordingly changed,  and  a  Court  met  in 
Constantinople.  The  gentleman  who  was 
condemned  to  one  year's  imprisonment 
now  got,  in  addition  to  degradation,  15 
years'  with  hard  labour.  The  gentleman 
the  commander  of  the  garrison,  who  got 
45  days'  imprisonment,  was  sentenced  to 
three  years  in  a  fortress,  and  the  com- 
mander of  the  corvette,  who  also  got  45 
days  at  the  first  trial,  was  turned  down 
irom  his  rank  and  received  10  years' 
imprisonment.  Now,  that  is  the  mode  of 
administering  criminal  justice  under 
political  pressure  in  the  Turkish  Empire 
through  its  Ottoman  rulers  towards  its 
Mahomedan  subjects.  I  am  one  of  those 
who  greatly  desire  to  maintain  the  terri- 
torial integrity  of  the  Turkish  Empire, 
but  as  to  setting  up  the  notion  of  inde- 
pendence in  the  exact  sense  in  which  it 
applies  to  great  and     highly-civilized 
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European  commtmitieSy  it  is  perfectly 
plain  that  any  such  notion  could  find 
no  more  than  a  partial  application  in 
Turkey.  The  state  of  things  in  Bosnia 
and  Herzegovina  was  very  bad.  Unfortu- 
nately, the  Ottoman  Government,  when 
it  makes  one  step  forward,  is  rather 
giving  to  taking  two  steps  backward. 
Certain  things  have  been  done  under 
the  Firman  of  1856;  but  since  then  a 
new  set  of  mischiefs  of  a  fiscal  and  finan- 
cial character  have  come  into  operation, 
and  they  appear  to  weigh  upon  Chris- 
tians and  Mahomedans  very  nearly  alike. 
The  amount  of  tithes  has  been  increased, 
and  the  system  of  realizing  money  by  a 
sale  of  tithe-farming  was  in  force  in 
Bosnia  and  Herzegovina  in  1875.  Upon 
the  breaking  out  of  the  rebellion  there 
came  immediately  the  usual  crop  of  pro- 
mises, and  among  them  was  the  promise 
that  the  system  of  farming  the  tithes 
should  be  given  up,  and  that  the  tithes 
should  be  collected  directly  by  the  offi- 
cers of  the  Government.  A  decree  was 
issued  accordingly,  but  so  mutable  are 
the  decrees  of  the  central  power  that  this 
very  year,  and  while  the  rebellion  was 
going  on,  the  decree  was  recalled,  and 
the  system  of  tithe  farming  was  re-estab- 
liahed.  I  grant  that  since  then  another 
cliange  has  taken  place.  In  June  that 
revocation  was  ro-rovoked,  and  it  was 
again  ordered  that  tlie  tithes  should  be 
collected  by  the  Government.  But  what 
Boeurity  have  we  that  another  may  not 
bo  added  to  the  many  revocations,  and 
that  when  the  pressure  is  a  little  relaxed, 
the  tax  farmer,  whether  Christian  or 
Mahomcdan,  it  does  not  matter  which, 
may  not  bo  re-instated  in  all  his  glory? 
These  are  a  small  number  of  instances 
out  of  many  which  might  be  given,  but 
I  fall  back  upon  the  declaration  of  Lord 
Perby,  that  the  liberal  and  enlightened 
reforms  which  had  been  agreed  to  at 
Constantinople  had  not  been  carried  into 
practical  operation.  !My  lion.  Fiiend  the 
Alovor  of  the  Resolution  referred  to  the 
fart  that  in  Bosnia  and  Herzegovina  the 
evidence  of  a  Christian  would  not  be 
taken  in  Court  ap:ainst  that  of  a  Maho- 
niedan,  and  ho  added  tlint  still  there  was 
very  little  diflVT(»nce  between  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Christian  and  the  Mahome- 
dan.  "Well,  mv  hon.  Friend  is  a  man 
upon  whom  in  all  circumstances  of  social 
life  I  would  place  the  utmost  reliance, 
and  probably  he  would  not  be  indisposed 
to  entertain  a  somewhat  similar  feeling 
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towards  myself,  but  if  I  oould  take  bim 
into  Court  and  give  eTidence  agiinrt 
him,  he  not  being  able  to  give  evidence 
on  his  own  beh^f,  I  do  not  think  be 
would  feel  altogether  comfortable,  or  be 
incHned  to  accede  to  the  propoeiiioiitbit 
there  was  very  little  dinerenoe  in  ov 
relative  position.  Well,  Sir,  I  bmv 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  admini- 
stration of  its  insurgent  Provinoea  on  die 
old  footing  is  a  task  which,  nnlesaweiR 
disposed  to  close  our  eyes  to  the  light  <tf 
day,  we  must  now  at  leng^,  howenr 
reluctantly,  admit  the  Porte  is  inoom- 
petent  to  fulfil,  and  that  the  real  qutt- 
tion — ^the  real  remaining'  question— is 
not  whether  the  supremacy  of  the  Potte 
can  be  established  m  its  ancient  foim  u 
a  supremacy  of  administration,  but  vbe- 
ther  its  political  supremacy  in  some  im- 
proved i^rm  can  be — as  I  hopeitmij 
be — still  maintained.  It  is  said  tbit 
these  revolts  are  maintained  by  foreiga 
instigation,  and  that  is  the  nnifotm 
burden  of  the  song  when  these  caan 
occur.  It  is  always  the  foreigner  wbo 
does  it.  It  was  the  same  in  Italy.  It 
was  said  there  that  it  was  not  tbe 
Italians,  but  the  Fiedmontese ;  Italy  vw 
persuaded  that  it  was  well  govened; 
but  it  was  the  Fiedmontese  that  induced 
them  to  go  to  war.  What  a  strann 
thing  however,  is  this — that  since  Ituy 
has  been  united,  perfect  peace  has  pce- 
vailed  over  Italy.  A  most  singidir 
result  this  of  that  action  of  foreign  in- 
stigation. I  admit  that  in  this  case  then 
has  been,  and  there  is,  a  g^at  deal  of 
foreign  instigation,  but  it  is  not  the  in- 
stigation of  States.  That  is,  I  think, 
perfectly  clear  upon  the  face  of  it.  It 
comes  in  a  great  degree  from  Bussiaa 
committees,  but  they  are  entirely  a  reflex 
of  popular  opinion.  It  comes  fitm 
Montenegro;  but  a  little  Soyereign— I 
might  almost  say  a  tnmipery  Sovereign, 
if  measured  by  the  extent  of  his  domi- 
nions —  cannot  possibly  restrain  the 
ardent  sympathies  of  his  people.  It  is 
not  from  Servia  that  the  sympathies  come, 
it  is  from  Dalmatia.  Dalmatia  has  been 
a  great  source  of  support  and  a  sore 
harbour  of  refuge,  and  balmatia  is  Aiu- 
trian,  and  none  of  you  suspect  Austria  of 
a  disposition  to  support  these  insurrec- 
tions. If  it  were  an  insurrection  of 
States  you  might  interfere,  you  might 
remonstrate  against  it.  It  is,  however, 
popular  sympathy — an  influence,  as  it 
were,  passing  through  the  air— an  in- 
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^  flnenoe  workmir  in  detail  in  a  wav  which  ]  company.    This  is    a    very    important 

change  in  the  position  of  the  Porte  for 
which  hitherto  you  have  proclaimed  an 
absolute  supremacy  over  the  claims  of 
the  Suez  Canal,  and  you  do  not  come 
into  Court  with  clean  hands  to  protest 
against  the  partial  action  of  the  Three 
Powers."  However  that  may  be,  on 
the  thing  itself  I  place  the  greatest  re- 
liance. I  think  you  have  most  unwisely 
abandoned  and  surrendered  that  princi- 

gle  of  the  concert  of  Europe  which  I 
ope  henceforward  you  will  do  your 
utmost  to  re-establish.  By  the  concert 
of  Europe  you  may  succeed  in  restoring 
tranquillity ;  without  it  you  never  can. 
You  may  take  a  side  and  you  may  sti- 
mulate passion  in  connection  with  any 
question  ;  you  may  do  much  to  disturb  a 
subject  that  is  sufficiently  disturbed  and 
embroiled  already ;  but  if  your  object  is 
to  compose  and  settle  it  you  must  beat 
back  upon  the  course  in  which  you  have 
been  engaged,  and  instead  of  the  system 
of  sole  action,  you  must  return  to  the 
policy  established  by  the  Crimean  War, 
and  endeavour,  whatever  you  do,  to  do 
it  in  concert  with  the  Great  Powers.  The 
Government  have  weakened  their  own 
hands  by  forgetting — for  it  must  have 
been  forgetfuTness — that  their  position 
in  regard  to  Turkey  is  not  merely  that 
of  friends  entitled  to  give  friendly  ad- 
vice, but  is  likewise  that  of  one  who  has 
acquired  what  Lord  Palmerston  called 
the  moral  right  of  offering  remonstrance. 
These  reforms,  concerning  which  Lord 
Derby  has  written  so  admirably  in  his 
despatches,  were  not  mere  independent 
legislation  on  the  part  of  the  Sultan, 
but  they  were  covenants  entered  into 
between  the  Sultan  and  his  subjects, 
and  for  which  the  Powers  of  Europe 
were  made  morally  responsible,  and 
I.  therefore  hold  that  it  was  an  en- 
tire mistake  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  when,  after  adopt- 
ing the  Andrassy  Note,  they  refused  to 
join  the  Powers  in  pressing  its  accept- 
ance on  the  Porte,  with  the  remark  that 
they  could  not  go  beyond  the  tendering 
of  friendly  advice  on  the  subject.  If  you 
confine  yourself  to  this  you  may  tender 
friendly  advice  until  the  crack  of  doom. 
It  is  only  by  the  weight  of  authority, 
and  that  alone,  that  can  gain  the  objects 
that  are  to  be  had  in  view.  If  you  ask 
Lord  Stratford  de  Eedclillb  what  kind  of 
friendly  advice  he  tendered  to  the  Porte, 
what  it  was  that  gave  him  so  much  in- 
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joa  cannot  detect  or  effectually  check. 
jVireign  instigation  has  no  doubt  done 
mnoh  to  Bustain  the  revolts;  you  may 
Mgret  it,  but  you  cannot  prevent  it,  and 
ft  is  idle  to  refuse  to  recognize  the  dis- 
tinotion  between  the  strong,  irrepressible 
pomdar  sympathy  flowing  in  on  every 
aide  and  tiie  mere  intrigues  and  action 
.€f  States.  And  now,  Sir,  I  must  reluc- 
taatlj  state,  with  the  exercise  of  that 
sight  of  oriticism  which  we  all  possess, 
llie  points  on  which  I  am  not  satisfied 
with  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
nfint.  I  think,  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Hover  of  the  Besolution,  that  Her 
ICajesty's  Government  committed  a  very 
•enous  error  at  the  period  preceding  the 
fbnnation  of  the  Andrassy  Note,  and  at 
the  time  of  the  first  Consular  interven- 
tion, in  allowing  what  I  may  call  the 
Initiative  of  concert  and  intervention  to 
pass  from  their  hands.  I  agree  with 
m^  hon.  Friend  that  the  Three  Ghreat 
northern  Powers,  whom  we  all  desire  to 
Me  living  in  concert,  had  no  right  to  form 
themselves  into  an  entity  and  take  the 
initiative  out  of  the  joint  hands  of  the 
Powers  of  Europe.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  in  my  opinion  the  error  to  which  I 
luiTe  referred  has  been  the  source  of 
most  of  the  difficulties  and  inconveni- 
ences that  have  since  been  experienced. 
I  look  upon  the  concert  of  Europe  as  the 
peatest  of  all  the  results  achieved  by 
uie  Crimean  War,  as  thus  Europe  speaks 
nnitedlv,  and  in  a  way  that  cannot  be 
veeisted;  but  as  soon  as  three  Powers 
are  separated  from  the  other  three,  fac- 
tions arise  which  have  a  fatal  effect  upon 
the  securing  of  concert  in  action,  and 
encouragement  is  given  to  the  resistance 
of  wise  counsels,  and  that  without  the 
dightest  countervailing  advantage.  It 
may  be  my  prejudice,  but  I  am  sorry  to 
•ay  I  sometimes  think  I  can  divine  the 
reason  why  you  did  not  do  what  Lord 
Hammond  said — namely,  vigorously  re- 
monstrate and  protest  against  the  sepa- 
rate initiative  of  the  Three  Empires. 
Most  certainly  we  ought  to  have  made 
that  remonstrance.  Perhaps  we  did 
make  it.  K  we  did.  Her  Majesty's 
GKyvemment  might  have  been  told, 
**  Ton  are  not  at  all  indisposed  to 
able  action  when  it  suits  your  purpose, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  purchase  of  the 
Buei  Canal  Shares,  when,  without  con- 
aolting  anybody,  you  placed  yourselves 
Tecy  much  in  the  position  of  a  private 
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fluonce  with  the  Ottoman  Q-ovemment, 
and  enabled  him  to  do  so  much  good  in 
the  way  of  redressing  grievances,  he  will 
give  you  a  lesson  that  you  will  find 
useful.  I  agree  with  much  of  what  was 
said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Seconder 
of  the  Amendment  in  regard  to  the  de- 
spatch of  the  fleet  to  Bcsika  Bay.  It 
now  seems  that  the  fleet  were  so  de- 
spatched as  a  measure  of  defence,  upon 
the  request  of  our  Ambassador,  who 
acted  in  strict  concert  with  all  the  other 
Ambassadors  in  Constantinople.  Not- 
withstanding this,  it  has  pleased  some  of 
the  public  instructors  in  this  country  to 
construe  that  dosj)atch  as  a  measure  of 
demonstration  and  of  menace ;  and  so 
far  from  Her  Majesty's  Government 
correcting  that  impression,  they  allowed 
that  operation  to  bear  the  erroneous 
construction  whicli  had  been  placed  upon 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  sat  still 
in  his  place  and  listened  to  compliments 
based  upon  that  interin-etation  of  the 
proceeding,  and  a  similar  circumstance 
occurred  in  the  other  House.  lily  noble 
Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  put 
a  Question  in  which  he  made  a  rather 
marked  reference  to  the  despatch  of  the 
Fleet,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
replying  to  him  did  nothing  to  remove 
the  impressi(m  to  whi(th  I  have  referred. 
Similar  Questions  were  put  in  the  other 
IIouso  of  Parliament,  with  similar  re- 
sults, and  I  was  certainly  surprised  to 
find  in  the  Papers  that  have  been  laid 
before  Parliament  an  official  declaration 
that  tlio  critics  who  had  been  objecting 
to  this  despatch  of  the  Fleet  as  a  de- 
monstration of  naval  force  would  have 
to  oat  their  criticisms,  for  the  reason  that 
the  movement  was  made  with  a  pacific 
puii)ose  and  after  concert  witli  those  who 
were  supposed  to  be  effected  by  tlie 
menace.  It  appears  to  mo  that  this  sys- 
tem of  double  construction  is  one  which 
deserves  notice,  criticism,  and  censure, 
and  I  should  dwell  upon  it  more  at 
h'ugth  were  it  not  that  I  regard  this  as 
a  question  in  consequence  of  its  difficulty 
as  affecting  the  adoption  of  proper  regu- 
lations for  the  future  rather  than  one 
calling  for  the  establishment  of  objec- 
tions to  what  lias  be«*n  done  in  the  past. 
Finally,  although  I  know  tlie  acti<m  of 
the  Government  in  respecting  the  Berlin 
Memorandum  has  met  with  a  great  deal 
of  approbation,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  ex- 
press my  concurrence  with  the  senti- 
ments of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 

Mr.  Gladstone 


Calne  (Lord  Edmond   Fitniiaiirioe)  m 
thinking  that  it  was  an  error  to  reject  &• 
Memorandum,  instead  of  mating  it  tti 
basis  of  communication  with  the  Bowwl 
What  Her  Majesty's   GhyFonimeiit  dii 
was  to  reject  the  Memorandum  and  Am 
to  recommend  the  Porte  not  to  rqect  i, 
but  to  make  it  a  subject  of  detailed  » 
vestigation.     Supposing   the  adTieft  ti 
have  been  as  sound  as  it  was  inoonailHt 
with  their  own  action,  why  did  Her  U^ 
jesty's  Government  not  g^ve  their  udti 
the  Porte  in  making  the  inveetiffatioBf 
The  letters  on  the  subject  of  the  HenK^ 
randum  which  appear  among  these  de- 
spatches are  just  such  letters  as  mUt 
have  been  written   by  some  rmj  alb 
leading  counsel  engaged   to  say  efn- 
thing  that  could  be   said   agaiwit  tb 
document.    Objections  are  taken  vUoh 
the  Ottoman  Qovemment  disowns.    Ik 
Memorandum  required  the  Forte  to  tuL 
funds  for  rebuilding  the  honseaof  tbs 
refugees.     It  is  said  here  that  the  Fnti 
could  not  do  that,  for  she  oonld  net  tai 
funds,  did  not  possess  any,  and  eooU 
not  borrow.   Yet  a  few  weel^  hefbrs  tbs 
Porte  very  freely  takes  that  very  engice- 
ment  which  Iiord  Derby  reoommeiiM 
them  not  to  take,  because  it  was  impoi- 
sible  to  fulfil.    Again,  one  of  the  gmc 
demands  of  the  Insurgents  to  wU^  ob- 
jection is  taken  by  the  British  Goreni- 
ment  is  that  if  they  return  to  their 
countrv    they    should    return    arnun 
''Oh,''    said  the    British   Govemmen' 
''that  will  not  do;  that  will  lead  ti> 
collision."    They  cannot  bear  the  i*i 
of  the  collision  that  will  arise  from  tit* 
two  parties  being  armed,  and  then^i 
they  propose  that  one  party  whi«  = 
imarmed  shall  go  into  tne  preseii* 
another  which  is  armed.     That  i- 
position  of  our  Goyemment;  but  • 
of  the  Turkish  Government  ?  Tht'ii 
position  is,  I  must  say,  a  Terr 
more  reasonable  one,  as  may  b- 
from  Page  210  of  these  Papers. 
letter  of  Sir  Ilenry  Elliot  to  Iior*i 
of  May  9,  where  it  says  fliat— 

*'  llio  Porte  has  never  intimated  nr. 
(if  disarmiiipf  the  Christiaai,  sad  JTi- 
tlie  liiii^amirr  1>oth  of  RaMbid  Pn- 
JIusMrin  A\'ni  Paiiha,  ths  MUMvof 
will  not,  1  think,  bo  i 

an  assiiRince  that  it 

Notwithstandinp 
(fovernment,   n 
Turks,  rush  inl 
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k  a  thing  we  eannot  hear  of,  for  a  col- 
Kmon  will  be  certain  to  ensue.  They, 
flierefore  proposed  that  one  side  should 
le  disarmed,  and  that  it  should  then  go 
into  the  presence  of  an  armed  population. 
Why  diet  they  not  act  in  concert  and  in 
aouneil,  and  bring  these  points  upon  the 
eaipet  one  by  one  ?  They  take  another 
objection,  which  seems  to  me  to  be  per- 
fectly good — namely,  that  the  Berlin 
Vote  had  not  proyided  for  what  was  to 
take  place  at   the    expiration  of    the 

Siriod  of  joint  action,  and  that  it  was 
erefore  hkely  to  lead  to  a  prolongation 
<Kf  hostilities,  but  it  was  clear  from  the 
flapers,  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  other 
Powers ;  there  would  haye  been  no  diffi- 
oolty  in  remoying  that  passage  from  the 
doonment.  What,  then,  was  the  effect 
of  the  rejection  of  the  Memorandum  ? 
We  were  told  that  the  effect  of  its  re- 
jection was  to  produce  a  yery  satisfactory 
fteling  of  confidence  on  the  part  of  the 
Turks  and  put  them  in  an  extremely 
good  humour  towards  the  Christian 
1K>imlation8  of  the  Principalities,  and, 
inaeed,  towards  the  whole  world.  But 
irbat  was  the  effect  upon  the  people  of 
Benria  and  Montenegro  ?  Why,  that  as 
long  as  they  saw  the  Powers  of  Europe 
at  work  to  procure  a  pacific  solution,  it 
was  possible  to  keep  them  from  resort- 
ing to  arms ;  but  when  you  came  in  and 
deliberately  oyerthrew  the  plans  pro- 
posed, and  as  deliberately  announced 
that  yon  had  no  plan  of  your  own,  and 
were  prepared  to  let  things  take  their 
course,  tnese  people,  depriyed  of  all 
feaaonable  hope,  arew  the  sword  from 
fhe  scabbard,  and  you  see  the  result  in  the 
war  which  followed.  There  is  another 
subject  into  which  I  will  not  enter,  for  I 
feel  that  I  haye  already  detained  the 
House  too  lone ;  and  it  has  been  touched 
before,  and  wm  probably  be  touched  by 
others — ^I  mean  the  cruelties  practised 
in  Bolffaria.  I  will  only  express  a 
hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
wiU  take  care  that  we  haye  no  sham  in-. 
qniry  into  them.  The  accounts  I  re- 
oeiye  inspire  me  with  an  apprehension 
that  the  person  who  has  been  chosen  to 
conduct  tne  inquiiy  is  not  well  suited  for 
the  purpose  \  that  neither  his  disposi- 
tion nor  nis  histoiy  points  him  out  as  in 
the  slightest  degree  likely  to  go  to  the 
root  ojf  the  matter.  I  shall  not  presume 
to  pronounce  a  definite  judgment ;  but, 
aftor  all  that  has  taken  place,  after  all 
these  delays   before   any  considerable 


proportion  of  the  truth  was  allowed  to 
come  into  yiew  in  this  country,  I  do  hope 
that  the  Goyemment  will  take  care  that 
the  inquiry  shall  be  a  real  inquiry,  and 
that  those  who  haye  incurred  so  deep  a 
guilt  shall  be  brought  to  account  for  it. 
It  may  be  said — **You  haye  criticized 
the  policy  of  the  Goyemment  in  these 
respects.  Can  you  suggest  any  plan  ?  " 
My  answer  is  that  it  would  be  the 
greatest  presumption  on  my  part  to  do 
so.  I  do  not  deny  the  difficulties  of  the 
case.  I  am  glad  on  this  account  that 
the  question  is  not  made  a  question  of 
censure  in  the  form  of  a  yoto.  To  a 
formal  approyal  of  the  policy  of  the 
Goyemment  it  would  be  impossible  for 
me  to  assent,  but  I  am  sensible  of  the 
great  difficulties  with  which  they  haye 
had  to  deal.  I  haye  spoken,  for  ex- 
ample, with  an  honest  and  cordial 
tribute  of  admiration  of  the  present 
Emperor  of  Eussia.  I  am  not,  how- 
eyer,  prepared  to  say  that  eyery  servant 
of  the  Emperor  of  Eussia  in  foreign 
lands — particularly,  perhaps,  near  the 
seat  of  these  events — commands  equal 
confidence  to  that  which  we  ought  to 
feel  in  His  Majesty.  These  are  great 
difficulties  for  the  Government ;  but  it 
seems  to  me  that,  though  a  plan  cannot 
be  suggested,  it  is  not  difficult  to  discern 
what  ought  to  be  the  principles  of  policy 
which  should  guide  the  course  of  this 
country.  In  the  first  place,  I  heard 
with  much  satisfaction  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Mover  of  the  Eesolution  say 
that  it  was  impossible  again  to  be  satis- 
fied with  the  mere  utterance  of  a  pro- 
mise ;  there  must  be  more  than  that ; 
something  added  to  the  promise  in  order 
to  justify  acceptance  on  our  part.  Sup- 
posing, then,  we  are  agreed  that  the 
caso  is  serious  and  that  mere  promises 
cannot  be  accepted,  the  next  principle  is 
that  we  must  endeavour  to  obtain  Euro- 
pean concert.  The  absence  of  European 
concert  upon  this  question  will  infallibly 
imply — not,  perhaps,  at  present,  but 
hereafter — the  arriving  at  European 
convulsion.  The  choice  is  between  the 
two.  European  concert  may  not  succeed. 
Everything  else  must  fail.  What  is  this 
concert  to  be  for?  I  say,  without  the 
least  hesitation,  it  must  be  for  measures 
conceived  in  the  spirit  and  advancing  in 
the  direction  of  self-government.  Auto- 
nomy is  a  word  which  has  acquired  a 
technical  sense.  I  will  not  undertake  to 
say  anything  definite,  either  positive  or 

H  2 


199    Turkey-^The  Insurrection  in    (COMMONS)     Botnia  and  Bi9r%0gO9kM.     201 


negative,  about  it;  but  this  I  will  say, 
that  the  state  of  the  Turkish  Empire, 
the  long  experience  of  now  half-a-century, 
show  us  distinctly  that  it  is  in  this  direc- 
tion, and  in  this  direction  only,  that  re- 
lief is  to  be  had.  Nothing  else,  pro- 
bably, not  even  the  most  miserable  mea- 
sure of  relief  can  be  found  from  any 
other  source.-  Let  the  House  consider 
that  this  is  no  new  case.  Consider  how 
the  monster  structure  of  the  Turkish 
Empire  is  dotted  all  over  with  instances 
in  which  the  central  Power  has  been 
totally  unable  to  discharge  the  first 
duties  of  Government,  and  in  which  the 
cure  has  been  found  by  bringing  in,  in 
various  forms,  popular  and  local  action. 
There  is  the  case  of  the  Kingdom  of 
Greece,  where,  mainly  in  consequence  of 
the  errors  of  the  Turks  themselves,  this 
action  proceeded  to  the  actual  establish^ 
ment  of  independence.  I  need  not  dwell 
upon  this  because  I  hope  it  may  be  pos- 
sible to  stop  short  of  so  extreme  a  result. 
There  is  the  case  of  the  Lebanon.  There 
you  had  to  deal  witli  a  position  of  ex- 
treme difficulty.  Yet  there  the  estab- 
lishment of  principles  of  local  administra- 
tion put  an  end  to  the  state  of  things 
which  prevailed  some  12  or  15  years 
ago,  and  with  which  the  Porte,  by  the 
exercise  of  the  central  Power,  had  found 
itself  unequal  to  deal.  There  is  the 
island  of  Samos — I  believe  I  am  accurate 
in  the  name  of  tlie  island — tranquil,  and 
comparatively  flourishing  and  happy 
because  it  enjoys  the  privileges  of  self- 
government.  But,  above  all,  there  is  tlie 
case  of  Servia  itself,  where,  by  the 
establishment  of  full  local  privileges, 
great  relief  was  given  to  the  Porte  and 
tranquillity  to  the  East.  Nor  is  it  Servia 
which  is  now  the  root  of  these  diffi- 
culties. Servia  has  been  compelled  to 
come  in  in  a  later  stage ;  but  it  is 
sympathies  flowing  from  other  quar- 
ters, and  not  from  Ser\na,  which  have 
caused  these  troubles.  AVe  have  also  to 
look  at  what  has  been  done  in  Crete. 
But  the  case  I  quote  with  the  utmost 
confidence  is  the  case  of  the  Princi- 
palities. Of  all  the  results  of  the  Cri- 
mean War  tliere  is  none  so  satisfactory, 
and,  I  confess,  I  remember  with  some 
envy  that  Franco  had  a  larger  share 
than  we  had  in  bringing  about  this  re- 
sult. The  Principalities,  when  disunited, 
were  much  more  open  to  intrigue  from 
without.  Their  union  made  them  a 
State  of  respectable  dimensions,  secured 
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development  from  within ;  and  the  effect 
has  been,  not,  perhaps,  the  eetaUiib- 
ment  of  a  perfect  Qovemment^  bnt,  li 
all  events,  an  immense  znatexial  aad 
moral  development  there.  Above  ■U.xi 
the  view  of  foreigpi  policy,  these  verr 
countries,  which  were  the  door  throngjk 
which  Bussia  found  it  coxiTenient  to  ed* 
vance  into  Turkey,  have  now  beoome  t 
firm  military  barrier  against  her.  It  ii 
sometimes  said  that  the  case  of  the  Bu- 
cipalities  is  different  because  there  ut 
very  few  Mahomedans  there,  whemi 
there  are  many  in  Bosnia  and  Henego- 
vina.  This  may  be  so,  but  these  same  gen- 
tlemen tell  us  that  it  is  not  a  question  of 
religion.  I  believe  in  the  main  they  ire 
right ;  but  I  think  there  are  various  in- 
stances which  show  us  that  a  mere  diff(B^ 
ence  of  religion,  if  it  stands  alone,  does  not 
constitute  a  hopeless  difficulty.  I  believe 
there  is  at  this  moment  in  the  free  King- 
dom of  Greece,  in  the  Island  of  EabcBt, 
no  inconsiderable  number  of  Mahomedin 
squires — if  I  may  call  them  so— or 
landed  proprietors,  who  live  in  peice 
and  satisfaction,  with  their  lands  culti- 
vated by  Christian  peasants  and  undert 
Christian  Government.  In  the  Princi- 
palities the  land  question  is  one  of  con- 
siderable difficulty.  It  is  true  there  wii 
no  difference  of  religion,  but  there  wai 
a  great  difference  of  proprietary  rigliti» 
and  it  led  to  a  sharp  conflict.  Notwith- 
standing that,  the  power  of  free  goven- 
ment  has  been  found  perfectly  effectoil 
to  deal  with  the  difficulty,  and  most  cer- 
tainly I  think  that  a  survey  of  the  whole 
circuit  of  Turkish  Empire  points  out  to 
us  in  the  most  distinct  manner,  that  it 
is  in  the  direction  of  free  local  goyen- 
ment,  and  in  that  direction  alone,  that 
we  can  seek  a  remedy  for  the  present 
disorder.  Now,  Sir,  I  sympathized  rery 
mucli  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
other  night  when  he  said  he  could  not, 
in  answer  to  a  Question,  deal  with  the 
point  put  to  him  from  below  the  Oang- 
way  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  widi 
regard  to  immediate  action.  I  sympi- 
thize,  however,  with  the  question  as  far 
as  regards  the  object  which  the  hon. 
Mem})er  had  in  view.  Every  day  lost 
in  this  matter,  I  feel  convinced,  causes 
additional  risk  and  hazard.  It  seems  to 
me  to  be  of  the  utmost  consequence  that, 
if  possible,  there  should  be  some  friendlf 
European  action,  firm  and  intelligent  in 
its  character,  before  either  of  the  paities 
has  gained  a  decisive  advantage  over 
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the  other.  I  may  be  wrong,  but  I  see 
little  probability  of  profit  to  the  Ottoman 
Power  by  this  war.  It  appears  to  me 
that,  in  all  likelihoodi  if  she  should  suc- 
oeed  in  putting  her  enemies  on  the  de- 
ftnsiye,  yet  when  they  are  on  the  defen- 
iire  she  will  not  be  able  to  subdue  them. 
Vhe  power  of  popular  sympathy  coming 
in  from  every  side  will  be  far  greater 
ihan  she  can  by  possibility  cope  with. 
On  the  other  hand,  should  the  Servians 
and  the  Monteneg^ns  obtain  decisive 
adyantages  in  the  field,  it  will  be  most 
diffloult  to  deal  with  them  when  they 
are  raised  to  a  height  of  sanguine  ex- 
pectation and  confidence,  and  possess 
probably  an  extended  sympathy  and 
mpport.  I,  therefore,  greatly  hope,  in 
the  interests  of  general  peace,  that  it 
may  be  found  possible  to  pursue  some 
prompt  action  with  a  view  to  interference 
in  this  matter,  for  I  am  not  ashamed  to 
•ay  that  I  still  desire,  if  possible,  the 
maintenance  of  the  territorial  integrity 
<»f  the  Turkish  Empire.  I  do  not  see 
liow,  if  that  is  broken  up,  we  can  avoid 
▼eiy  serious  difficulties  and  dangers. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  believe  that  if  we 
oan  get  rid  of  the  difficulties  of  local 
administration  by  a  Power  which  is 
wholly  incompetent  to  conduct  it,  espe- 
cially from  Constantinople,  we  may  attain 
the  very  practical  object  of  good  govern- 
ment. Gentlemen  have  spoken  of  the 
formation  of  a  Southern  Slav  State,  but 
depend  upon  it  it  is  much  more  easily  said 
than  done.  And  if  it  were  established 
it  would  be  found  to  raise  up  a  new  set 
<»f  difficulties  and  dan gers.  Within  these 
limits,  which  I  have  feebly  endeavoured 
to  indicate,  and  to  which  I  think  there 
11  no  inconsiderable  approximation 
among  the  various  speakers  in  this 
House,  I  most  earnestly  hope  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  may  be  able  to 
discover  a  solution  of  this  question — a 
aolution  which  may  have  the  effect  of 
giving  ns  the  consolatory  assurance  that 
all  onr  efforts  and  sacrifices  made  at  the 
time  of  the  Crimean  War  were  not  made 
in  vain — a  solution  which  may  adjourn, 
and  perhaps  adjourn  for  a  long  time, 
the  raising  of  a  greater  question  as  to 
the  presence  of  ihe  Turkish  Power  in 
Europe,  which  we  feel  to  be  fraught  with 
■erious  and  grave  considerations  of  un- 
certainty, and  perhaps  of  danger ;  and 
a  solution  which,  above  all,  may  afford 
to  a  population  that  has  suffered  long 
and  soiOfored  much  a  hope  of  gaining  at 


length  the  benefits  of  rational  govern- 
ment and  civilized  life. 

Mr.  DISEAELI:  Sir,  I  feel  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  dealing  with  the 
Eesolutions  which  I  find  on  the  Paper. 
If  they  expressed  confidence  or  involved 
censure,  oi  course  it  would  not  be  diffi- 
cult to  deal  with  them ;  but  at  present, 
although  they  are  numerous,  they  only 
express  a  sentiment,  and  not  a  very 
strong  one.  I  must  say  I  much  regret, 
as  censure  or  confidence  has  not  been 
proposed,  that  my  hon.  Friend  or  any 
other  hon.  Gentleman  who  thought 
fit  to  bring  before  this  House  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  matter  should  not  have 
moved  simply  for  Papers.  If  the  House 
of  Commons  is  really  to  express  its 
opinion  on  these  grave  events,  I  should 
have  wished  that  there  should  have  been 
an  opinion  more  decided  and  expressed 
in  language  more  commanding ;  but  it 
is  impossible  to  read  these  Hesolutions 
without  at  once  seeing  that  the  prin- 
ciple and  point  of  them,  as  they  were 
originally  <&awn,  have  been  taken  away 
from  them.  There  was,  indeed,  one 
Amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Calne 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice),  which  did 
imply  a  censure  on  the  Government; 
nor  can  I  see  why  it  was  withdrawn, 
because  we  have  had  a  speech  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  in  support  of  it.  It  was 
avowedly  a  speech  of  censure  against 
the  Government,  and  coming  from  such 
a  quarter  I  think  the  noble  Lord  might 
have  taken  the  opinion  of  the  House 
upon  the  subject.  I  will  not  enter  into 
the  politics  of  the  Crimean  War.  Having 
no  Eesolution  which  I  am  called  upon 
to  combat,  I  hold  that  my  principal 
duty  here  is  not  to  vindicate — for  it  has 
not  been  attacked  except  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — but  to  explain  the 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  this  matter  from  the  beginning. 
Perhaps,  before  I  make  these  remarks, 
I  might  notice  some  which  have  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  (Mr.  J.  Holms)  on  a 
subject  of  a  most  painful  character,  but 
which  I  think  ought  not  to  have  been 
introduced  into  this  debate.  I  mean  the 
atrocities  alleged  to  have  been  com- 
mitted in  consequence  of  the  invasion 
of  Bulgaria.  I  think  on  this  occasion 
it  would  be  quite  out  of  keeping  to  enter 
into  any  controversy  on  that  subject. 
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Admit  that  all  the  Bulgarian  atrocities 
that  have  been  brought  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  are  genuine, 
and  admit  that  they  have  all  been  com- 
mitted by  one  side — and  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  make  either  of  these  admissions 
— everybody  must  feel  that  that  is  a 
question  completely  outside  that  which 
we  are  called  upon  to  consider  now,  which 
is  really  whether  the  House  approves  or 
not — though  they  may  not  choose  to 
have  a  Resolution — of  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  the  late  negotiations. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  make  one 
charge  against  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment which  I  must  notice.  He  said 
there  was  pnnted  among  these  Papers 
a  Heport  of  our  Consul  respecting  these 
massacres  which  must  have  been  kept 
back  from  me  by  the  Foreign  Office.  I 
must  vindicate  the  Foreign  Office. 
Neither  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State,  however,  nor  myself,  consi- 
dered that  Keport  was  one  which  at  all 
justified  the  statements  which  were 
made,  and  which  were  subsequently  the 
subject  of  discussion  in  this  House.  A 
Consul  liears,  and  no  doubt  truly,  that 
there  has  been  extremely  wild  work  on 
the  part  of  some  of  the  Bashi-Bazouks, 
and  he  engages  some  one  to  go  to  a  coffee- 
house frequented  by  these  ruffians,  where 
lie  listens  to  the  reports  of  the  wild  work 
tliat  has  been  going  on.  One  present  says 
—**  5,000  or  6,000  must  have  perished 
innocently,"  when  another  answers — 
**  If  you  had  said  25,000  or  26,000  you 
would  liave  been  more  correct,"  as  if 
exultinp^  in  tlie  carnage.  Now  we  know 
very  well  how  difficult  it  is  even  in 
civilized  nations  with  a  well-organized 
l)olico  to  obtain  accurate  information 
on  such  points,  and  how  frequently  we 
hoar  of  100,000  men  being  assembled 
on  a  public  occasion  when  subsequent 
inquiry  showed  that  the  number  was 
not  more  than  10,000.  I  was  not  justi- 
liL»d  for  a  moment  to  adopt  that  coffee- 
house babble  brought  by  an  anony- 
mous 1  Bulgarian  to  a  Consul  as  at  all 
furnishing  a  basis  of  belief  that  the 
a'^counts  subsequently  received  had  any 
justitication.  I  will  only  mention  one 
more  circumstance  with  reference  to 
this  subji'ct,  which  may  be  one  worthy 
the  attention  of  the  House  if  it  chose 
to  consider  it  singly  and  apart,  but 
which  I  think  ought  to  be  kept  out 
of  a  discussion  as  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  in  these  negotiations. 
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I  was  sorry  to  hear  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  speak  as  he  did  jut 
now  with  80  much  oontumely  and  wna 
of  confidence  of  the  person  to  whom  wu 
intrusted  the  investigatioii  on  the^ 
of  these  dreadful  atrocities  that  hare 
taken  place.  I  really  do  not  know  who 
the  individual  is  to  whom  the  xigbt 
hon.  Gentleman  refers,  but  I  hope  he  u 
not  an  Englishman.  [Mr.  Gladstosz: 
Oh,  no !]  n  it  be  Mr.  Baring-[Mr. 
Gladstone  :  Oh,  dear,  no  !] — ^1  shodd 
be  most  pained  to  hear  the  remaiks  d 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  because  ke 
possesses  the  most  entire  confidence  of 
the  Ambassador,  and  our  own  oonfidence 
as  well.  I  should  say  that  we  hare  il- 
ready  received  adespatch  from  Mr.  Baring 
on  this  subject,  and  he  has  made  an  in- 
vestigation with  regard  to  a  report  whki 
produced  a  deep  impression  on  tlusHoiiM 
— namely,  the  story  that  we  heard  aboot 
40  girls  being  burned.  He  says  that  then 
is  not  the  sughtest  foundation  for  tLat 
story,  and  that  it  is  a  complete  fabrici- 
tion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on  to  describe  with  most  telling  efiect, 
the  mass€U2re  of  some  refugees  who 
tried  to  return  to  their  countxy;  bat 
in  the  Papers  before  the  House  then 
is  an  account  of  the  first  incident 
in  the  insurrection  in  Herzegovina. 
and  it  began  in  this  way.  It  would 
seem  that  the  insurrection  of  Henego- 
vina  began  to  break  out  in  July,  1875, 
by  a  disturbance  arising  out  of  the 
return  of  some  of  the  inhabitants  who 
had  emigrated,  from  Montenegro.  The 
circumstances  are  identical  with  those 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  insurgents  attacked  and  captured  the 
caravan,  and  murdered  and  behesded 
five  Turkish  travellers.  It  appears, 
t}ierefore,  that  the  refug^ees  could  defend 
themselves  and  massacre  the  Turks;  snd 
this  only  shows  that  in  those  oountriee 
there  are  views  and  feelings  of  humanity 
altogether  different  from  our  own,  and 
that  on  both  sides  these  horrible  scenes 
have  been  occurring.  But  at  the  present 
moment,  although  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seems  to  think  that  the  promises  of 
the  Turkish  Minister  are  utterly  valne- 
less,  and  that  the  infiuence  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  is  of  no  avail,  I 
can  only  say  that  I  believe  great  exer- 
tions are  being  made  to  proFent  a  repe- 
tition of  any  incidents  of  this  kind,  and 
that  our  interference  has  been  pro- 
ductive of  great  good.    The^insuzrectiottt 
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AS  I  have  said,  commenced  in  the  month 
of  July,  1875,  and  after  8ome  time — in 
August  —  the  three  Imperial  Powers 
made  a  proposition  that  there  should  be 
a  delegation  of  Consuls  from  the  States, 
called  D J  courtesy  the  six  Great  Powers, 
to  treat  with  the  insurgents.  I  do  not 
know  whether  we  took  a  wise  step  in 
agpreeing  to  that  proposal.  We  objected 
to  it  on  principle,  and  I  think  Lord 
Derby  addressed  a  letter  to  Sir  Henry 
£lliot  in  which  he  expressed  that  opinion 
of  the  Government.  He  said  that  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)yemment  had  since  the 
outbreak  of  the  insurrection  in  Bosnia 
and  Herzegovina  deprecated  diplomatic 
intervention  of  the  other  Powers  in  the 
afifurs  of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  but  that 
they  agreed  to  the  Consular  Commission 
although  they  felt  little  good  would 
result  from  it.  The  Government,  on  the 
other  hand,  did  not  counsel  the  Porte  to 
resist  any  advice  which  they  might  con- 
sider to  be  advantageous,  adding  that 
they  could  not  conceal  from  themselves 
the  eravity  of  the  situation  owing  to  the 
weakness  exhibited  by  the  Porte  in 
dealing  with  the  insurrection  in  its  early 
stages,  the  want  of  confidence  in  its  ad- 
ministration, and  the  state  of  collapse  in 
which  its  Government  had  been  allowed 
to  fall.  The  responsibility  of  that  con- 
dition of  affairs,  the  despatch  from  which 
I  am  quoting  went  on  to  say,  must  rest 
with  the  Sultan  and  his  Government, 
and  all  that  could  be  done  by  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)vemment  was  to  give  such 
advice  as  they  deemed  to  bo  best  under 
the  circumstances.  That  was  the  feeling 
by  which  we  were  inlltienced  thi-oughout 
these  transactions.  After  the  failure  of 
the  Consular  Commission  the  rumour 
arose  that  the  three  Imperial  Powers 
were  preparing  a  Note-  on  the  state  of 
Herzegovina,  and  that  was  the  celebrated 
Andrassy  Note.  We  did  not  conceal 
from  the  House  on  a  previous  occasion 
that  Her  Majesty's  Gx)vemment  hesitated 
znuch  before  they  adopted  the  Note. 
The  reason  whv  they  hesitated  was  this 
— ^They  were  of  opinion  that  the  status 
quo  in  Turkey  should  be,  if  possible, 
maintained,  and  I  understand  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  he  is  still  of  that 
opinion.  [Mr.  Gladstone:  The  terri- 
torial integrity.]  You  will  find  it  difficult 
to  maintain  the  territorial  integrity  of 
Turkey  without  acknowledging  the  prin- 
ciple of  status  quo.  Let  us  see  what 
the  status  quo  in  Turkey  is.    It  is  not  an 


ancient  order  of  society  or  political 
arrangement  that  has  become  obsolete. 
It  has  been  tested  in  the  severest  man- 
ner and  by  the  severest  deeds  only  20 
years  ago.  It  has  been  tested  by  a 
sanguinary  war  and  by  the  Conferences 
of  the  great  States ;  and  the  results  of 
these  material  struggles  and  moral  con- 
siderations had  been  expressed  in  solemn 
Treaties ;  and,  therefore,  the  ufatus  quo 
is  not  a  state  or  condition  to  be  looked 
upon  lightly  or  with  disrespect ;  it 
is  a  status  quo  with  which,  in  our  opi- 
nion, it  was  not  proper  to  interfere.  If 
ever  there  was  a  case  in  which  inter- 
ference was  to  be  deprecated  it  was,  in 
our  opinion,  in  the  condition  of  Turkey, 
because  it  was  quite  obvious  that,  from 
the  circumstances  of  the  relations  be- 
tween Turkey  and  the  other  States  of 
Europe,  supported  as  they  were  by 
peculiar  Treaties,  the  interference  of 
other  Powers  would  have  been  induced, 
and  would  have  led  to  a  perilous  state 
of  affairs.  Therefore,  to  recognize  and 
to  wish  to  maintain  the  status  quo  of 
Turkey  and  to  deprecate  interference 
with  its  condition  in  order  to  allow 
Turkey  and  its  subjects  in  the  course  of 
time  to  find  that  condition  which  suited 
both  of  them  best,  seemed  to  us  the 
policy  desirable.  Therefore,  weJiesitatcd 
very  much  about  joining  the  English 
Consul  to  the  others  in  the  dologation  to 
the  insurgents  which  failed.  Then  came 
the  Andrassy  Note.  We  hesitated  about 
accepting  that.  We  were  inllueuced  by 
the  responsibility  we  should  incur  by 
departing  from  that  concert  of  nations  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just 
referred.  Unquestionably,  it  is  one  of 
the  great  objects  —  and  it  ought  to 
be  one  of  the  great  objects — of  this 
country  to  act  in  concert  with  its  allies, 
and  not  to  take  a  course  whicli  woiihl 
isolate  us  unnecessarily  when  united 
action  is  more  calculated  to  achieve 
success.  But  when  we  came  to  analyze 
the  Andrassy  Note  we  remembered  there 
was  very  little  in  it  which  the  Porte  itself 
had  not  already  undertaken,  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  great  Powers,  to 
accomplish,  so  we  felt  that  we  could,  under 
the  circumstances,  and  for  the  sake  of 
the  united  action  and  concert,  take  part 
in  that  Note.  There  were  one  or  two 
matters  which  were  now  on  which  wfj 
reserved  our  opinion,  but  they  were  not 
of  that  importance  which  we  might  not 
fairly  consider  would  be  arranged  satU- 
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factorily ;  and,  indeed,  while  we  were 
considering  what  course  should  be  taken 
with  regard  to  allowing  our  Consul  to 
join  the  other  Powers  in  an  urgent  ap- 
plication to  the  insurgents,  the  Porte 
itseK  made  an  earnest  appeal  to  us  to 
allow  our  Consul  to  act  as  required,  and 
so  also  to  join  in^the  Andrassy  Note,  and 
that  settled  the  matter.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  his  charge  against  the 
Government,  blames  us  greatly  for  our 
conduct  with  respect  to  the  Andrassy 
Note  for  allowing  the  initiative  to  pass 
into  the  hands  of  the  other  Powers  ;  and 
yet  I  think  he  spoke  early  in  the  Session 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  a 
very  diflferent  tone.  On  the  first  night 
of  the  Session  he  said — "I  am  most 
grateful  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, instead  of  being  actuated  by  that 
principle  " — that  is,  that  they  had  no 
right  to  expect  anything  from  the  Sultan 
— "I  am  most  grateful  to  them  for 
having  given  in  their  adhesion  to  the 
Austrian  Note — [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Hear, 
hear  I  ] — and,  for  my  part,  I  cordially 
express  my  acknowledgments  to  the 
Government."  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Hear, 
hear  I]  How  does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman reconcile  those  gracious  expres- 
sions with  the  severe  criticism  with 
which  he  has  just  favoured  me  for 
giving  in  the  adhesion  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  Note  ?  [Mr.  Gladstone  : 
No,  no  I]  Then  he  blames  us  because 
we  departed  from  the  European  concert. 
But  he  mistakes  the  nature  of  affairs. 
It  is  true  that  we  on  a  subsequent  occa- 
sion found  ourselves  in  a  state  of  isola- 
tion. England  was  in  a  state  of  isola- 
tion, and  the  five  other  Powers  were  not 
acting  with  us.  But  why  was  England 
in  a  state  of  isolation  ?  She  was  isolated 
because  she  determined  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  non-interference.  But  Eng- 
land is  not  in  a  state  of  isolation  now, 
because  the  five  Powers,  after  various 
attempts  to  produce  effects  in  which 
they  were  not  successful,  have  adopted 
the  principle  of  non-interference — that 
is  to  say,  that  they  have  come  over  to  us, 
and  the  six  Powers  are  now  acting  in 
concert  on  the  principle  of  non-interfer- 
ence. After  the  Andrassy  Note  there 
was  an  armistice ;  that  was  in  March  ; 
and  then,  to  the  great  surprise  of  those 
who  were  on  the  point  of  believing  that 
the  insurrection  was  terminated,  the  in- 
surgents pressed  new  demands  of  an 
extraordinary  kind.    The  Berlin  Memo- 
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randum  was  propoaed  in  May,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  blames  tis  for  on 
course  there,  because  we  rejected  the 
Berlin   Memorandum    on    grounds  on 
which   the   Turkish    Government  pe- 
viously  had  given  in  their  adhesion-— u, 
for  instance,  the  building  of  churches 
the  rebuilding  of  the  houses  that  were 
destroyed,  and  the  supporting  of  those 
who  had  quitted  the  Proyinces  and  re- 
turned, and  so  on.     It  is  very  true  thit 
Her  Majesty's  Government  did  object 
to  the  Berlin  Memorandum   on  manj 
points  not  known  to  the  House  and  to 
the  country.    It  is  very  true  that  ther 
objected  to  it  on  g^unds   which  the 
Turkish  Government  had  previoosly  a^ 
cepted.    Why  did  we  refuse  to  sanction 
the  Berlin  Memorandum  ?     We  did  so 
because  we  knew  that  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment and  the  Turkish  nation  conld 
not  fulfil  the  conditions  which  were  laid 
down  in  the  Berlin  Memorandum,  and 
because  we  knew  that  the  Berlin  Memo- 
randum ended  with  an  intimation  that, 
if  this  effort  failed,  very  different  mea- 
sures would  be  had  recourse  to.      And, 
of  course,  the  very  failure  by  the  Torki 
to  fulfil  the  rash  and  reckless  promieei 
which,  in  their  miserable  state  of  de- 
spair, they  were  ready  to  make  eveir 
d^y,  would  have  been  the  foundation 
for  that  which  we,  who  were  advocating 
a  policy  of  non-intervention,  wished  par- 
ticularly to  avoid.     It   was    perfectly 
clear  that  as  the  Turks  would  necessarily 
fail  to  observe  the  conditions  laid  down, 
the  Berlin  Memorandum  would    have 
allowed  active  interference — an  oocapa- 
tion,  perhaps,  and  an  occupation  in  a 
country  like  Turkey  generally  leads  to 
war.     Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says — **What  has  been   the  effect  of 
our  conduct  in  rejecting  the  Memoran- 
dum  and    in  ordering  Her  Majesty's 
Fleet  to  Besika  Bay?" — a  subject  on 
which  I  win  in  due  time  touch.    The 
effect  of  our  conduct,  he  says,  is  war 
with  Servia.    We  drove  Serria  to  war, 
he  says,  because  she  was  in  sheer  de- 
spair at  not    getting  redress  for   her 
grievances.     But  what  had  Turkey  to 
do  with  the  redress  of  the  grievanoes  of 
Servia  ?    Servia  was  as  independent  a 
country,  you  might  say,  with  r^^ard  to 
the  Government  of  Turkey,  as  'F^Tgl^"'^ 
herself.    If  Turkey  had  come  ibrwazd 
and  practically  made  all  the  changes 
which  are  included  in  all  the  Ham- 
Sheriffs  and  Hatti-Humajonna  in 
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enoe,  it  wotild  not  have  affected  Servia 
in  the  least.  Nothing  appears  to  me 
more  unwarranted  than  to  maintain  that 
fhe  policy  of  this  country  with  regard  to 
I  Turkey  led  to  war  with  Servia.  Servia 
u  eould  not  be  affected  in  any  way.  Servia 
I  required  no  redress.  What  Servia 
\  iranted  was  Provinces,  a  very  different 
thing,  and  the  Papers  on  the  Table 
show  that  in  the  Spring  she  was  pre- 
paring for  war,  on  the  supposition 
that  she  would  commence  it  probably 
vith  the  presence  of  some  European 
Power.  Well,  then,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond 
Htzmaurioe),  who  appears  to  approve 
oar  having  refused  to  sanction  the  Ber- 
lin Memorandum,  asks  us  why,  in  re- 
ihfling  to  give  our  adherence  to  that 
document,  we  did  not  think  it  our  duty 
to  propose  an  alternative.  I  differ  from 
the  noUe  Lord  on  that  point.  It  was 
matter  of  opinion,  and  I  think  the  Go- 
Temment  would  have  made  a  mistake  if, 
in  rejecting  the  Berlin  Memorandum, 
they  had  immediately  offered  a  proposi- 
tion of  their  own.  One  observation  has 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  with  regard  to  the  Andrassy 
Note  of  which  I  ought  to  take  notice. 
It  has  been  said  that  we  should  have 
required  from  the  three  Powers  that 
we  should  be  consulted.  I  think  that  is 
an  objection  very  analogous  and  almost 
aimilar  to  the  objection  of  the  noble 
Lord  in  regard  to  the  Berlin  Memo- 
randum. But  I  cannot  say  that  I  should 
erer  deem  it  my  duty — and  I  feel  sure 
that  none  of  my  Colleagues  would  deem  it 
to  be  their  duty — to  advise  the  Sovereign 
to  offer  her  unsolicited  presence  and 
oounsels  to  other  Powers.  If  there  are 
States  which  believe  they  can  bene- 
ficially and  usefully  act  together  without 
our  co-operation  or  without  consulting 
ns,  I  do  not  think  it  is  either  our  duty 
or  our  policy  to  thrust  ourselves  upon 
them.  And  so  with  regard  to  the  objec- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  respecting  the 
Bcnrlin  Note,  and  his  view  that  we  ought 
to  have  made  an  alternative  proposition. 
What  chance  would  an  alternative  pro- 
position from  England  have  received 
som  those  three  Powers  ?  Those  three 
Great  Powers  meet  together  to  settle  a 
difficult  question.  They  ffive  all  their 
intelligence  and  their  influence  to  the 
doonment  which  they  produce.  We 
vnieot  ity  and  are  to  offer  them  a  propo- 
\  of  our  own.    What  chance  is  there 


of  its  being  accepted  ?  I  imagine  myself 
that  a  worse  chance  could  not  exist.  Their 
self-love,  their  just  pride,  their  some- 
what mortified  feeling  at  the  course 
which  we  had  taken,  all  would  have 
impelled  them  to  reject  our  proposition. 
And  my  own  opinion  is  that  it  is  not  a 
wise  thing  for  a  country,  and  a  country 
like  England,  to  make  proposals  which 
it  has  not  the  means  of  carrying  into 
effect,  and  to  sketch  a  policy,  which  is 
never  difficult  to  do,  but  which  a  country 
like  this  ought  certainly  not  to  entertain 
unless  it  entertained  it  in  a  serious, 
practical,  and  determined  manner.  I 
might  say  also,  when  we  are  told  that 
our  conduct  with  regard  to  the  Berlin 
Note  produced  the  war  with  Servia,  that 
the  Berlin  Note  never  was  rejected  by 
the  Porte,  and  for  this  simple  and  very 
satisfactory  reason,  that  it  never  was 
presented  to  the  Porte.  Therefore,  the 
argument  founded  on  the  rejection 
of  the  Berlin  Note  being  the  occasion 
of  the  Servian  War  falls  entirely  to  the 
ground.  The  fact  is  that  the  Berlin 
Memorandum  was  never  presented  to 
the  'Porte.  It  was  no  offensive  act  of 
the  Porte  of  any  kind  that  produced  the 
war ;  it  was  an  invasion  on  the  part  of 
Servia,  who  had  not  been  interfered 
with;  [and,  therefore,  if  the  Note  had 
been  presented  to  the  Porto  and  been 
rejected,  even  under  those  circumstances 
it  could  not  for  a  moment  be  maintained 
that  that  was  the  cause,  or  one  of  the 
causes,  of  the  war  with  Servia.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Calne  also 
made  some  remarks  upon  the  difference 
between  the  policy  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  and  of 
myself.  The  noble  Lord  did  not  favour 
the  House  with  any  proofs,  or  even  illus- 
trations, of  the  somewhat  interesting 
and  unusual  circumstance  of  persons  in 
our  respective  positions,  having  the  con- 
duct of  very  responsible  affairs,  yet,  at 
the  same  time,  maintaining  two  dif- 
ferent policies.  It  would  have  been,  I 
think,  only  fair  in  making  such  state- 
ments if  the  noble  Lord  should  have 
been  furnished  with  some  hint,  if  not 
evidence,  however  slight,  that  would 
have  warranted  him  in  making  that 
statement.  True  it  is  that  the  noble 
Lord  said  a  man  would  be  considered 
a  great  fool  who  was  not  of  that 
opinion. 

LoBD    EDMOND    FITZMAUEICE 
said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
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luisuiiilorstood  his  observation.     He  had 
saiil  iioihiiiir  of  tho  kind. 

Mk.  lUi^KAKLI  :  Well.  I  was  not 
prt^soii:  whon  it  was  made,  but  it  was 
0!io  I't  tho^o  airv  observations  that  are 
i::r.:ii\i:a:oly  report  ihI  to  me.  But  then 
i:  soov.is  that  that  is  founded  upon  the 
way  in  whi^h  I  treated  the  subject  of 
t:*.o  Vloo:  ;:i  Bosika  Bav.  and  the  risrht 
r.on.  Go:;:Ie:nan  has  touched  upon  the 

he:  me  see  if  there  was 


sa:uo  su'\uv:. 
av.v::i:r.;r  iu  what  he  said,  and  let  us  see 
w:;a:  av'.ually  happeuovl.  No  one  wi:h 
:>.e  Taivrs  lutorx.^  h":u  «.an  dt^iivthat  the 
sMtiV.'.i*!;:  of  Lorvl  Per  by  is  a<\-j.ra:e  so 
:i<  ::  jt -OS.  T:*.:  re  ^au  be  n."»  doub: 
:V.>  K'.-.c.ish  A:v.V:iss^i.:or.  a'ar-^vd 


t;V 


hopes  of  Sir  Henry  Elliot,  the  g«ienl 
opinion  of  people,  and  of  people  of  greu 
experience,  seems  to  have  oeen  that  some 
rising  in  the  city  of  Constantinopk 
against  the  Christian  population  was  to 
be  expected.  What  was  goine  to  hap- 
pen? There  were  rumours  afloat;  no 
one  knew  exactly  what  they  meant. 
S«>merimes  it  was  that  there  was  to  be 
an  invasion  of  Constantinople  at  the  in- 
stigation of  the  Sultan  himself;  wine- 
times,  that  there  was  to  be  a  domwlic 
revolution.  We  know  venr  well  that 
these  waters  had  in  time  of  public  di*- 
rurbantT?  ever  been  the  scene  of  sudden 
and  startling  events,  and  we  felt  that 
three  shiivs  in  Besika  Bav  were  under 


,  .0.  j  the  circumstances  but  a  very  scanty  pro- 

\v::h  thv^  Koyr^:s^::ta::vrs  o:  the  t«^ti-^..  wh-f-n.  perhaps,  you  might  hate 
vl.rlVri".*.:  r/wcrs  :'..-, r-.^  wr.,^  SiTTV-rd  t  ■  an  ins-jrrr-jrlon  stirred  up  in  Salonicaor 
:;;'nj  .•.**.:;.^:"t  ;iv  :;:*..  .ir..:  i.  t- r:v.:nei  .  >n  the  c-:ast  of  Syria,  which  was  com- 
:/..;:  ::;o  V:?:  %' ,:r>T'  t*.:,;.t  .vv.li  :~  p'etely  rirnuied  of  any  protection  what- 
;i.;  ^y:.\i  NY.is  :.^  St'-/..;  :  r  tr.::r  r-.sy-xtive  rrrr.  We  th.-u^ht.  therefore,  that  the 
Sx;,:;i.:r^*"'4  iv.  :*.*.-."  M.-.:::.  rrA-.-:A-  i.-.:  rime  hi i  arrive*!  when  we  ought  to  take 
:mv.- : ■;,■*.•.  Vr.'UjT'-.t  iv.to  "v.r'xish  "^it-.r*.  :arr  that  the  Me-iiterranean  Squadron 
V  \l r    M  -.  vi : :  :*  v r,; . , .  .i v.   Nr.: a  I r.  v.   At   t  h  =. :    <" . :  il  I  'r  -f  ?< :  tne wh  at  niore  po werftil  than 
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which  we  must  protect  and  never  relin- 
quiahy  and  it  was  no  threat  to  any  par- 
ticular Power  that  we  said  at  such  a 
moment  that  the  Mediterranean  Fleet, 
which  is  the  guarantee  and  the  symbol 
of  our  authority,  should  be  there,  that 
the  world  should  know,  whatever  might 
liappen,  there  should  be  no  great  change 
in  the  distribution  of  territories  in  that 
part  of  the  world  without  the  knowledge 
and  consent  of  England.  I  do  not  call 
that  a  threat  to  any  Power,  and  I  cheer- 
fiilly  ag^e  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  addressed  us  as  to  the 
oonduct  of  those  whom  I  will  still,  not- 
withstanding his  criticism,  call  the  Allies 
of  our  Sovereigpi  throughout  this  matter. 
When  I  spoke  the  first  night  of  the  Ses- 
sion on  tne  Address,  and  made  some 
reference  to  the  Andrassy  Note,  the 
noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
intimated,  though  not  in  a  very  decided 
manner,  a  fear  that  perhaps  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  interfered  too 
much,  and  argued  that  some  dangerous 
consequences  mi^rht  ensue.  But  I  said 
then  that  I  had  the  utmost  confidence  in 
theGhreat  Powers — I  was  not  ashamed 
to  Bay  that  I  believed  in  their  entire 
ainceiity,  and  I  have  not  changed  that 
opinion  after  six  eventful  months.  I 
believe  that  the  Governments  of  Bussia 
and  Austria  have  from  the  first — though 
they  might,  like  ourselves,  have  made  a 
mistake  in  their  means — sincerely  and 
unreservedly  endeavoured  to  terminate 
these  disturbances  in  Turkey.  They 
felt  that  it  was  their  interest  to  do  so, 
and  they  have  been  most  anxious  to 
maintain  the  8tatu%  quo.  But,  unfortu- 
nately, the  world  consists  not  merely  of 
Emperors  and  Governments ;  it  consists 
also  of  secret  societies  and  revolutionary 
oommittees,  and  secret  societies  and  re- 
Tolntionaiy  committee^  have  been  un- 
ceasingly at  work  in  these  affairs,  and 
they  do  bring  about  in  an  Empire  like 
Turkey  most  unexpected  consequences, 
which  may  have  a  most  injurious  effect 
on  British  interests.  When  we  are  told 
that  we  sent  our  Fleet  to  the  Dardanelles 
in  order  to  maintain  the  Turkish  Empire 
I  deny  it.  It  is  not  to  maintain  the 
Turkish  Empire,  and  the  Turkish  Go- 
Temment  were  never  deceived  on  that 
point.  They  were  frequently  informed 
from  the  first^as  will  be  seen  from  the 
^aafanictions  to  Sir  Henry  Elliot  on  the 
of  the  new  Sultan — they  were 
lij  mntt  reform  their  course  and 


conduct ;  they  must  fulfil  their  engage- 
ments and  obHgations;  and  that  our 
arrival  in  their  waters  was  to  maintain 
the  interests  of  England  and  the  British 
Empire,  not  to  bolster  up  any  Power 
that  was  falling  into  decrepitude  from 
its  own  weakness.  The  TurHsh  Govern- 
ment is  engaged  at  this  moment  in 
a  civil  war  —  it  can  hardly  be  con- 
sidered more  than  that;  but  I  can- 
not say  that  I  have  seen  any  cause  at 
present  why  we  should  suddenly  inter- 
fere. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  used 
the  expression  **  prompt  interference ; " 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  tells  us  he  has 
nothing  himself  to  propose.  We  are, 
according  to  his  desire,  to  maintain  the 
territorial  integrity  of  Turkey ;  but,  in 
my  opinion,  it  would  be  in  the  long  run 
a  very  unsatisfactory  interference  if  you 
did  not  know  when  you  interfered  what 
you  intended,  what  you  wished  to  ac- 
complish. Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  shown  no  disposition  to  avoid  the 
liabilities  which  are  annexed  to  a  great 
country  like  England,  and  which  she 
must  not  shrink  from.  I  am  perfectly 
aware  of  our  duties  not  merely  arising 
from  Treaties  into  which  the  country  has 
entered,  but  the  duties  generally  which 
we  owe  to  civilization ;  you  cannot, 
however,  settle  these  things  by  making 
speeches  at  public  meetings.  That  is  not 
the  way  in  which  it  is  possible  to  en- 
counter matters  of  such  difficulty  as  are 
now  agitating  Europe.  I  cannot  see,  so 
far  as  I  can  review  our  conduct,  that  the 
Government  have  taken  any  course  in 
these  proceedings  but  such  as  the  [in- 
terests of  this  country  required,  and  we 
have  certainly  not  committed  the  country 
to  any  rash  undertaking.  We  have  said 
from  the  first  that  we  were  in  favour  of 
non-interference ;  we  have  said  from  the 
first  that  we  should  observe  a  strict 
neutrality  if  that  strict  neutrality  were 
observed  by  others.  There  has  been  a 
difference  of  opinion  between  us  and  the 
other  Powers ;  there  has  been  some  con- 
troversy ;  in  what  has  it  all  ended  ?  It 
has  all  ended  by  the  other  Powers 
adopting  our  policy.  They  have  all,  in 
a  manner  most  unmist^eable,  admitted 
that  non-interference  is  the  policy  that 
ought  to  be  pursued,  and  that  neutrality 
is  the  process  they  ought  to  foUow. 
When  I  am  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  we  have  lost  our  position  in 
the  European  concert,  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  is  not  the  opinion  of  Her  Ma- 
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jesty's  Government.  I  believe  the  other 
Powers  are  most  ready  and  prepared  to 
act  with  us.  I  have  no  doubt  when  the 
opportunity  offers  we  shall  find  ourselves 
in  that  position  which  becomes  the  dig- 
nity of  this  country,  and  we  shall  have 
every  opportunity  which  is  desired  to 
contribute  to  the  general  welfare  of  the 
world.  The  course  which  we  have  taken 
is  the  one  which  we  believe  we  were 
called  upon  to  pursue  for  the  sake  of  our 
interests,  and  for  the  sake  of  our  Em- 
pire ;  it  was  the  course  which,  in  the 
second  place,  we  were  called  upon  to 
pursue  because  we  believed  it  was  most 
conducive  to  the  maintenance  of  peace ; 
and  thirdly,  also,  the  one  which  we  be- 
lieved would  lead  to  the  progressive  im- 
provement of  the  population  of  the 
Turkish  Empire.  If  there  is  to  be  no- 
thing but  confusion,  if  we  are  to  have 
nothing  but  struggles  and  war,  if  secret 
societies  and  revolutionary  committees 
are  to  ride  rampant  over  those  fair  Pro- 
vinces, I  shall  cordially  deplore  such  a 
result  as  much  as  Gentlemen  who  at- 
tack me  very  often  for  my  want  of  sym- 
pathy with  the  sufferers  by  imaginary 
atrocities.  I  must  say  I  have  greater 
confidence  than  some  have  in  the  sense 
and  prudence  of  Governments.  I  can- 
not believe  that  the  scenes  which  have 
taken  place  during  the  last  six  months 
in  these  Turkish  Provinces  can  be  main- 
tained, and  when  the  occasion  arrives  we 
shall  be  ready  to  take  our  responsible 
part  in  what  I  hope  may  be  the  pacifi- 
cation of  these  countries,  their  advance- 
ment in  civilization,  and  their  general 
improvement.  But  I  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  ad- 
dressed us,  our  task  is  not  an  easy  one. 
Hitherto  we  have  experienced  the 
generous  confidence  of  Parliament,  and 
I  hope  I  may  say,  notwithstanding  the 
criticism  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
after  the  six  months  which  have  now 
passed.  Parliament  having  had  ample 
opportunity  of  examining  and  criticising 
our  conduct,  the  general  opinion  of  Par- 
liament, and,  I  believe,  the  general 
opinion  of  the  country,  is  that  we  have 
not  been  remiss  in  our  duty.  I  know 
the  difficulties  which  now  await  us.  I 
know  that  for  some  time  to  come  we 
cannot  rely  upon  that  which  has  been 
our  main  reliance — the  sustaining  power 
of  Parliament — under  many  difficulties 
of  late.  But  if  we  feel  that  we  have  the 
confidence  of  our  countrymen,  great  as 

Mr.  Diiraeli 


may  be  the  difficulties  we  may  bare  to 
encounter — vast  as  may  be  the  re- 
sponsibility of  public  men  under  tnA 
circumstances — we  shall  not  shrink  firao 
doing  our  duty.  And  I  trust  that  i& 
fulfilling  it  we  shall  not  disappoint  th« 

expectations  of  the  country. 

The  Marquess  or  HAHTINGTON: 
Sir,  I  regret  that  the  exigencies  of  the 
Gt)vemment  and  the  manner  in  which 
they  have  thought  fit  to  conduct  the 
Business  of  this  House  have  rendflnd 
it  necessary  to  discuss  this  question  in 
so  brief  and  unsatisfactory  a  manner. 
When  the  Gt)vemment  thought  that 
seven  or  eight  days  were  not  wasted 
upon  the  discussion  of  a  clause  in  an 
Education  Bill — a  clause,  moreoFer,  not 
introduced  by  themselves — it  was  stnne- 
what  extraordinary  that  we  should  be 
told  at  an  early  period  of  this  evening 
that  according  to  the  QoTemment  die- 
tribution  of  our  time  it  was  imposaUe 
we  should  be  allowed  more  than  one 
evening  this  week  for  the  discussion  of 
affairs  which  have  occupied  the  atten- 
tion of  the  whole  country  since  the 
meeting  of  Parliament.  It  is  not  long 
since  Lord  Derby,  speaking  to  a  depati- 
tion,  informed  them,  and  through  them 
the  country,  that  it  was  of  the  greatest 
importance  to  the  Ministers,  who  were, 
he  said,  the  servants  of  the  country,  that 
they  should  receive  instructions  from 
their  employers,  and  that  one  of  the 
greatest  difficulties  of  a  Gt)vemment  was 
that  they  were  unable  to  know  what 
were  the  intentions  of  their  employers 
until  it  was  too  late.  I  do  not  know 
whether  Lord  Derby  did  not  rather 
underrate  the  responsibility  under  which 
the  Government  acts.  I  should  have 
thought  it  might  sometimes  have  been 
the  duty  of  the  servants  of  the  Queen  to 
conduct  the  foreign  policy  of  the  countcy 
in  a  manner  not  altogether  accordant  to 
the  instructions  of  those  whom  Lord 
Derby  called  their  employers.  But,  at 
the  same  time,  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  it  is  of  vast  importance  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  feel  that  the  policy  they 
pursue  is  supported  by  the  general  feel- 
ing, and  sense,  and  intelligence  of  the 
country.  And  certainly  there  never  waa 
a  more  difficult,  embarrassing,  or  per- 
plexing question  placed  before  the 
country  for  its  consideration ;  and  one 
of  the  best  and  chief  modes  by  which 
the  Government  can  form  and  test  opi- 
nion on  the  events  that  are  passing  and 
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the  policy  they  ought  to  pursue  would 
undoubtedly  be  by  discusaion  in  Parlia- 
ment. I  think  we  must  all  feel  that 
we  are  at  a  great  difficulty  in  discuss- 
ing this  question  by  reason  of  the  paucity 
of  the  information  in  our  possession. 
What  we  know  respecting  these  distant 
oountries  and  these  different  nationalities 
is  80  imperfect  that  it  is  impossible  not 
to  feel  that  we  have  not  before  us  all 
the  materials  we  could  desire  for  the 
complete  consideration  of  this  question, 
and  therefore  a  full  discussion  by  Par- 
liament was  the  more  necessary.  Ac- 
oording  to  the  Notice  Paper  no  fewer 
than  four  propositions  were  to  have  been 
placed  before  the  House  for  its  conside- 
ration,  yet  but  only  three  of  the  hon. 
Members  who  have  given  Notice  of  Ee- 
aolutions  on  the  subject  have  barely  had 
time  to  express  their  views.  I  there- 
fore think  it  will  not  be  denied  that 
anffioient  time  has  not  been  afforded  for 
the  discussion  of  those  propositions,  and, 
indeed,  I  am,  to  some  extent,  consoled 
for  the  shortness  of  the  debate  by  the 
thought  that  the  lateness  of  the  hour 
relieves  me  from  the  responsibility  of 
stating,  at  any  great  length,  my  own 
views  upon  the  subject  before  the  House. 
If  I  were  to  attempt  in  a  few  words  to 
state  the  impression  formed  on  my  own 
mind  by  a  perusal  of  the  Papers,  I 
should  say  that  the  views  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  in  the  main 
just,  and  that  the  objects  which  the  Gro- 
Tomment  endeavoured  to  accomplish 
were  in  the  main  such  as  the  country 
would  be  disposed  to  approve.  At  the 
same  time,  1  should  also  be  obliged  to 
say  that  the  measures  which  the  Oo- 
yemment  adopted  with  a  view  of  at- 
taining those  objects  are  open  to  grave 
and  serious  question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  committed  himself 
or  his  Government  to  a  policy  founded 
upon  a  belief  in  the  indefinite  duration 
of  the  state  of  things  now  existing  in 
iheTurkii^  Empire.  On  the  contrary, 
he  has  stated  his  opinion  on  that  point 
in  terms  which  appear  to  have  oeen 
completely  satisfactory  to  no  less  a  per- 
sonage than  Prince  Gt)rtchakoff.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  Gt)vemment  appear 
to  see  in  the  fact  that  an  insurrection 
has  broken  out  in  some  of  the  Turkish 
Frovinnee — stimulated,  no  doubt,  to  a 
great  extent  by  influences  from  without 
— ^no  cause  for  the  immediate  disruption 
of  the  Turldsh  Empire.     They  joined 


the  three  Powers  in  calling  upon  Turkey 
to  institute  certain  reforms,  but  they 
declined  to  call  upon  her  to  carry  out 
reforms  which  appeared  to  be  impossible 
of  acceptance.  They  have  remonstrated 
against  the  neglect  shown  by  a  neigh- 
bouring Government  in  allowing  the  in- 
surrection to  be  stimulated  from  with- 
out, and  have  expressed  their  opinion, 
although,  possibly,  not  in  terms  which 
many  of  us  would  consider  adequate,  as 
to  the  means  taken  by  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment to  repress  the  rebellion.  When 
we  look  at  the  views  held  by  the  Go- 
vernment they  appear  at  the  first  sight 
to  be  such  as  will  meet  the  general  ap- 
proval of  the  country.  At  the  same 
time,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  there 
has  been  a  certain  want  of  firmness, 
clearness,  and  decision  in  the  tone  and 
language  of  the  despatches.  It  is  true 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  expressed  our  approval  of 
the  course  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  adopting  the  Andrassy  Note, 
but  we  withheld  our  approval  of  the 
action  of  the  Government  until  we  had 
full  knowledge  of  all  the  circumstances. 
It  is  to  be  regretted  that  at  an  early 
stage  of  the  proceedings  Her  Majesty's 
Government  did  not  protest  against  the 
new  policy  that  was  being  inaugurated 
by  the  three  Great  Northern  Powers 
adopting  the  Note  in  consultation,  and 
then  sending  it  for  approval  or  re- 
jection to  the  other  Powers  which  had 
nad  no  share  in  the  previous  consul- 
tation. When,  however,  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  up  their  minds  to  adopt 
the  Note,  I  think  there  was  a  great 
absence  of  firmness  and  decision  in  the 
manner  in  which  the  Note  was  pressed 
upon  the  consideration  of  the  Turkish 
Government.  The  tone  of  the  despatch 
in  which  the  Note  was  recommended  to 
the  Porte  by  Her  Majesty's  advisers  was 
rather  an  apology  to  the  Porte  for  press- 
ing the  proposals  contained  in  the  Note 
upon  its  consideration  than  a  vigorous 
representation  that  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  the  Note  were  the  only  ones 
which  would  enable  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment to  retain  the  confidence  and  support 
of  the  European  Powers.  But  when 
they  were  told  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  rather  abstain  from 
pressing  certain  reforms,  it  was  not  at 
all  surprising  that,  in  view  of  a  line  of 
conduct  such  as  that,  the  Porte  should 
treat  the  Note  very  much  as  a  matter  of 
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course,  instead  of  paying  any  particnlar 
amount  of  attention  to  it.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  fail  to  see  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  remonstrated  with  the 
firmness  and  vigour  which  might  have 
been  expected  with  those  Powers,  who 
have  allowed  breaches  of  their  neutrality 
to  be  caused  by  the  assistance  given  to 
the  insurgents  by  their  subjects.  I  can- 
not conceive  any  action  more  unjust  to 
the  Turkish  Government,  and  more  cal- 
culated to  prevent  a  pacific  solution  of 
these  difficulties  than  the  breach  of 
neutrality  which  thus  appears  to  have 
occurred.  At  the  moment  when  reforms 
were  pressed  upon  Turkey  by  the  Ghreat 
Powers  of  Europe,  many  of  their  subjects 
appear  to  have  been  engaged  in  en- 
courag^ing  the  insurrection.  How  was 
it  possible  that  the  Turkish  Government, 
which  was  trying  to  suppress  the  insur- 
rection, should  be  able  at  the  same  time 
to  introduce  reforms  ?  There  seems  to 
have  been  a  great  want  of  energy  in  the 
representations  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  respect.  Further,  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that,  though  the  Govern- 
ment had  from  time  to  time  made  repre- 
sentations on  this  subject,  their  effect 
would  have  boon  mucli  strengthened  if, 
instead  of  discouraging  discussion  in 
this  House,  it  had  been  allowed  to 
discuss  the  matter  earlier,  so  that  it 
might  have  been  made  known  to  Europe 
by  tlie  representations  of  Tier  Majesty's 
Government  that  some  of  the  so-called 
neutral  Powers  were  themselves  violating 
tlie  obligations  of  neutrality.  It  would 
have  been  much  to  the  advantage  of  our 
Allies,  the  Turks,  that  that  fact  should 
thus  liave  been  made  known  to  the  whole 
of  Europe,  because  thoy  would  have 
known  in  an  authoritative  manner  that 
the  war  was  encouraged  by  otlier  Powers. 
I  now  come  to  to  tlie  Berlin  Memo- 
randum. It  appears  to  be  generally 
acknowledg(?d  that  the  Government  had 
no  alternative  than  to  ap^ee  uncon- 
ditionally to  that  Memorandum.  But  it 
does  not  seem  neoessarj'  that,  in  reject- 
ing it,  Her  Maj(»sty  V  Government  should 
liave  supplied  the  Turkisli  Government 
with  reasons  for  rejecting  every  one  of 
the  propositions  containi'd  in  the  l^le- 
morandum.  Instead  of  discussing  these 
propositions  in  an  argumentative  spirit, 
it  would  surely  have  been  better  to  rest 
their  rejection  upon  the  simple  circum- 
stance, which  really  made  acceptance 
impossible  —  namely,   that  the  Memo- 
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randum  had  been  agreed  npon  altogedi« 
without  consultation  with  England  aad 
the  other  Powers,  and  that  it  oontaincd 
certain  propositions  the  aoceptaace  of 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Ifajestj'i 
Government,  was  incompatible  with  the 
dignity  and  self-respect  of  the  Fortit. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  bo 
evil  consequences  followed  &e  uncon- 
ditional rejection  of  this  Memorandnm 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  •'  It  is 
true,"  says  the  right  hon.  Gentlemin, 
'^  that  at  the  moment  of  rejection  ▼« 
stood  in  a  position  of  isolation ;  but  sioce 
that  time  the  European  GoyemmentB 
have  come  round  to  our  opinion,  and  we 
now  stand  in  concert  with  them  in  de- 
fence of  the  principle  of  non-interference." 
But  I  think  it  is  scarcely  poesible  to 
doubt  that  the  unconditional  rejection 
of  this  Memorandum  was  the  immediate 
cause  of  the  outbreak  of  war  between 
Turkey  and  Servia  and  Montenegro. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 
Servians  were  not  affected  by  the  Me- 
morandum. But  he  has  himself  acknov- 
ledged  that  there  was  great  sympathy 
with  the  insurgents  in  Servia  ;  and  when 
it  appeared  that,  through  the  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment.  the  further 
proposals  of  the  European  Powers  were 
not  even  to  be  presented  to  the  Porte,  it 
was  not  unnatural  that  this  sympathy  in 
Servia  should  become  uncontrollable, 
and  that  the  Servian  Government  should 
find  it  impossible  any  longer  to  restrain 
its  subjects  from  war.  It  is  quite 
evident  from  a  perusal  of  the  Papers 
that  the  Servians  were  prepared  for  war 
long  prior  to  the  rejection  of  the  Me- 
morandum, and  were  only  restrained  by 
the  action  of  the  other  I?owers ;  and  it 
is  also  clear  that  the  rejection  of  the 
Memorandum  by  the  British  Goyem- 
mcnt  was  the  signal  for  a  relaxation  of 
the  pressure  up  to  that  time  exercised 
by  the  Pussian  Government,  and  that 
after  that  rejection  the  pressure  on 
Servia  was  relaxed,  and  Servia  was  al- 
lowed, if  not  encouraged,  to  declare  war. 
I  cannot,  I  must  add,  help  thinking 
that  there  has  been  a  miserable  want  of 
energy  and  vigour  in  the  remonstrances 
— the  frequent  rem(mstrances,  I  admit — 
which  have  been  made  by  the  GoTem- 
mont  as  to  the  excesses  and  cruelties 
which  have  from  time  to  time  been  com- 
mitted by  the  Turks  on  the  insurgents. 
I  admit  that  remonstrances  have  been 
made,  but  have  they,  I  would  ask,  been 
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made  with  all  the  force  and  energy 
pofldble  ?  Lectures  have,  indeed,  been 
Tead  to  the  Turkish  Gk>yemment,  but 
haFO  they  been  told  that  their  last  chance 
of  retaining  the  sympathy  of  any  portion 
of  the  people  of  this  country — even  of 
those  who  have  hitherto  been  their 
wannest  friends — was  in  danger  of  being 
Ibrfeited  by  such  conduct  as  that  which 
liad  been  attributed  to  them?  Were 
they  informed  that  the  excuses  which 
were  from  time  to  time  put  forward  for 
that  conduct,  to  the  effect  that  those 
excesses  had  been  provoked  by  similar 
excesses  on  the  part  of  the  insurgents, 
and  that  they  had  not  been  committed 
by  the  Eegular  troops  of  the  Porte,  but 
by  auxiliaries,  were  m  reality  no  excuses 
at  all  for  such  proceedings  ?  Were 
thev  told,  as  they  should  have  been, 
with  the  necessary  firmness,  that  no  Go- 
Temment  purporting  to  be  a  civilized 
European  Government  had  any  right  to 
shelter  itself  behind  its  own  weakness  ? 
What,  he  should  like  to  know,  would 
have  been  said  if  a  few  years  ago, 
when  we  had  to  deal  with  the  Fenian 
insuirection,  we,  instead  of  employing 
Heffular  troops  or  an  organized  police, 
Laa  invoked  the  assistance  of  the  Orange- 
men of  the  North  of  Ireland,  and  if  the 
religious  bitterness  which  then  existed 
in  Uiat  country  had  led  to  excesses  of 
one  kind  or  another?  Would  Europe 
have  considered  it  a  sufficient  excuse  lor 
those  excesses  that  we  had  not  at  the 
moment  a  sufficient  force  of  Begular 
troops  or  of  police  to  grapple  with  the 
insurrection?  I  maintain  that  a  Go- 
Temment  that  is  not  able  to  deal  with 
an  insurrection  by  means  of  Eegular 
troops,  or  by  a  force  of  police  organized 
under  its  own  command,  and  which  has 
to  put  forward  such  excuses  in  extenua- 
tion of  its  excesses,  is  not  fit  to  occupy  a 
position  as  one  of  the  Powers  of  civilized 
£iirope.  I  will  refer  for  a  moment  to 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  despatch  of  our  Fleet  to  Besika 
Bay.  If  there  has  been  one  circumstance 
which  more  than  another  had  given 
satisflEU^on  to  the  country  during  these 
prolonged  negotiations,  and  which  had 
mitigated  the  anxiety  felt  throughout 
the  country,  it  has  been  that  whatever 
may  have  occurred  in  other  parts  of 
Europe  and  in  other  Cabinets,  the  policy 
pUTBUed  by  this  Government  ana  this 
t^binetwas  open  and  straightforward. 
Ihat  impreedon  should  not  be  weakened. 


I  cannot  help  thinking,  however,  that 
there  are  discrepancies,  differences,  and 
divergences  between  the  public  utter- 
ances of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreigpi  Affairs  that  are  not  calcu- 
lated to  strengthen  the  impression  of 
the  perfect  openness  and  straightfor- 
wardness of  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  speaking  of  the  speech  of 
Lord  Derby  to  the  deputation  the  other 
day,  used  an  expression  which  I  cannot 
help  thinking  was  somewhat  unfortunate. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  that 
statement  was  true  *'  as  far  as  it  went." 
I  have  taken  an  opportunity  of  looking 
at  the  statement  of  the  noble  Jjord,  and 
I  cannot  see  on  the  face  of  it  that  there 
is  any  reservation  whatever.  Indeed,  I 
think  the  noble  Lord  himself  could  not 
say  that  it  was  not  intended  to  be  a  full 
explanation  of  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, as  far  as  that  matter  was  con- 
cerned. Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
comes  down  this  evening  and  says  that 
the  noble  Lord's  statement  was  correct, 
hut  only  as  far  as  it  went.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  told  now  that  the 
prime  object  in  sending  the  Fleet  to 
Besika  Bay  was  that  mentioned  by  Lord 
Derby — the  protection  of  the  Christians 
in  Constantinople  and  other  parts  of 
Turkey  in  the  great  excitement  tliat  pre- 
vailed at  that  time,  but  that  there  were 
political  reasons  besides — that  the  Medi- 
terranean was  one  of  our  highways  to 
India,  and  for  commerce,  and  that  we 
had  a  sort  of  supremacy  to  maintain  in 
that  sea.  Well,  we  are  a  great  Medi- 
terranean Power,  and  if  there  wore  po- 
litical purposes  to  serve  in  sending  the 
Fleet  to  Besika  Bay  I  should  not  quarrel 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But  it 
is  most  unfortunate  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  other  objects  in  view  the  noble 
Lord  when  he  addressed  the  deputation 
did  not  state  fully  the  views  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  that  point.  We  know  there 
was  no  intention  to  deceive  the  House 
of  Commons  or  the  public ;  but  it  is  ne- 
cessary in  this  matter  that  we  should 
consider  not  only  ourselves,  but  others 
who  are  not  our  own  countrymen. 
What  will  be  the  natural  effect  of  such 
a  divergence  in  declarations  made  on 
the  part  of  the  Government?  When 
the  Frime  Minister  gives  one  account 
of  the  despatch  of  the  Fleet  and  the 
Foreign  Secretary  another,  may  it  not 
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very  naturally  be  concluded  that  the 
real  explanation  of  the  matter  is  diffe- 
rent from  that  given  by  either  Minister  ? 
We  have  testimony  that  the  despatch  of 
the  Fleet  was  supposed  at  Constantinople 
and  other  places  to  be  a  demonstration 
in  favour  of  Turkey,  and  it  was  so  sup- 
posed throughout  Europe.  ["  No,  no !"] 
It  was  interpreted  to  be  an  intimation 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  come  what  might  Turkey  had 
the  English  Fleet  and  the  English  Go- 
vernment behind  her ;  and  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  a  plain,  straightforward 
declaration  at  the  earliest  moment  by 
the  Government  of  their  real  intentions 
in  despatching  the  Fleet  would  have 
done  more  to  dissipate  any  false  ideas 
entertained  on  the  subject  than  the  two 
versions  of  the  affair  which  have  been 
made  public.  As  to  the  Motion  and  the 
Amendments  which  have  been  placed  on 
the  Paper,  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
House  will  not  attain  any  very  useful 
object  by  coming  to  any  decision  upon 
either  of  them.  If  it  were  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  intervene,  or  if  it 
were  the  desire  of  the  House  that  the 
Government  should  intervene  in  the 
quarrel  which  is  now  in  progress,  it 
might  be  useful  that  we  should  express 
our  opinion  as  to  the  particular  remedy 
which  the  circumstances  of  Turkey  at 
present  require.  But  as  the  Government 
have  no  intention  of  interfering  in  the 
war,  or  in  the  suppression  of  the  rebel- 
lion, and  as  this  House,  I  am  sure,  has 
no  wish  that  it  should  so  interfere,  I 
cannot  see  what  advantage  can  be  gained 
at  this  moment  by  such  an  expression  of 
opinion  as  to  the  particular  remedy  by 
which  the  evils  under  which  Turkey  is 
suffering  should  be  met.  The  time  may 
come  when  the  Government  in  concert 
with  other  Powers  may  usefully  inter- 
pose with  its  advice,  and,  no  doubt,  if 
the  House  should  then  be  sitting,  it 
might  be  an  interesting  question  whe- 
ther the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Portsmouth  (Mr.  Bruce),  or  that  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mary- 
lebone  (Mr.  Forsyth),  or  that  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Calne  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurico),  would  be  the  one 
most  applicable  to  the  case.  I  am  glad 
that  at  this  moment  all  Party  element 
has  been  removed  from  these  Itesolu- 
tions  by  the  alteration  made  in  the 
terms  of  that  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
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Member  for  Calne.  From  what  I  have 
said  it  will  be  dearly  seen  that  I  haw 
no  desire  to  place  upon  record  any  om- 
demnation  of  the  conduct  of  the  Ooven- 
ment.  I  think  that  in  the  main  the 
policy  which  they  have  adopted  is  right, 
although  I  may  have  had  objectioni  te 
the  means  they  have  adopted  to  canj 
out  that  policy  and  to  enforce  their 
views.  I  agree  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich  tliat 
nothing  could  have  been  more  diffi- 
cult than  the  circumstances  in  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  placed.  On 
the  other  hand,  I  cannot  say  that  it  would 
be  satisfactory  to  me  at  this  moment  to 
be  called  upon  to  express  my  satiefactioa 
with  the  whole  of  the  policy  or  with  the 
reasons  for  the  policy  of  the  Qoven- 
ment.  I  cannot  help  linking  that  when 
we  separate — as  I  hope  we  shall  in  a  few 
weeks — the  Oovemment  will  not  find 
their  position  in  regard  to  this  question 
very  satisfactory.  They  have  ootained 
nothing  but  promises  from  the  Turkish 
Government,  things  which  they  have  had 
over  and  over  again,  but  they  have  ob- 
tained no  security  that  these  promises 
will  be  fulfilled.  On  the  other  hand, 
while  Her  Majesty's  Government  profess 
and,  no  doubt,  feel  great  sympathy  for 
the  Turkish  Government  in  the  diffi- 
culties which  surround  it,  while  they 
have  been  nominally  acting  in  concert 
with  other  Powers,  they  have  been  un- 
able to  prevent  the  action  of  certain  por- 
tions of  the  subjects  of  such  Powers,  or 
even  avert  the  outbreak  of  a  war  between 
the  Porte  and  one  of  its  tributaries.  At 
this  moment,  after  all  the  diplomatic 
assistance  which  the  Government  hate 
been  able  to  give  Turkey,  that  country 
is  fighting  to  maintain  the  'integrity  of 
its  dominions  and  to  resist  an  invasion 
the  success  of  which  would  be  the  utter 
destruction  of  the  Turkish  Empire.  An 
attempt  has  been  made  to  show  that  the 
Berlin  Memorandum  was  not  accepted 
by  our  Government,  because  it  would 
not  secure  the  objects  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  in  view.  If 
that  were  so,  it  would  in  a  sense  be  a 
triumph  for  our  diplomacy.  But  if  that 
triumph  was  to  be  obtained  only  by  the 
success  of  our  own  policy,  then  I  am  un- 
able to  see  that  any  triumph  has  been 
obtained,  and  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
for  Portsmouth  has  been  well  advised 
by  omitting  from  the  terms  of  his  Beao* 
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Jution  those  worcb  which  might  provoke 
dieeoBeioii.  I  am  sorry  to  have  detained 
the  Honse  so  long. 

Mb.  DISBAKliT  explained  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  interrupt  the  noble  Lord 
in  hia  speech,  but  he  had  not  quoted  his 
noUe  friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  exactly.  What  Lord 
Derby  said  was  this — 

^'With  regard  to  the  bringing  up  of  the 
Britukh  Fleet,  there,  again,  yon  will  have  in 
Buliament  more  full  and  more  complete  expla- 
luitacwn  than  any  I  can  give  here." 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON 
alflo  explained.  It  was  the  following 
jiassage  to  that  referred  to  by  the  right 
Bon.  Gentleman  that  he  had  quoted. 

Mb.  BEUOE  wished  to  avoid  giving 
the  House  any  trouble  in  the  matter.  If 
liis  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
ibr  Marylebone  (Mr.  Forsyth)  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mb.  FORSYTH  said,  he  willingly 
ooncarred  in  the  suggestion. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o'clock. 
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SAT  FIRST  IN  PARLIAMENT. 

WilHam  Bichard  Lord  Harlech — Was 
introduced  by  virtue  of  a  special  limita- 
tion in  the  patent  dated  14th  January 
1876,  and  sat  first  in  Parliament  after 
{he  death  of  his  brother  John  Ealph 
JjOfA  Harlech,  and  took  the  Oath. 

WINTER  ASSIZES  BILL. 
{Tk$  Lord  Chaneellor,) 

(ho.   200.)       SECOND    BEABmO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ing,  read. 

Thb  LOBD  OHANCELLOB,  in 
noving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
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second  time,  said,  it  had  been  passed  in 
the  other  House  for  the  purpose  of 
meeting  an  evil  which  had  been  se- 
riously felt  in  one  or  two  recent  cases 
where  a  prisoner  had  been  committed 
for  trial  immediately  after  the  Summer 
Assizes,  and  in  consequence  of  no  Winter 
Assizes  being  held  in  the  county  his 
trial  had  not  come  on  till  the  following 
March.  In  one  case,  which  attracted 
public  attention  very  recently,  a  prisoner 
was  acquitted  after  having  been  in 
gaol  for  six  or  seven  months.  The  rule 
was  that  a  Winter  Assize  should  not  be 
held  for  a  county  unless  a  certain  number 
of  prisoners  —  six,  he  believed  —  were 
awaiting  trial.  The  object  of  the  present 
Bill  was  simply  to  enable  an  Order  in 
Coimcil  to  be  made,  which  for  the  pur- 
pose of  Winter  Assizes  would  unite 
certain  adjacent  counties.  In  conclusion, 
he  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday 
next. 

ARMY— MOBILIZATION. 
QUESTION.  OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  WAVENEY:  My  Lords,  in 
rising  to  call  the  attention  of  your  Lord- 
ships to  the  system  of  mobilization  re- 
cently introduced  into  this  country,  and 
to  adk  the  noble  Earl  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  pro- 
Sosed  to  mobilize  any  additional  corps 
uring  the  present  drill  season,  I  will 
begin  by  assuring  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment that,  although  1  shall  be 
obliged  in  the  course  of  my  observations 
to  notice  what  I  consider  to  be  some 
deficiencies  in  our  system  and  endeavour 
'to  suggest  other  means  for  carrying  out 
the  great  object  in  view,  I  have  no 
desire  to  cast  any  reflections  upon  them. 
With  regard  to  this  moblization  prin- 
ciple so  general  on  the  Continent,  it  has 
there  a  double  meaning.  It  was  origi- 
nally intended  for  the  purpose  of  orga- 
nizing expeditionary  forces,  but  subse- 
quently it  has  been  used  there,  and 
especially  as  I  apprehend  it  is  used  in 
the  German  Empire,  for  the  purpose 
of  distribution  of  troops.  In  our  own 
coimtry,  according  to  the  arrangement 
in  27ie  Army  List,  it  is  intended  for  the 
purposes  of  defence ;  but  by  that  arrange- 
ment there  is  only  one  purely  military 
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corps  as  exemplified  in  Her  Majesty's 
regular  forces,  and  that  is  tlie  first  army 
corps,  or  the  Army  Corps  of  Colchester, 
which  is  composed  exclusively  of  bat- 
talions of  the  Line,  Artillery  of  the 
Begular  service,  and,  with  the  exception 
of  two  Corps  of  Yeomanry,  of  Begular 
Cavalry.  In  the  other  army  corps  there 
is  a  much  larger  infusion  of  the  Militia 
service.  The  first  division  is  almost 
entirely  composed,  as  regards  the  In- 
fantry, of  Regiments  of  the  Line;  but 
the  other  division  is  supplemented  from 
the  Militia  of  England,  of  Ireland,  and 
of  Scotland.  There  are  six  army  corps 
provided  for  the  defence  of  this  country, 
one  for  Ireland,  and  one  for  Scotland.  I 
am  not  disposed,  by  any  means,  to  find 
fault  with  a  system  that  brings  the  local 
soldier  from  one  part  of  the  Kingdom  to 
another,  because  it  gives  him  the  op- 
portunity of  studying  the  customs  and 
habits  of  his  follow-subjects,  and  of  ob- 
taining information  which  he  would  not 
otherwise  have  an  opportunity  of  doing. 
And  I  may  remark,  in  passing,  that  in 
the  new  Kingdom  of  Italy,  where  affairs 
are  administered  with  a  sagacity  that 
gives  an  example  to  the  older  Monarchies 
of  Europe,  that  the  movement  of  troops 
from  one  point  of  the  Italian  peninsula 
to  another  is  mainly  relied  upon  for  the 
purpose  of  welding  the  men  from  the 
different  provinces  into  one  harmonious 
and  congruous  force.  With  regard  to 
the  operations  of  the  army  corps  this 
year,  I  have  no  fault  to  find.  I  remember 
that  last  year  when  I  brought  the  sub- 
ject generally  before  your  Lordships  I 
rather  regretted  that  a  larger  system  of 
manoeuvring  had  not  been  adopted 
than  that  attained,  and  I  was  told  that 
the  system  had  only  been  in  existence 
for  three  years,  and  that  the  time  for 
extended  operations  had  not  returned : 
still,  I  do  not  find  fault  with  the 
experiment  that  has  been  made  this 
year,  and  that  the  movement  of  the 
troops  on  a  large  scale  has  been  post- 
poned, because,  under  all  circumstances, 
a  mreat  gain  has  been  achieved  in  the 
military  system  of  this  country,  and 
we  have  learnt  much  that  we  should 
not  have  known  unless  this  plan  of 
mobilization  had  been  put  in  force  and 
carried  out.  I  do  not  complain  of  the 
change  of  system ;  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  mobilization,  so  far  as  it  has 
gone,  has  not  been  altogetJier  so  com- 
plete as  it  might  have  been;  and  I  would 
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suggest  that  a  remedy  dunild  be  bud 
for  our  shortcomings  in  the  mobilialifli 
of  our  troops,  so  as  to  be  able  tou- 
semble  the  largest  possible  number  of 
men  and  matirul  in  the  shortest  time  it 
some  given  point,  from  which  the  espe- 
ditionary  forces  might  prepare  fer  mte> 
rior  movements.  To  such  an  extent  is  thii 
carried  on  on  the  Continent,  that  I  haw 
seen  a  table  in  which  the  time  is  caka- 
lated  with  sufficient  aeouraoy  for  the  in- 
formation of  a  Oovemment  in  whioh  itii 
possible  to  assemble  a  corps  from,  all  the 
points  of  a  district,  and  the  time  thit 
would  elapse  for  their  further  morement 
in  any  given  direction  to  the  frontier. 
This  principle  has  been,  to  a  certain 
extent,  overlooked  at  Aldershot ;  but  at 
Salisbury  a  happy  accident  has  given 
tlie  Commander  of  the  district  a  prac- 
tical opportunity  of  seeing  how  soon  an 
army  corps  can  be  concentrated  on  a 
given  point.  There  is  no  official  Bepoit 
of  the  circumstance ;  but  we  may  tnut 
implicitly  in  the  statements  of  the  mili- 
tary correspondents  of  the  Press  as  to 
what  occurred.  Some  outlyinfi|^  regimenti 
beyond  Salisbury  were  assembled  8im|^ 
for  the  purpose,  as  they  believed,  of 
returning  home.  They  were  called  upon 
late  in  the  evening  to  prepare  to  mardi 
to  the  railway  from  their  camping  gromid 
on  one  side  of  Salisbury.  I  know  the 
ground  well,  and  the  difficulties  of 
moving  troops  over  it.  Th,e  moFcment 
was  rapidly  executed,  and  subsequently 
received  the  approval  of  the  Qeneral 
commanding.  That  is  one  point  to  be 
gained  in  mobilization.  There  is  an- 
other point  about  which  a  great  deal 
has  been  said — and  I  think  rather  un- 
necessarily— in  disparagement  in  the 
training  and  teachmg  afforded  to  the 
army  corps.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
troops  were  inconvenienced  from  the 
want  of  food,  and  in  this  country  I  am 
afraid  it  must  occasionally  be  the  case, 
because  we  have  to  depend  upon  con- 
tractors to  furnish  the  troops  with  food. 
In  Prussia  it  is  done  by  requisition. 
That,  however,  is  not  our  position,  and 
we  are  obliged  to  depend  upon  con^ 
tractors  to  a  very  great  extent.  But 
with  regard  to  transport,  it  would  seem 
that  a  very  considerable  improvement 
can  be  effected.  I  believe  that  for  the 
transport  both  of  men  and  heavy  matirul 
some  very  different  system  from  that  now 
in  use  is  required.  For  instance, 
it  is  matter  of  notoriety  to  all  oQa* 
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oemed    in    the    movement    of    heavy 
stoves   that    a    large    cart    with    two 
wheels  is  fax  superior  to  a  large  waggon 
with    fbnr  wheels.    There    is    anomer 
point  which  is  of  some  importance.    I 
am  now  going  to  speak  of  the  force  as 
assembled  at  particular  points.    I  took 
occasion  last  year  to  request  a  Eetum  of 
the  troops  under  arms  on  a  particular 
day  in  July,  in  order  that  I  might  com- 
pare them  with  the  establishment  of  the 
regiments  from  which  they  were  drawn. 
The  result  is  somewhat  remarkable.    It 
should  be  an  object  in  our  Service  to 
bring  the  force  upon  paper,  as  near  as 
posoble,  in  accord  with   the  forse  in 
array ;  but  I  find,  from  the  Eetum,  that 
there  is  a  considerable  discrepancy  be- 
tween the  streng^  and  the  establish- 
ment.    I  find,  for  instance,   that   the 
strong^  of  troops  of  all  arms  at  Alder- 
shot  on  the  12th  of  July  last  year  was 
21,762,  and  that  there  was  absent  from 
the   OQlours   on    the    establishment  at 
Alden^ot  5,683.     Your  Lordships  will 
observe  that  this  is  one-fifth,  or  nearly 
so,  of  the  strength  of  the  establishment. 
If  we  were  to  permit  this  to  escape  our 
notice,  and  to  overlook  the  consequences 
which  it  might  have  on  our  defensive 
strong^,  I  need  scarcely  tell  your  Lord- 
ships that  calamitous  results  might  arise. 
Some    of   these    reductions    from    the 
strength    are,   however,    inevitable.    I 
find  uom  another  Eetum,  which  was 
moved  for  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, as  regards  the  strength  of  the 
In&ntry   regiments    at    head-quarters, 
that  there  were  present  12,447,  and  that 
there  were  absent  814  sick,  or  conva- 
lescent, 552  engaged  on  recruiting  ser- 
vice, and  464  the  cause  of  whose  ab- 
sence was  not  clearly  defined,  and  others 
were  detached  on  special  duty.    That 
shows  an  ag8;ravation  of  the  discrepancy 
of  which  I  have  spoken.    Now,  as  re- 
gards the  results  of  these  manceuvres, 
we  were  anxious  to  see  how  the  troops 
mobilized  could  perform  their  duties. 
lliere  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  training 
drill  and  appointments  of  all  branches 
of  the  Beguhir  Service  were  very  com- 
plete.   I  do  not  know  whether  any  of 
jonr  Lordships  were  present  at  the  march 
past  at  Aldershot  on  the  22nd  of  July ; 
but  the  guns.  Cavalry,  and  Infantry  of 
the  Line  were  what  we  have  ever  seen 
tfasm,  and  I  hope  always  will  continue 
to  see  {hem.    The  Militia  attracted  the 
observation  and  praise,  as  I  believe,  of 


all  who  were  competent  to  pronounce  an 
opinion.  Those  who  saw  what  were  the 
nature  of  the  movements,  and  saw  how 
they  were  performed,  will  admit  that 
the  Militia  were  not  unworthy  com- 
rades of  the  Line.  After  the  first 
march  past,  the  column,  headed  by 
three  battalions  of  regular  Infantry,  was 
massed  on  a  hill,  which  may  be  fa- 
miliar to  some  of  your  Lordships.  The 
Scotch  and  Irish  regiments  belonged  to 
Oeneral  M'Murdo's  brigade;  but  so 
limited  was  the  ground  on  which  they 
had  to  move,  that  being  desirous  of  com- 
municating with  General  M*Murdo,  I 
had  great  difficulty  in  passing  my  horse 
between  the  columns  of  soldiers.  I 
remained  to  see  the  reverse  march ; 
and  I '  can  assure  your  Lordships — and 
I  am  certain  that  if  the  illustrious  Duke 
who  was  present  on  that  occasion  were 
here  to-day  he  would  confirm  what  I  say 
— that  the  Militia  disentangled  them- 
selves from  that  dense,  but  not  confused, 
mass  with  the  steadiness  of  old  soldiers. 
There  was  this  also  to  remark — that  the 
Infantry  of  the  Line  showed  that  though 
young  soldiers,  not  in  their  discipline 
but  in  their  youthful  form,  they  gave  pro- 
mise of  what  they  would  come  to.  The 
Militia  regiments  were  remarked  as 
being  stout  and  active.  But  there  was 
one  element  of  power  which  was  absent 
on  that  day.  By  some  arrangement, 
which  I  will  not  question,  the  soldiers 
of  the  Reserve  which  had  been  attached 
to  the  division  had  been  dismissed  ;  but 
from  other  persons  I  heard  only  one 
opinion  of  these  men — first,  of  their  per- 
sonal and  physical  qualities ;  second,  of 
their  readiness  to  be  attached  to  any  re- 
giment where  their  services  were  re- 
quired ;  thirdly,  of  the  facility  with  which 
they  resumed  their  old  habits;  and 
fourthly,  as  I  have  learned  from  the 
Returns,  that  of  those  who  were  sum- 
moned the  number  which  accepted  tlie 
summons  was  almost  complete.  In  the 
preceding  year  the  men  belonging  to 
the  first  class  Army  Reserve  were  invited 
to  attend  the  mana}uvres.  From  15 
of  the  military  districts  there  was  no 
result ;  and  from  the  remaining  districts 
there  were  only  84  volunteers,  of  which 
62  were  present.  I  think  that  the  time 
has  now  come  when  the  country  may  be 
congratulated  on  the  possession  of  a 
Reserve  force.  I  myself  looked  with 
considerable  apprehension  on  the  substi- 
tution of  the  short-service  for  the  loi[v^- 
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service  system.  In  many  quarters  the 
change  was  viewed  with  disfavour,  and, 
to  a  considerable  extent,  with  apprehen- 
sion ;  but  the  risk  was  encountered,  and 
the  country  may  be  congratulated  on 
the  result.  Year  after  year  probably 
this  Force  will  increase,  and  eventually 
give  us  such  a  force  as  on  an  emergency 
will  be  sufficient  to  bring  up  the  peace 
establishments  of  our  Cavalry  and  In- 
fantry to  the  war  complement.  There 
are  some  points  on  which  it  seems  to  me 
improvement  may  be  effected.  In  the 
Yeomanry,  for  example,  I  think  that 
some  alterations  may  well  be  made. 
Where  large  and  powerful  regiments 
are  formed  it  may  bo  easy  to  maintain 
the  organization  of  the  Cavalry  of  the 
Line ;  but  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
an  organization  somewhat  similar  to  that 
of  the  irregular  forces  in  India  would  be 
better  suited  to  the  smaller  regiments  of 
Yeomanry.  In  many  counties,  owing  to 
the  alterations  in  the  system  of  agricul- 
ture, it  is  not  so  easy  now  as  it  was  years 
ago  to  find  the  description  of  trooper 
which  is  especially  required.  The  men 
whom  it  would  be  desirable  to  bring 
into  the  Yeomanry  service  are  the  sons 
and  relatives  of  the  Yeomanry  class  of 
farmers;  and  therefore  I  take  leave  to 
suggest,  whether  it  would  not  be  wise  to 
form  provisional  regiments  of  Yeomanry 
in  the  same  way  as  provisional  battalions 
of  Vohmteers  are  formed,  of  different 
strength,  according  to  circumstances.  I 
now  come  to  what  I  may  call  the  second 
phase  of  the  question — the  army  corps 
system.  I  would  consider  it  not  in- 
advisable to  establish  one  army  corps  as 
an  absolute  body  complete  in  all  its 
strength.  If  it  be  desirable  to  establish 
such  a  body,  it  should  be  in  a  central 
position,  and  that  central  position  has 
already  been  indicated  by  the  establish- 
ment at  Aldershot.  The  principle  of 
which  I  am  speaking  has,  to  a  certain 
extent,  been  justified  by  the  way  in 
which  the  troops  have  been  connected 
during  this  last  mobilization  at  Aider- 
shot.  One  army  corps  was  completely 
made  up  of  troops  of  the  Line,  Cavalry, 
and  Artillery;  and  if  an  expeditionary 
force  were  to  bo  sent  abroad,  it  would  be 
at  once  available  for  this  purpose.  I 
am  afraid  that  I  have  trespassed  too 
long  on  your  Lordships  in  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  mobilization  of  these  two 
corps,  and  I  now  proceed  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  which  I  have  given  Notice.    The 
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Question  is,  Whether  it  is  proposed  to 
mobilize  any  additional  ooipa  dnxing  the 
present  drill  season?  I  am  not  awm 
whether  there  be  any  Militia  regimenti 
still  to  be  called  out  for  training ;  and  if 
there  be  no  regiments,  there  is  tilt 
marching-out  season  for  the  line  Begi- 
ments,  which  may  be  always  well  cm- 
ployed.  It  might,  therefore,  be  poenUi 
for  generals  commanding  in  one  diitiid 
to  place  themselves  in  communicatin 
with  troops  occupying  the  next  dutiict 
There  would  be  no  great  difEUmll^  in 
one  corps  placing  itself  in  nuhtuy 
relations  with  a  neighbouring  ooipft. 
The  jDhester  army  corps,  for  instance, 
might  find  itseb^  in  military  rela- 
tions with  the  North  of  England  anny 
corps.  In  such  cases  the  marchingi 
would  not  be  of  a  very  severe  nature. 
The  troops  might  be  expected  to  cover, 
without  difficulty,  some  25  miles  of 
ground,  and  25  miles  of  ground  on  the 
one  side  woidd  bring  them  into  tacticel 
communication  with  corps  that  had 
marched  the  same  distance  from  another 
quarter.  I  have  only  now  to  exprees  i 
hope  that  the  remarks  which  I  have 
made  will  induce  the  Gbvemment  to  give 
us  their  views — especially  on  the  qnee* 
tion  of  the  mobilization  of  additioiial 
army  corps. 

Earl  CADOGAN  said,  he  had  heaid 
with  satisfaction  the  favourable  opinioa 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  expremed  of 
the  scheme  for  the  mobilization  of  the 
Army,  for  he  was  aware  that  not  only 
was  the  noble  Lord  eminently  qualified 
to  give  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  but 
that  he  had  satisfied  himself  by  per- 
sonal inspection  of  the  various  matters 
to  which  he  had  referred.  The  scheme 
for  the  defence  of  the  country  to  which 
the  name  of  mobilization  had  been 
given,  had,  perhaps,  from  its  novelty, 
given  rise  to  considerable  misunderstand- 
ing, and  he  might  be  allowed  to  offer  a 
few  remarks  in  the  hope  that  he  might 
be  able  to  clear  up  some  misapprehen- 
sions existing  on  the  subject.  In  the 
first  place,  the  scheme  of  mobilization  was 
entirely  one  for  the  defence  of  the  conn- 
try.  The  noble  Lord  had  said  that  there 
were  two  phases  of  the  question-^one 
was  for  the  defence  of  the  country,  and 
the  other  was  an  organization  of  a  force 
for  expeditionary  purposes.  As  the 
scheme  for  the  defence  of  the  coontiy 
was  the  only  one  recognized  by  the 
military  authorities,  he   most  be  ez« 
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eased  if  lie  did  not  follow  the  noble 
Iiord  into  the  second  phase.    The  object 
of  the  mobilization  scheme  was  not  to 
ze-oonstruct,  or,  directly  speaking,  to  in- 
erease  our  Army — its  object  was  to  or- 
ganize  that  which  they  had,   and  to 
make  arrangements  to  use  to  the  best 
cf  their  power  their  military  strength 
in  case  of  immediate  necessity.    With 
that  object  it  was  divided    into  army 
corps,  divisions,  and  brigades ;  various 
points  in  the  country  were  chosen  to 
which  the  various  army  corps  would  be 
sent,   and  at  which  head-quarters  and 
divisional  quarters  were  to  be  situated ; 
and  routes  were  issued  which  would 
enable  commanding  officers  to  reach  with 
fscdlity  the  destinations  to  which  they 
were  sent.    It  was  only  the  first  part 
of  the  scheme  which  had  been  tested 
this   year.    No  doubt  in  time  of  war 
their   work  would  not  end    there.    It 
would  not  be  sufficient  to    bring  the 
army  corps  to  the  various  posts  assigned 
to  them — it  would  be  necessary  that  they 
should  be  moved  forward  according  to 
the  exigency  of  the  moment  or  of  the 
movements  of  the  enemy  they  had  to 
meet.    That  did  not  occur  this  year. 
Having  brought  the  men  forward  and 
placed  them  in  standing  camps,  advan- 
tage was  taken  of  the  situation  to  drill 
the  MiHtia  during  the  period  of  their 
annual    training;  and   that  done,   the 
troops    returned  to  the  quarters  from 
whence  they  came.    The  fact  that  it  was 
onlv  the  firat  part  of  the  scheme  which 
had  been  carried  out  might  account  for 
the  various  objections  which  had  been 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  and  by  others 
as  to  what  had  been   done.     The  noble 
Lord  alluded,  as  he  understood,  to  the 
drills,  and  said  they  were  not  sufficient ; 
he  also  objected  to  the  transport.    The 
authorities  might  be  excused  if  they  did 
not  go  into  extravagance  in  that  direc- 
tion.   Their  Lordships  no  doubt  knew 
that  in  the  case  of  transport  waggons 
they  might  be  divided  into  two  classes 
— '' teohnical "  waggons   and  ordinary 
waggons.    He  did  not  attempt  to  con- 
oeu  any  deficiencies,  and  he  admitted 
thej  were  not  adequately  provided  with 
teehnical  waggons.    It  was  stated  that 
the  mobilization  was  not  practical.    In 
maldng  this  experiment  of  mobilization 
it  was  necessary  \p  select  a  convenient 
time  and  place,  and  thus  various  diffi- 
enlties  had  been  encountered,  which  in 
the  ease  of  a  sadden  emergency  would 


not  exist.  He  was  authorized  to  state, 
and  he  did  so  with  confidence,  that  should 
war  or  invasion  threaten  this  country 
the  mobilization  of  the  troops  could  be 
eflfected  much  more  expeditiously  than 
in  the  present  instance.  As  to  the  num- 
ber of  Reserves  which  attended  the 
manoeuvres,  the  Returns  now  being  pre- 
pared would  be  found  highly  satisfac- 
tory. He  believed  he  might  state  that 
of  those  summoned  to  attend  the  ma- 
noeuvres, the  absentees  did  not  amount 
to  more  than  2  per  cent ;  and  in  con- 
nection with  this  fact  it  was  gratifying 
to  observe  that  the  men  had  been  uni- 
versally praised  for  their  good  conduct 
and  soldierly  bearing,  and  for  their  gene- 
ral excellence  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties.  With  regard  to  the  disposition 
of  the  troops  under  the  mobilization 
scheme — something  had  been  said  as  to 
bringing  Scotch  and  Irish  Militia  regi- 
ments such  a  distance  to  join  in  the 
exercises :  but  he  was  sure  their  Lord- 
ships would  see  on  reflection  that  it  was 
advisable  to  give  Scotland  and  Ireland 
a  share  in  the  defence  of  the  country  at 
those  strategic  points  which  were  deemed 
by  qualified  judges  to  be  the  most  liable 
to  attack.  Having  now  touched  on  the 
principal  objections  urged  against  the 
mobilization  scheme,  it  only  remained 
for  him  to  state,  in  answer  to  the  noble 
Lord's  inquiry,  that  it  was  not  intended 
to  mobilize  any  additional  corps  during 
the  present  drill  season.  The  noble 
Lord  would  recollect  that  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament would  be  required  for  such  a 
step  to  be  taken.  Besides,  the  necessary 
funds  had  not  been  voted.  The  extent 
to  which  such  operations  might  be  carried 
in  future  necessarily  depended  on  the 
will  of  Parliament.  With  regard  to  the 
time  at  which  these  manoeuvres  wore  to 
be  held,  he  believed  he  was  right  in 
saying  that  last  year  he  did  not  give 
any  distinct  pledge,  but  merely  stated  in 
a  general  way  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Viscount  CARD  WELL  congratulated 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Cadogan)  not  only 
on  the  satisfactory  statement  which  ho 
had  had  to  make,  but  also  on  the  lucid 
and  interesting  manner  in  which  he  had 
made  it.  He  regarded  these  experi- 
ments in  the  mobilization  of  the  Army 
as  of  great  importance,  because  they 
were  the  natural  outcome  of  the  Intelli- 
gence Department  which  had  been  re- 
cently established,  and  which  had  been 
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body  discharging  different  functions. 
But  that  being  so,  and  part  of  the  body 
being  composed  of  unofficial  members, 
there  could  be  none  of  that  unreserve 
and  that  confidential  communication 
passing  between  the  Governor  as  the 
head  of  the  Executive  and  the  Ministers 
who  had  to  carry  out  his  measures  which 
are  essential  to  the  conduct  of  any  Go- 
vernment at  all.  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
other  single  colony  or  of  any  civilized 
State  in  which  such  an  arrangement 
exists,  as  that  the  members  of  the  Go- 
vernor's Cabinet  should  be  other  than 
those  who  are  his  confidential  advisers 
and  persons  whom  he  trusts.  I  am 
bound  to  add  the  exceptional  system 
adopted  in  Barbadoes  had  worked  badly 
and  had  led  to  many  difficulties  and 
evils ;  and,  therefore,  when  a  new  Go- 
vernor went  out  to  that  island  I  thought 
that  provision  should  be  made  to  secure 
that  the  Executive  Council  should  hence- 
forth be  composed  exclusively  of  his  con- 
fidential advisers.  That  is  the  sum  total 
of  the  change  which  has  been  made,  and 
the  whole  of  the  offence  which  I  have 
given.  I  pass  now  to  the  charges  which 
have  been  brought  against  Governor 
Hennessy.  The  first  charge  against  him 
was  that  he  addressed  violent  and  in- 
temperate language  to  the  House  of 
Assembly  on  the  3rd  of  March;  the 
second  was  that  he,  having  received  my 
instructions  as  Secretary  of  State,  and 
knowing  that  it  was  my  desire  that 
Federation  should  not  be  forc^^  upon 
the  inhabitants  of  Barbadoes,  had  in 
defiance  of  those  instructions  sent  secret 
emissaries  through  the  island  to  scatter 
abroad  among  the  negro  population  his 
views  respecting  Federation ;  and  the 
third  was  that,  not  content  with  those 
means  of  spreading  his  views,  he  had 
resorted  to  extraordinary  methods  of 
propagating  them  by  presiding  at  negro 
meetings  and  giving  dinners  to  negro 
deputations.  It  would,  perhaps,  have 
been  well  had  Mr.  Hennessy  remem- 
bered the  old  maxim  about — 

"  Spargero  voces 
In  vulgum  ambig^uas." 

With  regard  to  the  first  charge,  I  think 
that  Mr.  Hennessy  is  open  to  some 
blame.  I  candidly  confess  that  I  think 
his  language  to  the  Assembly  was  some- 
what indiscreet.  No  doubt  he  used 
words  which  might  be  construed  by  an 
excitable  negro  population  in  a  very 
different  sense  from  that  in  the  mind  of 
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the  speaker.  It  is  quite  tnie  that  o^Mr 
Governors  who  had  preceded  Mr.  Hen- 
nessy had  used  equally  objectionable 
language ;  but  that  is  no  excuse  for  hii 
having  followed  their  example.  It  ii 
not  because  one  man  has  committed  aa 
indiscretion  that  his  successor  sluNiU 
make  a  similar  mistake.  The  effect  of 
language  is  altered  also  by  time  and 
place.  Thus,  what  may  be  uttered 
without  any  ill  effects  in  Pall  Mall  may 
have  ^ave  results  when  spoken  in  the 
West  Indies  in  the  hearing  of  a  negio 
population.  I  think,  therefore,  that  had 
Mr.  Hennessy  more  carefully  measured 
his  words  on  the  occasion  referred  to,  be 
would  have  shown  more  discretion  thai 
he  did.  But,  at  the  same  time,  hairing 
said  this  much,  I  think  that  I  have 
stated  all  that  can  be  substantiated 
against  Mr.  Hennessy.  And  I  wish 
once  more  to  repeat  that,  so  far  as  the 
actual  language  goes,  I  do  not  think  it 
was  in  excess  of  much  that  had  beea 
uttered  by  his  predecessors  in  the  gorem* 
ment  of  the  island.  When,  howerer,  I 
come  to  the  second  charge— namely,  that 
he  sent  emissaries  throughout  the  coun- 
try in  order  to  propagate  his  own  opi- 
nions, that  involves  a  totally  different 
question.  I  must  say  at  once  that  I  do 
not  see  in  these  Papers  one  particle  of 
reasonable  evidence  in  support  of  it.  On 
the  contrary,  I  see  more  than  once  a  flat 
and  an  absolute  contradiction  of  it. 
What  are  the  words  which  Mr.  Hennesey 
himself  uses  with  regard  to  it?  He 
says,  in  his  despatch  of  the  30th  of 
May — 

"  I  have  never  employed,  directly  or  indirectly^ 
any  paid  or  unpaid  emissaries  in  tavour  of  Con- 
federation. I  never  attended  a  meeting  about 
Confederation  in  any  part  of  the  Island,  or  in 
any  way  encouraged  or  countenanced  agitation 
on  the  subject.  I  have  never  made  any  criticim 
on  the  Legislature  or  institutions  of  Barbadoot, 
or  delivered  addresses  on  that  or  any  other  rab- 
ject  that  I  have  not,  in  due  course,  laid  befors 
your  Lordship  in  official  despatches." 

I  deem  it  due  to  Mr.  Hennessy  that  I 
should  read  to  your  Lordships  the  flat 
contradiction  which  he  has  given  to  the 
charge;  and  no  one  can  reasonably 
doubt,  there  being  no  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  the  charge  and  there  being  thia 
flat  contradiction  of  it,  that  Mr.  Hennessy 
stands  entirely  acquitted  with  reg^ard  to 
it.  Eeferring  to  the  third  charge-— that 
he  entertained  negroes  at  banquets  and 
presided  over  ne^o  meetings — your 
Ix)rdships  will  find  in  Mr.  Hennee^t 
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despatches  very  careful  and  elaborate 
answers  to  it,  which  seem  to  reduce 
it  to  a  complete  absurdity.  It  appears 
from  those  despatches  that  on  one  occa- 
sion he  directea  his  butler  to  give  a  few 
negroes  who  had  called  at  his  house  as  a 
deputation  some  little  refreshment,  and 
that  he  had  on  one  occasion  addressed  a 
tow  words  to  a  single  negro  in  his  own 

Sounds.      Under  these  circumstances, 
erefore,  Mr.  Hennessy  stands  entirely 
absolved  from  the  two  latter  charges. 
This  is  how  the  matter  stands  with  re- 
gard to  his    conduct  before    the  riots 
ooourred;    but  now    let  me  ask    your 
Iiordships  to   consider  what  was    Mr. 
Hennessy' s  conduct    during   the   riots. 
Your  Lordships  will  remember  that  he 
had  been  denounced  with  violence  in 
the  public  newspapers    and  at  public 
meeting^,  and  that  charges  had  been 
made  against  him  by  agents  sent  home 
to  denounce    him    to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  that  he  had  been  constantly 
threatened  with  assassination.     On  the 
other  hand,  it  should  be  remembered 
that  he  had  been  continually  urged  by 
excited  persons  to  shoot  and  hang  and 
to  proclaim  martial  law,  and  thus  to  ro- 
Tive  a  state  of  panic  and  terror,  which 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  will  remember 
was    an    unfortunate    incident    in    the 
Jamaica  disturbances.    Mr.  Hennessy, 
however,  kept  his  head  clear  and  cool 
throughout.     He  declined  to  be  a  party 
to  Bucn  acts — and  he  even  refused  per- 
mission to  the  special  constables  to  carry 
fire-arms.    During  the  whole  of  the  dis- 
turbances not  one  shot  was  fired  by  the 
troops,    and  whatever  lives    were    lost 
were  lost  through  the   action    of   the 
police.     In  other  matters  also  he  acted 
with     the    utmost    impartiality.      He 
allowed   the    Crown    officers    to    vote 
against  him  on  the  question  of  Federa- 
tion; he  gave  leave  of  absence  to  the 
persons  who  were  delegated  to  visit  this 
country  to  denounce  his  conduct  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  he  gave  leave  to 
tiie  Assembly  to  discuss  the  question  of 
his  recall.    An  Assembly  debating  the 
question  of  the  recall  of  their  Governor 
is  a  case  almost  without  precedent  in 
colonial  history.     Probably  there  are  not 
many  Qovemors  who  would  have  shown 

2nal  coolness  and  forbearance  with  Mr. 
enneesy  in  such  a  matter.  Further 
than  that,  he  discountenanced  all  Peti- 
tions whidi  were  presented  in  favour  of 
his  particular  views;  and  throughout  a 


long  period  his  conduct  was  uniformly 
courteous  and  conciliatory,  though  that 
was  not  the  characteristic  of  the  lan- 
guage of  his  opponents.     On  this  part  of 
the  case,  therefore,  not  only  do  I  acquit 
Mr.  Hennessy  of  all  blame,  but  I  think 
that  he  is  entitled  to  very  great  praise. 
The  next  question  that  arises  is  as  to 
the  course  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  thought  proper  to  take  in  the 
matter.     The  Assembly  passed  a  resolu- 
tion a  short  time  since,  in  which  they 
prayed  for    two    things — first  for    the 
recall  of  Mr.  Hennessy,  and,  secondly, 
for  the  issuing  of  a  Commission.     Now, 
after  what  I  have  said  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Hennessy,  your  Lordships  will  agree 
with  me  that  to  recall  Mr.  Hennessy  is 
simply  out  of  the  question.  It  would  be 
a  base  and  monstrous  injustice  to  him. 
I  do  not  deny — although  I  admit  it  with 
great  pain — that  the  relations  between 
Mr.  Hennessy  and  the  Assembly  and 
some  other  classes  of  people  in  Barba- 
does  have  become  greatly  strained ;  and 
of  this  there  is  one  instance  in  the  Blue 
Book,  which  certainly  is  without  pre- 
cedent.    It  appears  that  on  the  occasion 
of  the  Queen  s  Birthday,  Mr.  Hennessy, 
according  to  the  ordinary  custom,  gave  a 
formal  banquet,  to  which  he  invited  the 
leading  persons   in  the  colony;    but  I 
regret  to  say  that  with  two  exceptions 
the  leading  members  of  the  Assembly 
declined  to  accept  the  invitations  they 
received,   and    fixed    another    day,   on 
which  they  gave  a  dinner  on  their  own 
account.     I  think  that  in  doing  this  they 
acted  in  deplorable  taste,  to  say  the  least 
of  it.     If  the  Assembly  or  any  other 
political  Body  in  Barbadoes  desired  to 
put  themselves    at    variance  with    the 
Governor,  they  should  have  adopted  the 
ordinary  political  means  of  doing  so, 
without  dragging  Her  Majesty's  name 
into  the  controversy,  and  should  have 
acted  in  political  warfare  like  political 
men  and  not  in  the  fractious  temper  of 
mere  children.    Looking  to  the  extreme 
tension  of  the  relations    between    Mr. 
Hennessy  and  the  Assembly,   I   have 
been  urged,  both  by  the  opponents  and 
friends  of  Mr.  Hennessy,  that  his  removal 
from  the  colony  would  be  desirable.    I 
think  that  tension  of  feeling  is  very  much 
to  be  regretted;    but  surely  at  such  a 
moment  as  this,  I  am  precluded  from 
entertaining  this  suggestion.    Whatever 
may  be  done  hereafter,  I  cannot  con- 
sent to  remove  Mr.  Hennessy  now.    To 
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do  so  would  be  to  pass  an  indirect  censnre 
upon  him ;  and  it  would  soem  as  though 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  accorded 
a  victory  to  those  who  have  carried  on 
this  warfare  in  a  manner  which  I  think 
they,  upon  reflection,  will  be  the  first  to 
regret.  A  second  point  urged  by  the 
Assembly  is,  that  a  Commission  should 
be  issued.  Now,  there  are  two  kinds  of 
Commissions.  There  is  a  Commission 
such  as  was  issued  in  the  case  of  Jamaica, 
and  there  is  a  kind  of  Commission  ap- 
pointed in  the  case  of  the  Mauritius. 
The  first  was  a  Commission  issued  to 
inquire  into  the  disturbances  in  Jamaica, 
and  the  amount  of  blame  which  might 
attach  to  one  side  or  the  other  in  con- 
nection with  them.  Now,  I  see  no  reason 
why  we  should  incur  the  expense  of 
raking  up  these  causes  of  quarrel  in 
Barbadoes  and  in  provoking  recrimina- 
tions of  the  bitterest  kind,  and  in  keep- 
ing alive  that  state  of  feeling  that  has 
prevailed.  Let  the  storm  which  has 
been  raging  subside,  and  then  it  will  be 
full  time  to  think  of  any  further  steps. 
There  is  a  second  class  of  Commission — 
namely,  a  Commission  to  inquire  into 
the  condition  of  classes,  the  interests  of 
the  Island,  and  the  best  way  of  pro- 
moting them  ;  the  question  of  the  £an- 
chise,  the  labour  question,  emigration, 
and  many  other  matters  which  make  for 
the  welfare  of  Barbadoes ;  and  I  do  not 
say  that  hereafter  it  may  not  be  desirable 
and  may  not  be  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  issue  such  a  Commission.  At 
this  moment,  however,  I  do  not  think  it 
would  bo  needed ;  and  as  regards  the 
first  kind  of  Commission  I  think  it  would 
be  highly  objectionable.  My  Lords,  I  can 
hardly  bring  these  remarks  to  an  end 
without  adding  some  expression  of  opi- 
nion as  to  that  which  has  been  brought  in- 
directly to  light  by  those  disturbances — 
namely,  the  present  state  of  the  colony. 
I  am  quite  aware  that  in  entering  upon 
this  subject,  however  briefly,  I  walk 
upon  dehcato  ground  as  far  as  the  feel- 
ings of  the  Barbadians  are  concerned.  I 
am  not  insensible  to  many  points  which 
may  be  urged  in  their  favour — their 
attachment  to  their  ancient  Constitution, 
their  loyalty  to  the  Crown,  and  other 
estimable  qualities.  At  the  same  time 
I  should  be  untrue  to  the  facts  if  I  were 
not  to  state  that,  in  my  opinion,  the 
present  condition  of  the  Island  as  re- 
vealed by  these  Papers  is  one  by  no 
means  satisfactory.  The  condition  of  the 

The  Earl  of  Carnarvon 


peasant  is  in  itself  an  muatiafiKfcoij. 
and,  I  venture  to  say,  an  tmsonnd  eon- 
dition.  The  population  is,  no  doubt, 
redundant.  It  is  consequently  paid  ii 
very  low  wages,  and  even  these  wtgei, 
I  suspect,  are  sometimes  liable  to  Tanou 
stoppages  and  deductions.  I  doubt 
whether  the  law  in  some  instances  doei 
not  press  with  a  certain  amoimt  of 
severity  upon  the  peasantry.  All  ihsn 
points  have  At  different  times  bev 
pressed  not  merely  by  Mr.  Henneesy  xi 
these  despatches,  but  by  snocessiYe  Go- 
vernors— some  of  them  men  whose  afiiBt- 
tion  for  the  Barbadian  Constitution  cu- 
not  for  one  moment  be  questioned.  I 
go  a  step  further,  and  I  doubt  whether 
many  public  institutions  of  the  colony 
are  in  at  all  a  satisfactory  conditku. 
Take  the  case  of  the  prisons.  In  some 
of  those  Papers  will  be  found  a  despstcb 
written  in  1872  by  my  noble  Friena  ftfae 
Earl  of  Kimberley).  I  cite  it  as  an  illiis- 
tration  and  nothing  more.  A  statemflst 
as  to  the  deplorable  condition  of  the 
gaols  in  Barbadoes  had  been  sent  to  mj 
noble  Friend,  who  forwarded  it  to  tha 
Qovemor  for  the  time  being  for  a  report. 
The  answer  was  that,  though,  no  doubt 
more  or  less  coloured,  there  was  a  good 
deal  to  complain  of.  In  1867,  Sir  James 
Walker,  who  certainly  had  no  prejudice 
against  Barbadians  or  Barbadian  insti- 
tutions, twice  called  the  attention  of  the 
Legislature  to  the  state  of  the  prisons. 
No  notice  was  taken  of  his  Message,  and 
he  made  some  very  severe  comments 
upon  the  subject.  All  through  1871-2 
the  late  Governor,  Sir  Bawson  Rawson. 
called  attention  to  the  same  subject.  In 
1873  a  Commission  of  both  Houses  was 
appointed.  In  1874  a  Vote  for  a  sum 
of  money  was  read  a  first  time ;  but 
delays  occurred,  the  whole  question  was 
shelved,  and  the  gaols  remained  very 
much  in  the  same  condition.  Take 
another  case — that  of  prison  discipline, 
and  the  punishments  inflicted  for  prison 
offences.  It  is  impossible  not  to  bo 
startled  by  their  character  and  number. 
On  the  average  of  the  last  six  years  the 
floggings  in  the  Barbadian  prisons  ap- 
peared to  be  20  times  as  numerous  as 
those  of  all  the  prisons  of  Jamaica. 
During  the  first  10  months  of  1875,  50 
persons  were  flogged  in  Barbadian  pri- 
sons— while  on  the  other  hand,  not  one 
single  case  was  recorded  in  St.  Lucia. 
Grenada,  or  St.  Vincent :  and  the  total 
prison  punishments  in  Barbadoes  during 
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last  year,  including  other  punishments  | 
than  flogging,  amount  to  the  enormous 
fij^ure  of  2,197.  I  can  only  say  that 
either  the  population  of  Barbadoes  is  of 
a  very  much  worse  character  than  that 
of  any  other  of  the  West  India  islands, 
or  the  fault  is  in  the  system,  and  many 
more  prison  floggings  are  inflicted  than 
are  necessary.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
Assembly  or  any  class  of  persons  in  Bar- 
badoes is  responsible  for  this  state  of 
things.  I  merely  say  it  indicates — 
wherever  the  fault  may  lie — an  amount 
of  unsoundness  which  requires  the  best 
attention  of  the  Barbadian  Legislature. 
One  more  case  will  be  enough.  It  shall 
be  the  case  of  some  public  institutions. 
Feeling  uneasy,  for  some  reason,  as  to 
the  provision  for  idiots  and  imbeciles,  I 
requested  an  explanation  from  Mr. 
Hennessy  as  to  the  character  and  amount 
of  such  provision.  I  am  told  there  is 
none.  I  do  not  think  this  is  creditable 
to  a  colony.  Further  I  find  there  is  an 
institution  for  that  great  scourge  of  the 
West  Indies,  leprosy,  and  this  institution 
is  administered  by  a  Board,  if  I  mistake 
not,  appointed  by  the  Assembly.  Now, 
official  evidence  shows  that  during  a 
space  of  five  or  six  years — I  am  speaking 
from  memory,  but  I  believe  I  am  correct 
— this  institution  was  never  visited  by 
the  members  of  that  Board,  and  that,  in 
fact,  no  one  ever  visited  it  excepting  the 
chaplain  and  the  surgeon.  There  again, 
I  say,  though  individuals,  perhaps,  are 
not  liable  to  blame,  the  public  institu- 
tions of  the  Colony  require  very  careful 
reconsideration  by  the  Governing  Body. 
I  wish  that  in  recent  transactions  the 
Assembly  could  have  brought  itself  to 
believe  that  co-operation  with  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  upon  questions  of  this 
sort  was  not  only  its  duty,  but  was  also 
expedient.  There  have  been  two  or 
three  cases,  however,  which  have  forced 
poinfuUy  upon  me  a  different  conclusion. 
Since  these  disturbances  the  Governor 
has  pressed  most  earnestly  upon  the  As- 
sembly the  necessity  of  increasing  the 
police  force ;  and  no  one  can  doubt  for 
a  moment  the  reasonableness  or  the  ne- 
cessity of  such  a  proposal.  But  the  Bill 
for  this  purpose  has  been  practically 
ignored  by  the  Assembly.  I  myself  felt 
the  subject  to  be  of  such  importance 
that  I  telegraphed  to  the  Governor,  and 
requested  uiat  it  might  be  brought  be- 
tm  the  Assemblv;  but  I  believe  that 
ap  to  this  time  all  the  proposals  for  in- 


creasing the  police  force  have  been  in 
vain.  Meanwhile,  your  Lordships  will 
remember  that  the  troops  in  the  colony 
are  still  quartered  about  in  the  different 
plantations  to  maintain  peace  and  order. 
In  1867  the  Governor  of  that  day  at- 
tributed a  great  part  of  the  disturbances, 
and  the  most  serious  part,  to  the  absence 
of  an  active  police  force,  and  I  consider 
I  should  have  been  wanting  in  my  duty 
if  I  had  refrained  from  urging  the  As- 
sembly to  take  the  same  course  now. 
There  are  other  matters  which  the  As- 
sembly will  do  well  to  consider.  It  is 
not  worthy  of  the  Legislature  of  any 
British  colony  to  refuse  to  pay  a  Bill 
for  telegraphs  passing  between  the  co- 
lony and  the  Imperial  Government  upon 
their  own  domestic  concerns.  It  is  not 
worthy  of  them  to  spend  their  time  in 
personal  discussions  and  recriminations 
when  questions  of  grave  importance  are 
still  to  be  dealt  with.  The  House  will 
observe  that  throughout  the  despatches 
stress  is  laid  on  the  importance  of  main- 
taining the  Constitution.  I  am  not  in- 
sensible of  the  value  of  the  colonial 
Constitution ;  but  when  they  say  it  is 
identical  in  fundamental  principles  with 
the  English  Constitution,  I  feel  hound  to 
point  out  how  absolutely  they  misappre- 
hend the  case.  In  fact,  the  principles  of 
their  Constitution  are  practically  the 
reverse  of  ours.  The  Executive  Govern- 
ment is  separate  from  and  generally,  I 
am  sorry  to  say— of  late  years,  at  all 
events — at  variance  with,  the  Legislative 
Power.  When  a  Money  Vote  is  proposed, 
so  far  from  its  being  proposed  simply  on 
the  responsibility  of  a  Minister,  it  is 
proposed  on  the  responsibility  really  of 
a  private  Member.  The  greater  part  of 
the  business  of  the  colony  is  conducted 
by  means  of  Committees  or  Boards 
formed  out  of  the  Assembly,  who  spend 
the  money  and  appropriate  it  as  they 
think  right.  That  is  a  fusion  of  legis- 
lative and  executive  duties  such  as  we 
have  no  notion  of  in  this  country. 
Again,  the  franchise  in  Barbadoes  is  of 
a  most  limited  character.  Out  of  a 
population  of  160,000  or  more,  there 
are  only  something  like  1,200  or  1,300 
electors ;  and,  to  crown  all,  the  Dissolu- 
tion, instead  of  occurring  at  intervals  of 
seven  years,  must,  as  a  matter  of  neces- 
sity, occur  annually  at  Barbadoes.  Under 
these  circumstances  it  seems  idle  to  say 
that  the  principles  of  the  Barbadoes 
Constitution,  whatever  value  they  may 
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have  in  an  historical  point  of  view,  are 
similar  or  analogous  to  those  of   the 
Constitution  of  this  country.  I  have  now 
gone  through  the  different  points  which 
I  have  thought  necessary  to  touch  upon. 
I  have  certainly  no  wish  to  seem  to  press 
hardly  on  the  Legislature  or  Constitution 
of  Barbadoes,  but  I   should  be  wrong 
were  I  to  refrain  from  saying  that  I  do 
feel  considerable  anxiety.  If  the  present 
state  of  things  were  to  continue,  I  fore- 
see trouble  in  the  future.  I  certainly  am 
not  one  who  would  in  any  way  desire 
unnecessarily  to  interfere  with  an  ancient 
Constitution  in  which  the  colonists  take 
a  pride.    I  Have  always  objected  to  such 
interference,  and  I  conceive  it  can  only 
be  sanctioned  by  the  facts  and  necessities 
of  the  case.     As  far  as  possible  I  would 
trust  to  the  good  sense  and  the  patriotic 
feeling  of  the  Legislature  of  the  Colony. 
Possibly,  one  of  the  reasons  why  they 
took  the  view  which  they  unfortunately 
have  taken  is  that  they  were  hardly 
aware  of  what  the  feeling  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's successive  Governments  has  been 
on  the  subject,  and  how  strong  has  been 
the  opinion  of  the  public  here  in  Eng- 
land.   My  Lords,  the  mere  form  of  Con- 
stitution seems  to  me  to  be  a  secondary 
matter.  An  anomalous  Constitution,  such 
as,  I  am  bound  to  say  the  Barbadoes 
Constitution  is,  may  be  worked,  and  even 
worked    admirably,   by    men  of    good 
sense,  right  feeling,  and  patriotic  im- 
pulse.    On  the  other  hand,  if  the  Con- 
stitution were  perfect,  it  might  be  badly 
worked.       I  take  it  to  be  of  the  sub- 
stance of  a  good  Constitution  that  there 
should  be  good  government ;  that  there 
should  be  equality  for  all  in  the  eye  of 
the  law,  and  that  all  the  securities  for 
the  well-being  of  all  classes  of  the  com- 
munity should  be  fully  provided  for  as  far 
as  a  Constitution  can  provide  them.  I  trust 
that  the  Barbadoes  Legislature  will  ac- 
cept this  view  of  the  matter ;  that  they 
will  co-operate  with  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, as  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  most  truly  and  sincerely  desirous  to 
co-operate   with  them  ;    and  that  they 
will  address   themselves  with  all  their 
patriotic   feeling,  with    all   the  ability 
they  possess,  and  with  all  their  earnest- 
ness to  the  task,  and  the  very  respon- 
sible task,  which,  I  need  not  for  one 
moment  attempt  to  conceal,  lies  before 
them. 

Viscount  CARDWEIjL  :  I  am  sorry 
my  noble  Friend  the  late  Secretary  of 
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State  for  the  Colonies  (the  Earl  of  Sjm- 
berley)  is  quite  unable  to  appear  hen 
to-night.    I  have  had  some  oommiinici- 
tion  with  him,  and  I  oome  here  to  ezprea 
on  his  part,  and  on  my  own,  sentimesti 
very  much  in  accordance    witii   thoia 
stated  by  the  noble  Earl  oppoeite.  Whk 
regard  to  the  proposed  alteration  of  the 
Legislative  Council,  so  that  it  shall  not 
be  the  exact  correspondent  of  the  Exe- 
cutive Council,  I  think  it  is  aheolutelj 
necessary  that  you  should  not  have  is 
the  deliberative  Council  the  veiy  same 
persons   who    compose    the    ExecutiTe 
Council  —  that   the  Executive   Coosdl 
should  contain  only  one  confidential  ad- 
viser of  the  Governor,   and  that  yoa 
shoidd  have  in  the  Executive  CoimcQ 
the  opponents  of  the  Governor,  and  that 
the  government  should  be  carried  o& 
by  them  is  an  evidently  impracticable 
arrangement.   With  regard  to  Qoveniar 
Hennessy,  the  policy  of  which  he  has 
been  the  advocate  was  first,  I  think, 
distinctly  laid  down  in  a   despatch  bj 
my  noble  Friend    the  Earl    of   £im- 
berley.     The  time  of  bringing  it  for- 
ward and  the  person  by  'vniom  it  wu 
to  be  brought  forward  were  the  choice 
of  my  noble  Friend  opposite;    and  I 
bear  in  mind  that  he  pointed   out  to 
Governor  Hennessy  that  he  ought  not 
to  press  a  change  in  the  position  of  Bar- 
badoes and  the  other  Islands  ag^nst  the 
wish  of  the  people  of  Barbadoes  them- 
selves.    I   am  disposed  to  agree  with 
what  has  been  said  by  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  in  regard  to  Governor   Hen- 
nessy.     It  was  unfortunate   that  that 
gentleman    used  the  phrases  and   as- 
sumed the  tone  which  he   appears  to 
have  done  in  the  first  instance  ;  but  with 
regard  to  his  subsequent  conduct  I  am 
ready  to  admit  all  that  has  been  said 
about  him  by  my  noble  Friend  oppo- 
site;   and  certainly    I    have    not    the 
slightest  inclination  to  apolog^ize  for  or 
extenuate    in    any  degree   the  violent 
opposition  shown  to  him  by  many  who 
have  taken  part  in  the  government  of 
Barbadoes,  and  who  showed  disrespect 
to  the  Sovereign  in  order  to  express 
their    disapproval    of   the    Govemor'a 
conduct.    I  have  listened  with  consider- 
able  surprise  to  the  scheme  just  pro- 
pounded by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon),    because    I    should    have 
thought  that  it  would  have  come  more 
naturally  in  the  form  of  a  despatch  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  be  laid  on  the 
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TM>le  of  Parliament  and  considered  by 
ihe  oonstituted  authorities  in  Barbadoes, 
rather  than  in  a  speech  delivered  by  the 
Secretaiy  of  State  at  the  dose  of  the 
Seenon,  and,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  not 
in  the  presence  of  any  individual  who 
lias  a  personal  knowledge  of  the  state 
of  Barbadoes,  or  the  views  which  any  of 
these  people  might  wish  to  lay  before 
your  Lordships.  Therefore  the  proposal 
must  be  taken  as  a  grave  censure  of  all 
the  authorities  in  Barbadoes  made  by 
the  Secretaiy  of  State,  who  has  given 
them  no  opportunity  whatever  of  ex- 
pressing anything,  either  in  disproof  of 
any  facts  which  have  been  stated,  or  in 
mitigation  of  any  blame  laid  upon  them ; 
or,  in  short,  of  exercising  the  common 
right  of  Englishmen  to  be  heard  in  their 
own  defence. 

Thb  Earl  of  CAENAEVON  :  My 
noble  Friend  will  remember  that  abnost 
every,  if  not  every,  word  of  what  I  said 
on  that  subject  is  to  be  found  in  these 
Blue  Books  to  which  I  desire  to  call 
attention.  

Viscouirr  CAEDWELL:  I  am  not 
sure  that  that  alters  the  case  very  much. 
We  have  been  lectured  during  the  last 
few  days  for  bringing  forward  Questions 
before  this  House  without  having  a  Mo- 
tion before  it ;  and  if  the  rule  is  to  be 
observed  by  those  who  sit  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  and  are  not  burdened  by 
any  special  responsibility,  I  think  it 
ought  also  to  be  observed  by  those  who 
ait  on  the  other  side,  and  are  charged  with 
all  the  responsibilties  of  the  Executive 
Government.  For  myself,  I  have  not  the 
•lightest  desire  to  take  the  part  of  any 
of  these  gentlemen  in  Barbadoes — of 
whom  I  happen  to  know  nothing.  If 
one-tenth  of  the  impeachment  made 
against  them  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
10  founded  on  fact,  all  I  can  say  is,  whe- 
ther it  bein  the  form  of  Confederation  or 
not,  some  change  in  the  government  of 
Barbadoes  is  absolutely  necessary,  and 
moat  be  forced  upon  them  without  much 
delay.  Such  a  state  of  things  as  has 
been  described  by  the  noble  Earl  cannot 
be  permitted  to  continue.  With  regard 
to  Governor  Hennessy,  it  is  of  course 
impoesible  that  my  noble  Friend  can  re- 
call him  after  the  verdict  which  he  has 
airived  at  on  his  conduct.  It  is  in- 
tended, however,  I  presume,  to  provide 
aome  other  position  for  GK)vemor  Hen- 
noMj  without  any  protracted  delay — for 
I  flunk  he  iSi  at  preeent,  in  a  position 


which  must  be  very  unsatisfactory  to 
himself.  To  recall  him  would  be  to  im- 
ply blame  which  it  is  not  intended  to 
miply;  but  I  think  there  should  be  a 
separation  between  Governor  Hennessy 
and  Barbadoes  on  the  ground  of  incom- 
patibility of  temper.  There  is  no  cause 
in  this  instance  for  such  a  Commission 
as  we  were  compelled  to  send  out  to 
Jamaica.  A  Constitution  which  might 
be  suited  to  a  great  and  powerful  coun- 
try might  be  utterly  unfitted  for  a  small 
island,  over-populated  and  in  a  condition 
of  great  poverty,  and  the  Government 
might  be  quite  right  in  not  appointing 
such  a  Commission  as  in  the  case  of 
Jamaica ;  but  after  the  statement  of  my 
noble  Friend  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
colony,  it  is  quite  clear  that  that  con- 
dition cannot  be  allowed  to  continue 
many  months,  and  I  therefore  earnestly 
hope  that  when  Parliament  again  as- 
sembles my  noble  Friend  will  be  in  a 
position  to  lay  some  proposal  before  the 
House  for  immediately  putting  an  end 
to  it. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  that  whilst  the  planters  attributed 
the  agitation  in  Barbadoes  to  the  Go- 
vernor, and  the  Anti-Slavery  Society  be- 
lieved it  was  attributable  to  tortuous 
proceedings  on  the  part  of  the  planters, 
ne  believed  that  it  was  chiefly  caused 
by  the  discussions  of  the  Anti-Confede- 
ration Defence  Association— it  being  a 
fact  that  the  colonial  newspapers  had 
lowered  their  prices  with  the  avowed 
object  of  convincing  the  lower  classes 
that  confederation  would  not  be  a  bene- 
fit. 21ie  West  Indian  was  a  very  fair 
and  moderate  paper,  and  it  contained  so 
many  letters  taking  a  view  opposed  to 
its  own,  that  it  would  increase  the  ex- 
citement; whilst  The  Globe  and  Agri- 
cultural  Reporter  were  very  exaggerated. 
The  unseemly  conduct  of  the  Assembly 
in  carrying  their  disputes  into  the  cele- 
bration of  the  Queen's  birthday,  and 
their  debating  the  recall  of  the  Governor, 
reminded  him  of  those  Levantine  Con- 
suls who  used  to  haul  down  their  flags 
and  break  off  their  relations  with  the 
local  authorities  without  orders  from 
their  Embassies.  But  there  was  some 
excuse  for  the  Barbadian  colonists  in  the 
bad  precedents  which  they  had ;  for  he 
found  in  Sir  Robert  Schomburgk's  His- 
tory of  Barbadoes  that,  about  80  years 
ago,  a  man  of  colour  named  Denny  had 
shot  a  poor  white  man  and  was  found 
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guilty  by  the  jury.  The  Chief  Jnstioe 
Gtibbes  who  tried  him  animadverted  on 
the  bias  shown  by  the  jury,  and  made 
representations  on  behalf  of  the  prisoner 
to  the  Governor.  The  Eling's  pleasure 
was  taken,  and  the  sentence  commuted 
to  perpetual  banishment.  The  prisoner 
was  sent  on  board  a  Government  brig 
which  got  under  weigh,  when  a  band  of 
colonists,  many  of  them  of  the  more 
respectable  class,  rushed  to  Bickett's 
battery  and  fired  upon  the  brig,  and  got 
possession  of  the  prisoner ;  the  tumult 
was  appeased  by  reading  the  letter  of 
the  Duke  of  Portland.  But  a  committee 
of  the  colonists  called  upon  the  Governor 
to  suspend  Mr.  Gibbes  firom  all  his  offi- 
cial employments.  Mr.  Gibbes  went  to 
England  and  obtained  a  mandamus  for  his 
restoration  to  office,  shortly  after  which 
he  resigned.  In  his  judgment  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  had  exercised 
a  wise  discretion  in  refusing  to  send  a 
Royal  Commission  toBarbadoes,  notwith- 
standing that  both  the  West  Indian  Com- 
mittee and  the  Anti-Slavery  Society  had 
expressed  the  wish  that  he  should  do  so; 
because  such  a  Commission  would  have 
the  effect  of  re-opening  the  late  discus- 
sion and  reviving  the  excitement,  by 
taking  evidence  with  regard  to  the  re- 
cent disturbances.  But  he  would  ask 
his  noble  Friend  to  give  his  favour- 
able consideration  as  to  whether  it 
would  not  be  desirable  that  he  should 
send  a  clerk  of  the  Colonial  Office  in 
whose  department  Barbadoes  was  situ- 
ated to  acquire  some  local  knowledge  of 
that  colony,  and  whether  it  might  not 
bo  desirable  for  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  take  tlie  same  measures  whenever 
any  colony  was  in  difficulties  ? — follow- 
ing in  this  the  example  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  which  frequently  sent  one  of  its 
clerks  to  assist  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Legations  abroad,  to  the  mutual  benefit 
of  the  Legation  thus  assisted  and  the 
Staff  of  the  Foreign  Office,  which 
thereby  acquired  useful  experience  and 
local  knowledge.  The  conflicting  state- 
ments as  to  pauperism  in  Barbadoes 
^showed  the  difficulty  of  estimating 
the  value  of  reports  without  local  know- 
ledge. The  project  of  Confederation 
might  well  be  dropped  for  the  present, 
since  most  of  the  advantages  of  this 
scheme  had  been  already  secured,  as 
had  been  pointed  out  by  Governor 
Hennessy,  in  his  despatch  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  which  he  communicated 
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to  the  Barbadoes  LegiBiatore  on  the  lit 
of  February  last.  The  word  "ints- 
colonial "  had  already  been  adopted  hj 
the  Barbadians,  and  would  ooier  dl 
that  they  objected  to  imder  the  wad 
Confederation.  He  would  suggest  that 
free  passages  should  be  given  to  laboiD- 
ers  from  Barbadoes  going*  to  the  neigii- 
bouring  islands,  half  the  cost  to  be  hantt 
by  Barbadoes  and  half  by  the  Colony 
receiving  the  labourers.  Emigntkii 
Acts  had  been  passed  in  Barbadoes,  and 
sums  voted  for  this  purpose,  but  not 
with  sufficient  system ;  this  course  wn 
not  open  to  the  objections  which  wen 
made  to  promoting  coolie  immigratioD 
by  votes  out  of  West  Indian  taxation, 
since  in  this  case  the  poorer  class  of  tax- 
payers would  profit  by  it.  The  aama 
measure  of  free  passages  might  also  be 
advantageously  applied  to  the  stadenti 
of  the  Windward  Islands  who  might 
come  to  the  schools  and  colleges  of  Mr- 
badoes,  which  were  better  than  any  that 
existed  or  that  would  be  likely  to  be 
established  in  the  other  islands,  and  in 
that  manner  the  inhabitants  of  thell'Vlnd- 
ward  Islands  would  not  feel  so  much 
jealousy  of  the  educational  advantages 
possessed  by  Barbadoes.  There  wu 
also  a  suggestion  which  Mr.  Duffield,  a 
gentleman  who  had  long  resided  in  die 
Colonies,  was  very  anxious  should  be 
made  to  the  8e(Tetary  of  State,  and  the 
favourable  consideration  which  his  nobb 
Friend  had  given  to  the  plan  of  a  pro- 
posed Colonial  Museum  emboldened  nim 
to  make  it — namely,  that  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  should  send  out  an  inezpenaiTe 
scientific  Commission  of  one  or  two  per- 
sons to  report  upon  the  vegetable  pro- 
ducts of  the  West  Indies,  of  which  many 
valuable  kinds  were  unknown,  and 
which  might  be  usefully  exported  to 
Canada  and  to  England.  The  mission 
of  Mr.  Markham  by  the  India  Office  to 
South  America  to  obtain  cinchona  plants 
formed  a  precedent  for  this  suggestion. 

Loud  0' HAG  AN :  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  refrain  from  expressing  my 
entire  approval  of  the  conduct  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  the  great 
pleasure  with  which  I  have  heara  the 
characteristically  just  and  generous  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl,  the  Secretaiy 
for  the  Colonies.  Of  his  general  policy 
in  relation  to  Barbadoes  enough  has 
been  said  by  the  noble  Lords  who  have 
preceded  me.  But  I  desire  to  add  ono 
word,  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Hennesey,  in 
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^plioae  prooeedings  I  have  not  taken  lees 
interetty  and  in  whose  vindication  I  have 
not  felt  lefla  Batiafaotion,  because,  whilst 
I  sat  with  him  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
lie  was  the  active  and  often  the  trouble- 
some opponent  of  the  Pacty  and  the 
principles  to  which  I  am  attached.  He 
may,  as  was  said  by  the  noble  Earl, 
Jutve  spoken  indiscreetly;  but  he  was 
placed  m  circumstances  of  extreme  diffi- 
culty, in  which  few  men  could  have 
lioped  for  a  perfect  immunity  from  error, 
and,  looking  to  the  Correspondence 
before  us,  I  think  it  affords  the  strongest 
evidence  that  he  possessed  throughout 
the  serious  trials  to  which  he  was  sub- 
jected a  cool  head,  a  brave  heart,  and 
an  honest  purpose.  He  refused  to  permit 
any  of  those  acts  of  violence  and  cruelty 
to  which  panic  has  so  often  iirged  indi- 
viduals and  masses  of  men.  He  resisted 
a  powerful  combination,  acting  too  much 
in  the  spirit  of  ascendancy,  which  has 
•hown  itself  equally  reckless  in  its  accu- 
sations and  indifferent  to  the  interests 
of  humanity  and  justice.  Ho  deliber- 
ately declined  to  allow  his  Executive 
Ooondl  to  adopt  the  unconstitutional 
ooursea  which  had  been  pursued  in  a 
neighbouring  island,  and  to  his  fairness 
and  moderation  it  is  directly  attributable 
that  the  scenes  of  blood  and  terror  which 
disgraced  Janudca  were  not  enacted  in 
Barbadoes.  I  sincerely  rejoice  that  the 
QovemBient,  in  spite  of  imscrupulous 
and  persistent  calumny,  has  recognized 
his  merit,  aud  preserved  to  the  public 
■ervioe  an  able  administrator,  whose 
eareer  will  be  one  of  usefulness  and 
honour. 


QueMm. 
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HooM  acyonnied  at  half  past  Seven  o'clock, 

to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Fire  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    OOMMONS, 
T^day,  Ut  Augwt,  1876. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— coiwid^Mf  in  Commiite$ 

-— CiTiL  Sbbtics  Ebtimatis. 
Public   Billb  —  Ordered  —  Firnt   Reading — 

KxpiRDg  Lawi  Ckmtinuanoe*  [281]. 
Firai   JUmUma — Waste   Lands   and   Feasanta 

DwBl^igs  (Ireland)  *  [280]. 
Mrfsrrtd  to  Select  Committee  —  Local  Gk>yem. 

BMUt  Board's  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation 

(Aitians  and  Labourers  Dwellings  *  [260]. 


Coneidered  a$  amended — Foliation  of    Bivers 

[276]. 
I%ird  Beading— Biahoj^iic  of  Truro*  [186]; 
Local  Government  Board's  Frovisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Bingley,  &c.)*  [256];  Local 
Gk>yemment  Provisional  Orders  (Chelmsford, 
^0.)  *  [266],  and  passed. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

POOR  LAW  —  BATH  BOARD  OF 
GUARDIANS.— QUESTION. 

Dr.  lush  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  If  the 
scheme  lately  adopted  by  the  Bath  Board 
of  Guardians  with  reference  to  the  salary 
and  duties  of  the  workhouse  medical 
officer  has  been  submitted  to  him ;  and, 
if  that  portion  of  it  by  which  the  duties 
of  supplying  wine  and  brandy  to  the 
sick  pauper  inmates  for  an  annual  sum 
of  £30  is  imposed  upon  the  medical 
officer  (the  recent  annual  cost  having 
been  stated  to  be  £70)  has  received  his 
approval  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  portion  of  the  scheme  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  referred  had  not 
received  his  approval ;  and  that  since  it 
was  submitted  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  he  had  received  information  from 
the  Guardians  to  the  effect  that  they  had 
rescinded  that  part  of  the  scheme. 

ARMY  MEDICAL  REPORTS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Why  copies  of  the  last 
(the  16th)  volume  of  the  Army  Medical 
Reports  have  not  been  presented  to  the 
Army  Medical  Officers ;  whether  it  has 
not  hitherto  been  the  invcu*iable  practice 
to  supply  the  said  Beports  on  publica- 
tion to  the  Army  Medical  Officers ;  and, 
whether  there  is  any,  and,  if  so,  what 
reason  for  a  change  in  the  practice 
heretofore  observed  ? 

Ma.  GATHOENE  HAEDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  supply  of  these  Eeports 
had  been  stopped  on  the  suggestion  of 
the  Army  Medical  Controller.  Copies 
were  now  sent  to  aU  the  general  hospital 
stations,  where  they  would  be  preserved 
for  consultation. 

PUBLIC  EXPENDITURE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  SMYTH  (for  General  Sir  George 
Balfour)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether, 
under  23  and  24  Vic.  c.  51,  the  penalty 
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of  £20  for  default  for  non-rendering 
Betums  of  Bates,  Taxes,  Tolls,  and 
Dues,  and  Accounts  of  the  Expenditure 
has  ever  been  enforced  against  the 
various  authorities.  Corporations,  Boards, 
Inspectors,  and  others  who  have  neg- 
lected to  render  their  accounts ;  and, 
■whether,  in  future  Abstracts  of  Local 
Bates,  &c.  required  by  that  Act  to  be 
laid  before  Parliament,  a  list  of  all  de- 
faulting authorities  will  be  published, 
with  a  statement  of  the  penalties  en- 
forced? 

Me.  8CLATEB-B00TH,  in  reply, 
said,  the  penalty  had  never  been  on- 
forced  since  the  duty  of  collection  was 
transferred  to  the  Local  Government 
office  four  years  ago.  A  threat  of  legal 
proceedings  had  always  been  sufficient 
to  secure  a  Beturn. 

FUI— THE  EPIDEMIC— QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
ho  has  concurred  in  the  opinion  expressed 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, in  a  letter  to  the  Admiralty  dated 
December  3,  1875,  as  to  the  share  of  the 
responsibility  of  the  captain  and  medical 
officer  of  H.M.S.  ''  Dido  "  for  the  intro- 
ductionof  measles  into  the  Fijian  Islands, 
and  the  consequent  loss  of  life  in  those 
Islands ;  and,  if  so,  what  course  has  been 
taken  by  the  Admiralty  with  reference 
to  those  officers  ? 

Mr.  hunt,  in  reply,  said,  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  had  stated,  in  the  letter  referred 
to,  that  ho  was  unable  to  arrive  at  any 
decided  conclusion  as  to  the  proportion 
in  which  the  blame  for  the  grave  neglect 
incurred  in  this  lamentable  affair  should 
bo  divided  as  between  the  naval  and  the 
colonial  officers,  though  ho  could  not  admit 
that  the  captain  and  medical  officer  of 
the  Dido  had  cleared  themselves  of  the 
charge  of  having  failed  to  give  the  fullest 
notice  by  the  ordinary  means  of  warning 
of  the  fact  that  there  was  an  outbreak 
of  measles  on  board  the  vessel.  His 
noble  Friend  then  went  on  to  say  that  it 
the  was  an  unfortunate  omission  not  to  fly 
the  yellow  flag  while  the  ship  was  in  the 
harbour.  With  regard  to  the  share  of 
the  responsibility,  he  could  not  concur 
with  his  noble  Friend.  He  was  of  opi- 
nion, that  the  greater  portion  of  the  re- 
sponsibility rested  upon  the  colonial 
authorities.    In  reference  to  flying  the 
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yellow  flag,  that  was  not  required  It 
the  regulations,  when  a  yeisel  vi& 
measles  on  board  came  into  a  how 
port,  unless  there  was  a  special  Order  i& 
Council  that  the  yellow  nag  should  bi 
hoisted.  Nor  was  it  required  in  a 
foreign  port,  unless  thequarantineregi* 
lations  prescribed  it.  He  was  not  aweic 
that  there  were  any  such  regnlationsia 
Fiji.  Directly  the  Dido  came  into  Ile^ 
hour  she  was  boarded  by  Mr.  Lsjasi 
the  Administrator.  The  captain  wsioe 
the  watch  for  him,  and  informed  hia,!! 
he  came  up  to  the  ship's  side,  that  th# 
doctor  wished  to  see  him.  The  Admini- 
strator went  down  into  the  cabin,  and 
the  doctor  informed  him  that  there  wa« 
measles  on  board.  So  that  the  captiin 
and  the  doctor  took  steps  to  inform  die 
colonial  authorities  of  that  &ct;  but 
unfortunately,  none  of  the  parties  oos- 
cemed  seemed  to  be  aware  of  the  serioa 
nature  of  the  disease  when  imported 
fresh  among  the  Natives.  The  Admi- 
ralty had  informed  the  doctor  and  c^h 
tain  that  they  disapproved  of  their  con- 
duct in  not  having  treated  the  matter 
more  seriously.  The  disease  was  treated 
on  board  as  merely  a  child's  disosee 
No  proper  precautions  were  taken  to 
prevent  its  communication  with  tke 
shore,  and  the  consequence  was  t 
lamentable  loss  of  life  amon^  the  Na- 
tives of  the  Fiji  Islands.  The  ?iffi^W 
seemed  to  have  arisen  in  a  great  degree 
from  ignorance  rather  than  inattention 
or  neglect ;  and  therefore  the  Board  had 
not  thought  it  their  duty  to  take  more 
serious  notice  of  the  case  than  by  the 
letter  which  had  been  written  to  the 
parties. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE,  referring  to 
tlie  difference  of  opinion  between  the 
First  Ijord  and  the  Colonial  Secretarv, 
asked,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  lay  on  the  Table  any  communica- 
tions he  made  on  the  subject  to  the  offi- 
cers of  the  Dido  ? 

Mr.  hunt  said,  he  had  no  objection 
to  lay  on  the  Table  certain  Papers  relat- 
ing to  the  subject. 

THE  KEYNSIIAM  CASE.— QUESTION. 

:vrR.  W.  E.  FORSTER  asked  the  Tice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Comicil 
on  Education,  If  he  can  inform  the 
House  what  is  the  opinion  of  the  Law 
OfHcers  of  the  Crown  with  respect  to  the 
Keynsham  case  ? 
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VxaoouHT  SANDON:  We  have  re- 
farred  the  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  to  the  legality  of  the 
action  of  the  Department  in  this  case, 
mm  he  desired,  to  tne  Law  Officers  of  the 
Grown,  and  they  report  that  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  in  refusing  an  annual 
E'  Emt  to  the  Keynsham  British  School, 
ve  not  acted  illegally.  But  as  doubts 
liave  been  raised  respecting  the  pro- 
priety of  the  action  we  have  taken, 
without  a  special  provision  in  the  Code 
to  that  effect,  the  Gbyemment  is  of 
opinion  that  the  Education  Department, 
in  administering  the  Parliamentary 
grant,  ought  to  be  distinctly  empowered 
to  exercise  its  discretion  in  order  to  pre- 
Tont  the  multiplication  of  unnecessary 
•ohools,  with  a  view  to  secure  both 
economy  and  efficiency,  especially  in 
oeses  where  a  locality  has  already,  at 
the  bidding  of  the  Department,  put  itself 
to  the  expense  of  providing  the  neces- 
esry  school  accommodation.  We  pro- 
pose, therefore,  to  follow  the  precedent 
of  the  provision  already  made  in  the 
Scotch  Code  (Article  7.  B) ;  and  we  shall 


\mj  upon  the  Table  of  both  Houses  a 
lunute,  which,  in  accordance  with  the 
role  which  Section  98  of  the  Act  of  1870 
lays  down  with  regard  to  school  board 
districts,  will  secure  that  the  practice  of 
the  Education  Department  shidl  be  made 
uniform  throughout  the  country  in  the 
oase  of  schools  where  annual  grants  have 
not  previously  been  made. 

Ma.  W.  JS.  FOESTER  inquired, 
whether  the  noble  Lord  would  have  any 
objection  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  Copy 
of  the  case  sent  to  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Grown,  and  of  their  opinion  upon 
it?  With  reg^ard  to  the  proposed  Mi- 
nute, he  supposed  that  if  it  were  laid 
on  the  Table  now  it  would  have  no 
legal  power  unless  the  House  continued 
to  flit  for  another  month. 

VisooTJirr  SANDON  declined  to  pro- 
duce a  Copy  of  the  Opinion  of  the  Law 
Officers,  because  to  do  so  would  be  con- 
trazy  to  custom.  He  was  aware  that 
the  Minute  could  not  become  law  till 
aftcir  it  had  been  on  the  Table  a  month. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
CHuir." 

YOL.  CGXXXE.    [thibd  sebies.] 


EDUCATION— TEACHERS  OF  PUBLIC 
ELEMENTARY  SCHOOLS. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  altera- 
tion made  this  year  in  the  Education 
Code,  by  which  young,  untrained  teach- 
ers of  Public  Elementary  Schools  were 
enabled  to  obtain  a  certificate  without 
examination.  He  could  not  very  well 
have  objected  to  the  Code  earlier,  be- 
cause it  was  laid  on  the  Table  only  10 
days  before  it  came  into  operation,  in- 
stead of  a  month,  as  required  by  the 
Act.  When  the  Act  of  1 870  was  passed, 
it  was  foreseen  that  there  would  be  a 
great  demand  for  teachers,  and  arrange- 
ments were  made  that  teachers  above  35 
years  of  age,  of  good  character,  and 
who  had  been  teaching  for  10  years, 
should  be  admitted  to  a  third  class  cer- 
tificate. Many  men  and  women,  who 
were  very  good  teachers,  could  hardly 
at  that  age  be  expected  to  submit  to  an 
examination,  and  a  concession  was  made 
in  favour  of  admitting  such  persons  to 
the  third  class.  This  concession  was 
looked  upon  at  the  time  with  great  doubt. 
The  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Sandon)  in 
1874  made  a  further  concession.  He 
admitted  males  at  35  and  females  at  30 
to  the  third  class.  He  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  had  not  objected  to  that  altera- 
tion. But  a  further  extension  was  made 
by  the  code  of  this  year,  by  which 
teachers  of  25  years  of  age,  who  had 
worked  for  five  years,  were  admitted  to 
the  third  class,  and  became  certificated 
teachers.  His  principal  objection  to 
the  change  was  that  it  would  strike  a 
serious  blow  at  the  certificate  system. 
The  supply  of  teachers  now  was  much 
more  satisfactory  than  it  was  in  1870, 
and  certainly  did  not,  as  had  been 
stated,  fall  short  of  the  demand.  There 
was  one  certificated  teacher  to  every  83 
children,  and  a  prospect  of  a  still 
greater  supply.  The  increase  of  as- 
sistant teachers  was  96  per  cent.  The 
great  source  of  supply  of  teachers 
was  the  pupil-teachers.  These  had  in- 
creased 127  per  cent.  The  principle  of 
payment  by  results  was  open  to  the 
abuse  of  cramming  in  the  hands  of  in- 
competent teachers,  and  the  certificate 
system  was  their  only  security  against 
that  abuse.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that,  as  a  general  rule,  the  same  results 
would  be  attained  more  satisfactorily  by 
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trained  and  certificated  teachers  than  by 
teachers  obtaining  their  certificates  in 
this  way.  He  hoped,  at  all  events,  care 
would  be  taken  to  guard  against  the 
temptation  to  conduct  large  schools  by 
two  or  more  of  this  class  of  teachers  in- 
stead of  by  duly  certificated  teachers 
with  a  proper  staff  of  pupil-teachers. 
Assuming  that  the  change  was  designed 
to  meet  fiie  necessities  of  poor  schools, 
he  confessed  he  woidd  rather  have  met 
them  by  a  direct  grant. 

Viscoinn'  SANDON  admitted  the  im- 
portance of  allowing  the  Code  to  lie  on 
the  Table  for  a  month  before  it  came  into 
operation,  and  reminded  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  this  year  he  had  said  he 
would  not  object  to   any  opposition  of 
which  Notice  was  given  within  a  month 
of  the  time  that  the  Code  was  issued. 
The  position  in  the  Code  of  these  third 
class   teachers  was  only  a   temporary 
one,  and  would  be  re-considered  in  1879. 
The  Department  was  herein  onlyfoUowing 
a  precedent  set  by  the  Marquess  of  Bipon 
for  the  sake  of  the  teachers,  but  now  fol- 
lowed for  the  sake  of  the  schools  and 
scholars.  Whatever  might  be  the  figures 
with  regard  to  the  supply  of  teachers, 
the  Department  were  practically  face 
to    face    with  the    fact    that    persons 
often  advertised  for  teachers,  and  that 
no  teachers  were  forthcoming ;  and,  as 
more  hamlet  schools  were  coming  for- 
ward for  the  Government  grant  a  still 
greater  want  of  teachers  was  likely  to 
be  felt.     He  fully  admitted  that  it  was 
undesirable  to  strike  a  blow  at  the  cer- 
tificated teachers,  and  he  had   always 
said  that  the  key  to   educational  pro- 
gress was  our  having  an  adequate  sup- 
ply of  thoroughly  efficient  teachers.  The 
question  was   whether    these   teachers 
wore  fit  for  the  work  or  not,  and  it  was 
to  be  remembered  that  they  would  only 
teach  in  very  small  schools.      He  had 
been  told  by  Her  ^Majesty's  Inspectors 
that  they  knew   of  bettor  teachers  for 
this  purpose  than  the  certificated  teach- 
ers, and  they  would  come  in  under  this 
rule.     The  question  of  their  efficiency 
would  be  entirely  in  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Inspectors,  who  would  have 
to  certify  that  the  teachers  were  effi- 
cient, and  the  whole  question  of  what 
class  of   teachers   should  be  admitted 
rested  with  the  Inspectors.    It  was  the 
decided  wish  of  the  Department — and 
of  this  the  Inspectors  were  fully  aware 
— that  no  teachers  should  bo  admitted 
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for  these  third  cUbbb  oerBffoatfW  mlM 
they  were  thoroughly  efficient.  Kb 
doubt  tibe  certificatea  teaohera  oqb- 
plained  of  the  role  as  an  inTasum  d 
their  privileges,  and  he  had  xeoeiTed  i^ 
presentations  £rom  them  to  this  efteL 
He  could  not  admit  the  principle  npoi 
which  these  representatione  were  foannei 
The  certificated  teachers  liad  reoeif«d  t 
very  large  amount  of  State  aid  as  pnpQ- 
teachers  and  in  Training^  Oolleges,  and 
when  they  had  obtained  the  ceitifioito 
the  male  teachers  earned  £80  a-yeir 
and  the  women  £60  a-year.  He  omdd 
by  no  means  admit  that  these  teadien 
had  anything  in  the  nature  of  a  TMled 
right  which  entitled  them  to  shot  ost 
others  firom  the  profession.  The  De- 
partment were  bound  to  look  at  tks 
matter  from  the  point  of  view  of  tfat 
schools  and  the  scholars,  of  oonrsetakmg 
care  that  no  injustice  was  done  to  tfat 
teachers.  The  new  rule  was  adopted 
with  a  view  to  a  distinct  emergencj, 
and  the  Inspectors  would  take  ymj 
good  care  not  to  admit  persons  wlio 
were  not  thoroughly  up  to  their  wmL 
It  was,  moreover,  intended  to  oonfins 
the  new  third  class  certificatea  to  tfas 
teachers  in  schools  of  less  than  60 
scholars. 

SUPPLY.— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIUATIS. 

Class  IV. — Edtjcatioit,  Scxeztob,  abb 
Art. — Vote  1. — Public  Edvoatiov. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £1,107,055,  to  complete  the  snm 
for  Public  Education  in  England  and 
Wales. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  that  hon. 
Members  had  heard  so  much  about 
education  this  Session  that  he  would 
not  trespass  upon  the  time  of  the  Com* 
mittee  by  goinp:  into  the  general  ques- 
tion of  education.  He  had,  in  fact,  on 
bringing  in  the  Education  Bill,  g^ven  a 
review  of  the  condition  of  education  in 
this  country.  He  would,  therefore,  only 
trouble  the  House  with  a  few  figures  in 
order  to  explain  the  Vote.  The  Com- 
mittee would  see  that  the  Education 
Estimate  for  England  for  1876-7  — 
namely,  the  year  ending  Apnl,  1877 — 
was  £158,492  in  excess  of  that  for 
1 875-6.  The  Vote  for  the  present  year 
was  £1,707,055,  while  that  for  last  ysar 
was  £1,548,563.    With  regard  to  tbs 
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ettii88  of  ike  ezoeu,  the  real  increase 
had  been  in  the  annual  grants  to  day 
and  evening  schools,  which  amounted  to 
£166,976.  On  the  other  hand,  there 
Itad  been  a  decrease  in  the  building 
grants  of  £24,000,  and  these  grants,  he 
was  happj  to  say,  were  very  rapidly 
ooming  to  an  end.  There  had  been  an 
important  increase  in  the  number  of  Her 
Majesty's  Inspectors ;  but  he  was  certain 
the  Committee  would  share  the  satisfac- 
tion he  felt  at  proyision  having  been 
made  for  15  additional  Inspectors  and 
15  Inspectors'  assistants.  It  was  im- 
portant that  the  inspection  of  our  schools 
•hoold  be  well  done,  and  the  country 
now  possessed  a  very  remarkable  staff 
of  Inspectors — ^men  of  great  intellectual 
power  and  high  capacity.  He  was  most 
anxious  that  the  character  of  the  In- 
apeotom  should  be  kept  up,  and  that 
there  should  be  a  sufficient  number,  so 
that  they  might  not  hurry  over  their 
inspection,  and  might  give  the  schools 
tlie  benefit  of  their  oversight  and  expe- 
xience.  He  was  also  anxious  that  in  all 
cmaes,  if  possible,  a  second  visit  in  the 
year  should  be  paid  to  each  school.  This 
Tisit  was  made  without  notice,  so  that 
the  Inspector  might  see  the  school  in  its 
normal  state,  and  it  was  to  be  regarded 
as  a  visit  of  encouragement,  and  not 
undertaken  for  the  purpose  of  routing 
oat  irregularities.  The  teachers  them- 
Mlves  lughly  appreciated  this  second 
▼iflit  in  the  year,  because  it  enabled  them 
to  talk  over  matters  with  the  Inspector, 
and  the  increase  in  the  number  of  In- 
spectors would  enable  many  more  of 
theee  second  visits  to  be  paid.  The 
grants  were  estimated  to  be  paid  upon 
3,071,997  children,  being  109,000  more 
than  last  year,  or  5*5  per  cent  increase 
above  last  year.  The  rate  of  grant  for 
1875-6  was  12#.  9d,  per  head;  the  esti- 
mated grant  for  1876-7  was  13«.  Sd,, 
being  an  increase  of  l\d,,  which  would 
aocrae  partly  from  general  progress  and 
partly  mnn  chang£  in  the  Code.  The 
Committee  might  feel  interested  in 
knowing  the  rate  of  progress — During 
the  five  years  up  to  the  Slst  of  August, 
1870,  the  scholars'  register  had  increased 
86*6  per  cent,  or  458,000,  while  for  the 
fire  years  up  to  August  31,  1875,  it  had 
increased  62  per  cent,  or  1,051,000. 
Thia  was  a  rery  satisfactory  increase  so 
&r  as  the  register  went.  He  now  came 
to  the  average  attendance — For  the  five 
lending  August  31,1 870,  the  average 


attendance  had  increased  35*9  per  cent, 
or  304,000,  while  for  the  five  years  up 
to  August  31,  1875,  it  had  increased 
59-4  per  cent,  or  684,000.  The  ratio  of 
average  attendance  to  the  numbers  on 
the  register  was  in  1870  68-06  per  cent; 
in  1875  it  was  66*9  per  cent,  being  a 
decrease  in  1875  of  1*16  per  cent.  That 
was  accounted  for  by  the  number  of 
rough  children  who  were  swept  into  the 
schools  by  the  action  of  the  school 
boards.  The  number  of  day  schools 
inspected  for  annual  grants  was  in  1870 
8,279;  in  1875, 13,217,  being  an  increase 
in  five  years  of  4,938  schools,  while  the 
increase  in  the  five  years  preceding  1870 
was  only  1,912.  That  was  certainly  a 
very  satisfactory  result.  There  were 
now  17,323  voluntary  schools,  being  an 
increase  of  966  over  last  year,  and 
they  afforded  accommodation  for  over 
2,772,000  children,  being  an  increase  of 
145, 000  over  last  year.  Of  board  schools 
they  had  1,922,  being  an  increase  of 
663  over  last  year,  and  they  afforded 
accommodation  for  387,000  children, 
being  an  increase  over  last  year  of 
1 4 1 , 000.  Altogether  the  general  advance 
was  as  much  as  they  could  possibly  hope 
for,  and  he  trusted  that  next  year  they 
would  have  a  still  greater  advance  to 
show.  With  respect  to  teachers,  they 
had  now  got  20,940,  being  an  increase 
of  2,226  as  compared  with  last  year,  and 
the  pupil -teachers  numbered  29,940, 
being  an  increase  of  2,636.  With  respect 
to  evening  schools,  he  regretted  to  say 
there  was  a  slight  falling  off  in  their 
number.  He  could  not  account  for  the 
decrease  in  schools  to  which  personally 
he  attached  very  great  importance,  more 
especially  as  he  had  hoped  by  a  relaxation 
of  the  number  of  days  they  were  obliged 
to  be  open,  and  allowing  another  class 
of  teachers  to  come  in,  to  secure  an  in- 
crease in  their  number.  He  assured  the 
Committee  that  he  would  watch  the 
matter  with  anxiety,  and  he  trusted  they 
would  have  a  better  account  to  give  in 
the  coming  year.  The  work,  he  thought, 
was  now  in  a  satisfactory  position,  and 
by  keeping  everyone  up  to  the  mark — 
teachers.  Inspectors,  and  scholars — he 
hoped  that  each  year  would  show  in- 
creasingly good  results.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  would  be  happy  to  answer 
any  questions  that  might  be  asked  of 
him. 

Vote  agreed  to, 
K  2 
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(2.)  £326,673,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Science  and  Art  Department. 

In  reply  fo  Mr.  Bekebfoed  Hose, 

ViHCOTTNT  SANDON  said,  that  it  was 
proposed  to  remove  some  of  the  tem- 
porary buidings  at  South  KenBiugton 
and  to  erect  buildings  which  would  coat 
about  £80,000,  thus  enabling  them  t^i 
provide  an  Art  library  and  Art  Beading 
Boom. 

Toto  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £80,447,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  British  Museum  (including  Furni- 
ture, &c). 

Mb.  BEBESFOED  HOPE  said,  it 
had  hitherto  been  ciiRtomary  for  one  of 
the  Trustees  of  tho  Museum  to  move  the 
Vote,  which  had  always  appeared  in  a 
separate  item  on  the  Estimates,  and  in 
tho  abnence  of  his  right  hon.  Colleague 
(Mr,  Walpole)  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  one  or 
two  points.  There  was  a  long-standing 
grievance  on  the  part  of  the  ofReials  of 
the  Britinh  Museum  which  had  now  been 
under  consideration  since  the  year  1636. 
In  that  year  a  Bcsolution  was  passed  by 
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the  last  40  years,  notwithstuiffiDg  fti 

fact  that  the  work  had  inoreued  eon» 
derably,  and  that  the  neoeaaai;  espa- 
diture  of  persons  engsgfed  in  the  ooenw- 
tion  had  been  lai^dj  enhancsd.  H* 
hoped  that  before  t£e  Estimate  for  sot 
year  was  laid  before  Farliunant,  At 
matter  would  be  carefully  considerad  faj 
the  Treasuiy,  in  the  interest  Rlike  of  ui 
individuals  concerned,  of  art,  and  of  thi 
British  Museum 

Mb.  SPENGEE  WALPOLE 
pressed  his  regret  that  he  had  not  ban 
able  to  arrive  in  auffident  time  to  man 
the  Tote.  He  observed  that  when  A* 
Beport  was  made  by  the  Gommlasiannt 
of  which  the  right  hon.  Member  fix 
the  University  of  Edinburgh  {iii.  Ljqb 
Flayfair)  was  Chairman,  the  Tiewuif 
in  the  case  of  the  Briti^  Museum  n- 
served  to  itself  the  power  of  consideiiBf 
in  what  way  the  officers  and  aeaJatiali 
in  that  institution  should  be  appointed 
and  paid  under  the  new  regulations.  It 
was  represented  to  the  Treasury  tliat  th* 
Museum  officers  ought  not  to  be  paid  ii 
the  same  way  as  the  clerks  in  other  De- 
partmentH,  seeing  that  Bpecial  qualifi- 
cations of  a  peculiar  character  would 


e  Trustees  to  the  effect  that  the  salaries  :  necessarily  be  required  for  sach  c 


of  the  officers  were  miserably  inadequati 
for  the  remuneration  of  eminent  men, 
and  in  1859  a  statement  was  made  that 
it  was  necessary  to  increase  the  number 
of  attendants,  and  tho  number  had  been 
increased  three- fold.  Everything  had 
been  increased  but  the  amount  of  re- 
muneration. In  1873  a  sub-committee 
of  finance  was  appointed  by  tho  Trus- 
tees, and  tho  result  was 
1  of  an  immediate 


and  assistants.  The  Trustees  reoom- 
mendod  that  an  inquiry  should  be  infti- 
tuted  by  the  Treasury  officers,  and  that 
they  should  meet  some  of  the  officers  of 
the  British  Museum  to  consider  the 
question  of  the  salaries  to  be  awarded 
to  the  Staff,  and  if  that  inquiry  wen  in- 
stituted he  hoped  that  it  would  be  com- 
pleted during  the  autumn.  He  did  not 
think  there  were  any  special  circum- 
stances to  which  it  was  nBceasaiy  Ear 
amount  of  the  salaries.  The  Lords  of  him  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
the  Treasury,  however,  stated  that  they  i  mittee,  except  to  state  that  in  oonse- 
did  not  feel  justified  in  acceding  to  the  quence  of  certain  complaints  of  the  dday 
increase  recommended.  Since  that  time  '  which  sometimes  took  place  in  the  piD- 
an  inquiry  into  the  subject,  aniongsi  |  duction  of  books.  The  TruBteee  had 
others,  had  been  made  by  tho  Civil  Ser.  :  caused  now  arrangements  to  be  mads 
vice  Commissioners,  who  stated  that  the  I  which  would  prevent  such  delays  in 
salaries  of  the  staff  appointed  wore  very    future.     The  average  time  for  the  de- 


small  in  comparison  with  the 

of  the  work  performed,   and 

a  scale    of  remuneration  ought  to  be 

fixed  as  would   attract  the   i 


'  exceed  20 


Sir  JOHN  LTJBBOCE:  said,  that  after 
the  strong  expression  of  opinion  in  the 
men  of  eminence.  Up  to  tho  present  House  last  year  he  was  certainly  diup- 
time,  however,  nothing  had  been  done,  pointed  that  the  matter  remained  m 
and  he  trusted  that  this  year  would  be  the  same  unsatisfactory  state.  Another 
thelast  of  the  existence  of  such  a  scandal  strong  point  was  the  difierence  between 
Lord  ELCHO  complained  that  tho  tho  salaries  of  tliose  gentlemen  and 
salaries  of  the  officials  in  the  British  i  gentlemen  in  other  Departments.  The 
Museum  had  not  been  increased  during ,  country  wanted  the  very  best  men  that 
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flonld  be  had  for  the  BritaBli  UuBeam, 
and  the  present  scale  of  salaries  was 
certainly  Terr  low, 

LosD  ELGHO  expressed  a  hope  that 
■ome  effectual  means  would  be  token  to 
make  the  Museum  fire-proof. 

Mb.  WHITWELL  would  be  glad  if 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  could  give 
tite  Oommittee  some  assurance  as  to  the 
■BlarieB  of  the  officials. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  any 
adranoe  which  would  be  made  in  the 
■olaries  of  those  officials  would  be  of  a 
disariminating  character.  The  Treasury 
ime  at  perfect  accord  with  the  Trustees 
on  the  subject.  The  Treasury  desired 
to  do  justice  to  gentlemen  than  whom 
there  was  probably  not  a  more  able  or 
better  qualified  staff  in  the  world  for  the 
dutiea  they  discharged ;  but  the  Treasury 
were  also  conscious  of  the  reeponeibUity 
vhich  rested  upon  them  not  to  give 
greater  salaries  than  the  just  claims  of 
the  officers  miehtentitlethem  to  receive. 
A  most  careful  inquiry  would  be  made 
into  the  claims  of  those  gentlemen,  the 
irork  they  undertook,  and  the  duties 
they  performed,  and  it  was  proposed  to 
adjust  the  salaries  according  to  the  in- 
ibrmation  thus  collected  and  submitted 
to  the  Treasury.  The  Trustees  would 
appoint  a  Committee  of  their  own  Body 
to  meet  one  or  two  gentlemen  irom  the 
Treasury,  and  the  whole  case  would  be 
judged  according  to  its  merits. 

Vote  agrttd  to. 

(4.)  £1,400,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  National  Portrait  Uallcry. 

Ma.  BEB£SFOKD  HOPE,  as  one  of 
tiia  Trustees,  begged  to  express  their 
•ease  of  obligation  to  the  Treasury  for 
having  granted  them  so  much  additional 
zoom.  That  additional  room  would  be 
amjile  for  the  collection  for  many  years 
to  come.  The  new  galleries  were  very 
good  in  many  respects,  but  they  were 
nJghtfiiUy  combustible.  They  were 
00^  shanties,  haying  the  faces  of  whited 
aepnlchres,  and  though  the  Trustees 
would  do  their  best  not  to  bum  the  col- 
laotions  down,  they  were  looking  forward 
with  oonfidence  to  the  time  when  they 
would  not  be  haunted  any  longer  by  a 
peipetoal  apprehension. 

Tote  a^Md  to. 

(S.)  £7,610,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
^f  Uairersity  of  London. 


r  1,1876}  Stniee  Ettimaiet.  266 

(6.)  £288,327,  to  complete  (he  sum 
for  Public  Education  in  Scotland. 

ViscoTJMT  SANDON  said,  the  Educa- 
tion Estimates  for  Scotland  up  to  April, 
1877,  were  £438,227,  or  an  excess  of 
£81,817  over  the  Tote  of  last  year, 
which   was   £356,410.      That    increase 

IS  principally  caused  by  the  increase 

the  annual  grants  to  day  and  evening 
schools,  which  represented  £44,733. 
There  was  also  an  increase  in  the  build- 
ing grants  of  £33,000,  but  these,  he 
hoped,  would  soon  come  to  an  end,  be- 
cause, as  hon.  Qentlemen  knew,  there 
was  a  good  deal  of  building  to  do  before 
the  supply  was  satisfactory.  The  in- 
crease in  the  average  attendance  was  so 
far  satisfactory,  as  it  was  40,000  over 
the  previous  year— an  encouraging  re- 
sult of  the  labours  in  Scotland  in  the 
cause  of  education.  The  Department 
had  been  happy  to  get  two  additional 
Inspectors  and  five  additional  assistant 
Inspectors.  From  that  addition  it  was 
hoped  there  would  be  a  considerable 
advantage  to  the  schools.  Grants  were 
estimated  to  be  paid  for  346,842  chil- 
dren, or  22,000  more  than  last  year,  an 
increase  of  6-8  per  cent.  The  rate  of 
grant  per  child  for  1875-6  was  13b.  Id. ; 
it  was  estimated  for  1876-7  at  14t.  M., 
which  he  thought  was  encouraging,  as 
showing  that  the  Scotch  schools  were 
doing  their  very  best  to  earn  the  Go- 
vernment grant,  and  also  as  telling  a 
story  of  considerable  intellectual  advance 
over  the  previous  year.  He  was  sorry, 
for  the  sake  of  England,  to  see  that  the 
Scotch  children,  by  their  exertions, 
were  able  to  get  lai^r  aid  from  the 
Treasury  than  English  children.  As  to 
the  rate  of  progress,  in  the  three  years 
up  to  August  31,  1872,  the  scholars  on 
the  register  increased  17  per  cent,  or 
38,600  ;  in  the  three  years  up  to  August 
31,  1875,  they  increased  50-8  per  cent, 
or  135,600.  The  average  attendance  up 
to  August  31,  1872,  had  increased  17'3 
per  cent,  or  31,500;  up  to  August, 
1875,  it  had  increased  43-2  per  cent,  or 
90,000.  In  1872,  out  of  every  100  on 
the  register,  79'9  were  in  average  at- 
tendance; in  1875  only  75-3  were.  That 
decreased  percentage,  of  course,  was  to 
be  accounted  for  by  the  extra  pressure 
all  over  Scotland  which  had  driven  into 
the  schools  a  number  of  unruly  and  un- 
willing children ;  but  that  would  mend 
itself  as  time  went  on,  and  he  did 
not  think  it  should  make  them  une&sj. 
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There  was  quite  sufficient  to  show  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  educational 
zeal  still  in  Scotland,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  not  slacken.  We  were  very  much 
indebted  to  those  who  took  the  lead  in 
Scotland;  and  by  improving  the  stan- 
dard and  by  the  increased  number  of 
Inspectors,  every  year  would,  he  hoped, 
bring  us  nearer  to  the  conclusion  of  the 
great  work  in  Scotland  as  well  as  in 
England — namely,  getting  the  children 
into  the  schools,  having  them  well 
taught  there,  and  sending  them  out  into 
the  world  better  able  to  fight  the  battle 
of  life. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  said,  he  would  point 
out  that  the  provisions  of  the  Elementary 
Education  Bill  which  was  before  the 
House  were  in  some  respects  more 
favourable  to  poor  districts  m  England 
than  were  the  corresponding  provisions 
which  were  contained  in  the  Education 
Code  for  Scotland,  and  he  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether  there  was  any  in- 
tention on  his  part  to  make  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Scottish  Code  equally 
favourable  to  the  poor  districts  in  Scot- 
land as  they  were  proposed  to  be  made 
in  regard  to  school  districts  in  England  ? 
There  could  be  no  question  that  in  many 
districts  of  Scotland  the  poverty  was 
more  intense  than  that  to  be  found  in 
any  district  of  England ;  and  he  there- 
fore trusted  that  the  noble  Lord  might 
be  willing  to  intimate  that  he  would  be 
prepared  in  the  course  of  next  Session 
to  make  the  provisions  as  regarded  poor 
districts  as  favourable  to  the  people  of 
Scotland  as  the  provisions  of  the  Ele- 
mentary Education  Bill  were  to  the 
people  of  England. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  that  he  approved 
of  what  his  hon.  Friend  said  about  the 
desirability  of  placing  the  two  countries 
on  terms  of  perfect  equality;  but  he 
(Mr.  M'Laren)  objected  to  wait  for 
another  year.  He  wanted  to  have  it 
done  this  year,  and  he  had  therefore 
given  Notice  of  a  clause  to  be  proposed 
on  the  Report  of  the  English  Education 
Bill,  to  the  effect  that  Clause  47  of  that 
Bill  should  be  extended  to  Scotland  so 
as  to  allow  the  children  to  earn  17*.  7rf., 
and  small  parishes  to  obtain  all  the  pe- 
cuniary benefits  which  similar  parishes 
in  England  would  enjoy  under  the 
Bill.  The  noble  Lord  had  stated  that 
the  children  in  Scotland  earned  13«.  7d. 
last  year,  and  that  he  estimated  they 
would  earn  14«.   6d.  during  the  next 

Viscount  Sandon 


year ;  but  he  had  put  down  the  En^iib 
children  to  earn  17«.  6<f.,  and  he  (Mr. 
M'Laren)  must  object  to  tiie  queitum  d 
equal  treatment  to  Scotland  being  port- 
poned  for  another  year. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBBOOKE  ob- 
served, that  he  was  not  in  the  Houn 
when  the  noble  Lord  made  his  state- 
ment, and  therefore  he  did  not  know 
how  far  the  noble  Lord  had  taken  notiBe 
of  the  points  referred  to  b  j  the  Board  of 
Education  in  Scotland.  He  was  ham 
to  be  able  to  bear  his  teetimony,  so  Iv 
as  his  experience  went,  to  the  generallj 
satisfactory  working  of  the  school  boaid 
system ;  but  there  were  two  or  three 
points  in  which  the  Act  passed  £or  Sool- 
land  might  with  advantage  be  amended. 
There  were  matters  connected  with  the 
election  of  the  school  boards  which  wen 
capable  of  improvement.  There  should 
be  a  means  of  gradual  change.  He 
trusted  that  the  Government  had  the 
subject  under  their  consideration,  and 
that  the  Lord  Advocate  would  be  pre- 
pared to  bring  in  a  Bill  next  Session. 

Sib     GEAHAM     MONTGOMERY 
wished  to  ask  his  noble  Friend  the  "^ee 
President  whether  he   could  gire  the 
Committee  any  information  as  to  the 
cost  of  the  late  school  board  electioni 
throughout  the  whole  of  Scotland  ?    He 
believed  that  the  first  school  board  elee- 
tions  cost  the  country  £28,000,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  a  gpreat  deal  of  this 
money  was  thrown  away.     He   hoped 
that  they  might  find  that  the  elections 
had  not  cost  near  so  much  on  the  hwt 
occasion.  Perhaps  the  noble  Lord  would 
be  able  to  give  them  some  information 
on  that  point.     He  cordially  concurred 
with  what  had  fallen  from  the    hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Lanarkshire 
(Sir    Edward    Colebrooke).      He   (Sir 
Graham  Montgomery)  thought  that  the 
time  had  come  when  they  mieht  profit- 
ably have  an  amendment  of  the  Scotch 
Education  Act.     The  English  Education 
Act  was  being  amended  in  the  present 
Session,  and  he  thought  that  there  were 
many  important  points    in   which  the 
Scotch   Education   Act  might    also  be 
amended.     Ho  would  be  glad  to  know 
if  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Gterem- 
ment  to  deal  with  that  matter  next  Ses- 
sion? 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  that  with 
regard  to  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr.  Bamsay) 
stated  as  to  putting  the  two  Codes  en 
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the  same  footing,  he  need  hardly  assure 
him  that  when  the  matter  was  settled 
he  would  take  care  that  Scotland  was 
placed  upon  the  same  footing  as  Eng- 
land. It  was  obvious  that  in  the  matter 
of  grants  the  two  countries  should  run  in 
the  same  groove.  Of  course,  the  hon. 
Member  was  aware  that  the  proposals  of 
the  GK>yemment  Education  Bill  would 
not  come  into  operation  until  next  April, 
BO  that  there  would  be  ample  time  to  put 
into  the  Codes  any  provisions  that  were 
necessary  to  effect  the  object  that  he  had 
in  view.,  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Lanarkshire  (Sir  Edward  Cole- 
brooke)  had  alluded  to  the  cost  of  school 
buildings  in  the  small  Scotch  places. 
The  (Government  had  endeavoured  since 
they  had  been  in  office  to  diminish,  if 
possible,  the  cost  of  school  buildings  in 
some  of  those  places  by  trying  to  adapt 
their  plans  in  concert  with  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  both  sides  of  the  House  to  the 
peculiar  requirements  of  these  remote 
districts.  He  did  not  know  that  they 
could  do  much  more  in  that  direction  ; 
but  of  course  any  suggestion  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  might  make  on  the  subject 
would  receive  their  attention.  As  to 
the  teachers,  they  had  shown  in  the 
Code  that  they  quite  appreciated  the 
di£Gknilty  of  a  supply  of  teachers  for  the 
poor  districts,  and  provided  that  they 
were  thoroughly  good  schools,  they  had 
made  some  reliaation  in  that  direction. 
He  might  say  as  to  the  question  which 
had  been  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  near 
him  (Sir  Graham  Montgomery),  in  regard 
to  the  cost  of  school  board  elections,  that 
he  did  not  know  at  present  what  had  been 
the  oost  of  the  Scotch  elections.  He  did 
not  think  that  he  had  any  figures  that 
would  show  it.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
in  time  they  would  be  able  to  get  these 
figures,  and  they  would  then  be  at  the 
■enrioe  of  the  House. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(7.)  £4,207,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Board  of  Education  for  Scotland. 

(8.)  £13,754,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Universities,  &c.,  Scotland. 

(9.)  £1,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  National  Gallery,  &c.,  Scotland. 

(10.)  £420,949,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Public  Education,  Ireland. 

Bnt  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BEACH,  in 
liaiiig  to  move  the  Yote,  said,  that  the 


details  of  the  present  year's  Estimates 
did  not  differ  much  from  those  of  last 
year.  There  was  an  increase  in  the 
Estimate  of  £12,810  for  principal  and 
assistant  teachers,  due  mainly  to  the 
expansion  of  the  system  of  assistant 
teachers,  and  to  increased  expenditure 
in  the  way  of  results  for  teaching. 
There  was  also  an  increase  of  £8,000 
for  paid  monitors,  which  ho  thought 
would  not  be  grudged  by  the  Committee, 
these  monitors  being  very  useful  in 
schools  where  the  average  attendance 
was  just  below  the  number  which  was 
necessary  to  obtain  assistant  teachers. 
There  was  another  increase  of  £1,000 
by  way  of  retiring  annuities  to  teachers. 
On  the  other  hand,  tliere  were  certain 
reductions  in  the  Estimates  as  compared 
with  last  year.  There  was  a  reduction 
of  £5,000  owing  to  the  relinquishment 
of  school  farms.  The  subject  had  been 
carefully  considered,  and  it  was  found 
that  those  school  farms  had  been  worked 
at  considerable  annual  loss  to  the  coun- 
try, and  that  education  in  agriculture 
could  practically  be  given  equally  well 
in  other  schools  at  comparatively  little 
cost.  It  had  therefore  been  decided  to 
relinquish  a  certain  number  of  these 
school  farms.  There  was  also  a  decrease 
of  £5,000  in  the  amount  voted  for  books 
and  school  apparatus,  owing  to  the  prices 
charged  to  parents  for  these  articles 
having  been  raised,  so  as  more  nearly  to 
cover  the  cost  of  their  production.  Under 
the  head  of  Teachers'  Residences  there 
was  a  decrease  of  £4,250  as  compared 
with  the  Supplementary  Estimate  of  last 
year  (£5,000),  representing  a  moiety  of 
the  annuities  payable  for  loans  advanced 
for  the  erection  of  teachers'  non-vested 
residences.  The  Estimate  of  £5,000 
for  grants  towards  the  erection  of  resi- 
dences for  teachers  of  vested  schools  had 
been  transferred  to  the  Vote  for  the 
Board  of  Works.  Attention  had  been 
already  called  this  Session  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Elildare  (Mr.  Meldon)  to 
the  failure  of  the  Act  of  last  Session  to 
improve  the  position  of  teachers  in  non- 
contributory  Unions.  Although  their 
position  was  not  worse,  but  was  upon 
the  whole  slightly  better  than  in  the 
previous  year,  still  he  could  not  say 
that  there  had  been  any  material  im- 
provement in  it.  It  was  suggested  that 
the  Act  of  1875  might  bo  mude  compul- 
sory, on  the  basis  of  a  limited  national 
rate ;  but  it  was  evident  that  this  would. 
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to  improve  the  condition  of  education  in 
Ireland  and  the  feeUng  of  the  people  as 
to  their  responsibility  towards  their 
children  as  anything  which  had  been 
attempted  for  the  advancement  of  Irish 
education  since  the  foundation  of  the 
system.  The  change  ought  doubtless 
to  be  worked  with  care  and  prudence 
and  with  the  desire  to  avoid  inflicting 
hardships;  and  if  it  were  he  had  no 
doubt  that  it  would  be  of  the  utmost 
benefit  to  all  concerned — parents,  chil- 
dren, and  teachers.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the 
Vote. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  the  course  pur- 
sued by  the  Government  had  materially 
injured  the  teachers  ever  since  1874, 
and  had  also  injuriously  affected  educa- 
tion. Many  of  the  teachers  were  very 
much  worse  off  than  they  were  before 
the  Government  interfered.  Attention 
had  been  called  to  these  facts  in  the 
month  of  March  last,  and  now  they 
were  at  the  end  of  the  Session  treated 
to  a  general  disquisition  instead  of  a 
practical  plan  for  redressing  what  was 
a  real  grievance.  As  to  a  national  rate 
for  national  purposes,  the  teachers  had 
not  expressed  any  opinion  as  to  the 
source  whence  the  funds  should  be 
drawn ;  but  they  did  claim  that  as  the 
Government  had  put  them  in  a  worse 
position  than  they  were  two  years  ago, 
they  had  a  right  to  look  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  compensation.  He  hoped  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  explain  his  plan 
rather  more  fully  as  to  the  contribu- 
tions. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  he  proposed  that  the  Government 
should  accept  contributions  from  the 
managers,  or  any  one  locally  interested 
in  a  school. 

Mb.  MELDON  observed,  that  he 
understood  that  if  the  managers  sub- 
scribed one-third  the  Government  would 
then  subscribe  two-thirds.  That  might 
at  first  sight  be  a  fair  arrangement ; 
but  the  case  of  Ireland  was  very  dif- 
ferent from  that  of  England,  because  the 
Koman  Catholics  had  been  in  many 
cases  compelled  to  erect  training  schools 
for  themselves,  and  a  large  proportion 
of  the  schools  were  entirely  supported 
by  voluntary  contributions,  without  any 
aid  whatever  from  the  Government,  yet 
at  the  same  time  the  teachers  were  not 
liable  to  be  dismissed  by  the  managers, 
but  were  in  fact  the  servants  of  the 
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National  Board  of  Ediieation.  Onfti 
subject  of  pensions  to  teachers,  heooili 
not  help  thinking  that  scant  jiutioe  \tk 
been  done.  Some  little  time  ba^  i 
deputation  of  Irish  national  sdml 
teachers  waited  upon  the  ChanoeUor  tf 
the  Exchequer  to  ask  his  favomtbli 
consideration  of  the  whole  subject  d 
pensions  to  be  granted  to  memoen4( 
their  body;  but  the  GoYemment  bid 
chosen  to  regard  the  repreeentatioM 
made  to  them  as  a  demand  for  mon 
than  could  possibly  be  given,  and  bai 
therefore,  declined  to  make  any  propoal 
on  the  subject.  As  to  the  questioaot 
residences,  he  gave  the  right  hon.  Qcb- 
tleman  credit  for  having  redeemed  hk 
pledge,  but  he  wished  to  see  a  foitiHr 
alteration  of  the  rules  with  the  view  d 
conferring  greater  benefit  on  the  teaobHi 
He  urged  that  no  grants  should  be  madi 
to  schools  unless  proper  reaidenoea  wm 
provided,  residences  being,  in  his  poiit 
of  view,  as  important  as  school  build- 
ings. Another  point  in  connection  witk 
the  system  of  education  was,  he  was  ia- 
formed,  the  abolition  of  the  Bomaa 
Catholic  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Edi- 
cation.  That  was  a  distinct  breach  o( 
faith.  The  Eoman  Catholic  Seoretaiy 
of  the  Board  was  appointed  beeann 
Koman  Catholic  managers  could  ooai* 
municate  more  freely  with  that  offiser 
than  with  the  Protestant  Secreiaiy, 
whose  salary  was  now  to  be  increaaed 
in  consequence  of  the  abolition  of  the 
other  office.  He  wished  also  to  obaerfo 
that  last  year  the  Eeports  of  Inspecton 
of  National  Education  had  been  omitted 
from  the  Blue  Book  furnished  to  Mem- 
bers.  In  previous  years  the  Reports 
were  given,  and  as  these  affordea  the 
only  means  by  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
could  judge  of  the  efficiency  of  the 
teaching  staffs,  he  hoped  that  next  year 
these  Beports  would  be  printed,  as  thflj 
had  been  heretofore. 

The  O'CONOE  DON  gave  hia  moat 
hearty  approval  to  the  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  accept  local  con- 
tributions from  any  source  in  lieu  of 
rates.  There  was  no  better  way  to  im- 
prove education  in  Ireland  than  to  exact 
certain  payments  from  the  parents,  aa 
thus  they  would  be  taught  to  value  eda- 
cation  more.  If  not  only  the  sdiool 
fees,  but  the  amount  of  the  Govemmeat 
grant,  depended  on  the  attendance  of 
the  children,  the  teachers  would  be  ia* 
duccd  to  exert  themselves,  and  befoca 
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long  we  should  find  not  only  that  there 
woiild  be  greater  regularity  of  attend- 
•noe,  but  that  the  number  of  children 
in  attendance  would  be  increased.  On 
the  whole,  the  statement  of  the  right 
htm.  Baronet  was  one  which  should 
commend  itself  to  the  approval  of  Irish 
Members,  and  his  only  regret  was  that 
it  had  been  made  so  late  in  the  Ses- 
mm,  because  he  believed,  if  made  earlier, 
it  would  have  given  general  satisfac- 
tion. He  hoped  there  was  no  intention 
to  abolish  the  Commissioners'  second 
■eeretaryship  in  Dublin.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  justifiable  to  keep  up 
m  larger  number  of  officers  than  Uiere 
was  work  for  them  to  do,  and  he  would 
not  justify  the  retention  of  the  two  se- 
oretaries  merely  on  the  ground  of  reli- 
gion ;  but  the  work  of  the  Department 
was  increasing  every  year,  and  the 
mimber  of  schools  was  being  largely 
added  to,  and  he  believed  two  secretfuies 
wore  required. 

Mb.  EBRINQTON  felt  grateful  to 
tho  Chief  Secretary  for  the  statement 
lie  had  made,  and  for  the  proposals  he 
luid  placed  before  the  Committee.  Very 
much  depended  on  raising  the  salaries 
and  positions  of  the  masters,  and  the 
improvement  would  depend  on  the 
manner  in  which  these  changes  were 
to  be  made.  The  principles  that  ought 
to  be  followed  were  those  raised  by  the 
zighthon.  Baronet — namely,  payment  by 
xeeolts  fees  and  local  contributions.  He 
hoped,  as  was  proposed  in  the  Bill  of 
lait  vear,  that  the  workhouse  teachers 
would  be  allowed  to  share  in  the  benefits 
of  the  results  fees  system. 

LoBD  CHAELES  BEEESFOEDwas 
aorry  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  was  not  in  his  place, 
beoause  the  Motion  in  his  name  would 
hare  raised  the  question  whether  the 
Board  system  or  the  denominational 
system  was  best  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
lonet,  he  thought,  was  rather  feeling 
for  denominational  education,  because 
if  schools  were  supported  by  local  con- 
tributions it  would  lead  to  a  denomina- 
ticmal  mtem  eventually.  He  himself 
was  decidedly  for  denominational  edu- 
cation. He  had  been  lately  in  Ceylon, 
where  Roman  Catholics,  Protestants, 
Baddhists,  and  Mahomedans  had  each 
echools  of  their  own,  and  he  went  over 
them  with  the  (Governor,  Sir  William 
Oiegony,  who  expressed  great  satisfac- 
tfamwnh  die  working  of  the  system. 


He  did  not  believe  in  the  religious 
difficulty.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
Buddhist,  the  Mahomedan,  the  Protes- 
tant, and  the  Eoman  Catholic  would  all 
in  the  end  go  to  the  same  **  happy 
hunting-ground  "  if  they  did  what  they 
believed  to  be  right. 

Dr.  WAED  expressed  his  opinion 
that  the  national  system  in  Ireland  had 
been  an  entire  failure. 

Mn.  M.  BEOOKS  suggested  that  if 
compulsory  payment  was  enforced  it 
should  be  fixed  at  as  low  a  rate  as  pos- 
sible, because  of  the  general  poverty  of 
the  parents,  many  of  whom  could  not 
afford  to  pay  Id.  a- week. 

Captain  NOLAN  thought  the  plans 
proposed  would  press  rather  hardly; 
would  scarcely  remove  the  evils  com- 
plained of,  and  would  raise  the  salaries 
very  little.  He  accepted  the  principle 
of  a  national  rate  for  the  support  of 
education  in  Ireland.  Indeed,  that  was 
one  of  the  first  things  that  he  would 
vote  for  had  the  Irish  the  control  of 
their  own  affairs ;  but  he  insisted 
upon  this,  that  a  majority  of  the  Irish 
Members  should  setde  what  the  na- 
tional system  of  education  should  be. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  state  whether  he  regarded  the 
provision  of  residences  as  local  contri- 
butions. 

Mb.  GIBSON  hoped  the  Government 
would  direct  their  attention  to  the  sys- 
tem of  local  inspection  before  the  com- 
mencement of  the  next  Session.  The 
duties  of  the  Inspectors  were  most 
arduous  and  important.  They  were 
men  of  great  ability,  but  were  labour- 
ing under  great  disadvantages  as  com- 
pared with  the  Inspectors  in  England, 
whose  salaries  exceeded  theirs  by  hun- 
dreds a-year.  He  thought  as  the  duties  of 
the  Inspectors  in  both  countries  greatly 
resembled  each  other,  there  ought  to  be 
something  like  similarity  in  their  posi- 
tion. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  entirely 
concurred  in  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  said  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  take  the  matter 
into  consideration. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  that  in 
his  opinion  a  compulsory  national  rate, 
provided  it  were  moderate  in  amount 
and  not  liable  to  vary,  would  not  be 
impopular  with  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
Ir^nd.  The  cause  of  its  unpopularity 
was  that  it  was  uneven  in  its  pressure^ 
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also  to  the  Bill  because  it  immensely 
increases  central  as  against  local  autho- 
rity. The  powers  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Inspectors  are  marvellous.  There 
is  no  security  given  in  the  Bill  that  the 
Inspector  need  be  a  qualified  man,  and 
yet  he  is  to  be  the  solo  judge  whether  a 
town,  village,  or  manufactory  may  pol- 
lute rivers,  for  he  may  give  a  certificate 
that  they  may  continue  to  pollute 
streams  for  five  years  more,  rfe  may 
declare  that  an  old  manufactory  has  no 
practicable  means  for  preventing  pollu- 
tion, and  yet  a  new  manufactory  must 
do  what  it  is  said  to  be  impossible,  ac- 
cording to  the  Inspector's  judgment,  for 
the  old  manufactory  to  perform.  The 
Bill,  as  a  whole,  is  so  little  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  public  and  so  vastly  in  the 
interests  of  polluters,  that  I  see  little 
advantage  in  passing  it.  And  it  so 
greatly  increases  central  power  that  I 
think  it  is  a  dangerous  encroachment  on 
our  principles  of  local  government.  But 
I  know  how  useless  it  is  to  divide  the 
House  against  a  Bill  at  this  stage  of  its 
progress,  and  at  this  period  of  the 
Session ;  and  having  thus  delivered  my 
protest  against  it,  an^  my  refusal  to 
accept  it  as  any  efficient  measure  for 
preventing  the  pollution  of  rivers,  I  do 
not  intend  to  trouble  the  House  by 
taking  a  division  on  the  Amendment 
which  I  have  placed  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  said,  i^^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  quite  wrong 
in  supposing  that  anything  that  foil  from 
him  did  not  deserve,  and  would  not  re- 
ceive the  attention  of  the  House.  At 
the  same  time,  the  right  hon.  Member 
would  be  saving  time  if  he  had  gone 
into  Committee  and  moved  his  Amend- 
ments. The  difficulties  of  the  question 
were  immense,  and  the  enormous  capital 
at  stake  was  not  to  be  lightly  dealt  with. 
It  was  true  that  the  Scotch  Members 
supported  the  Bill ;  but  it  was  only  just 
to  them  to  say  that  their  support  was 
given  before  any  of  the  alterations  said 
to  be  so  particularly  favourable  to  manu- 
facturers as  against  the  public  had  been 
made  in  its  clauses.  He  hoped  that  in 
the  future  a  good  deal  of  the  centraliza- 
tion complained  of  would  be  removed. 
He  agreed  that  it  was  desirable  that  the 
administration  of  the  Bill  should  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  local  autho- 
rities ;  but  if  it  was  proposed  to  do  so  at 
first  there  would  be  a  great  outcry 
against  it.    As  to  the  third  part  of  the 
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Bill  which  the  Tight  htm.  (hoAmak 
complained  of,  all  he  oonld  say  was  tht 
the  clause  to  which  lie  referred  was  Int 
an  amplification  of  language  which  al- 
ready stood  in  the  Bill.  He  denied  tbt 
the  Amendments  introduced  through  Ui 
agency  would  have  the  effect  of  desbof- 
ing  the  original  intention  of  the  BilL 

Colonel  MURE  remarked,  that  d* 
though  no  Bill  had  ever  been  ao  mml 
condemned,  there  had  not  been  a  singk 
Amendment  placed  on  the  Papw  eio^ 
by  manufacturers.  If  the  intereeti  d 
the  public  were  so  much  concenied, 
surely  some  on^  would  have  annoonoed 
an  Amendment.  In  the  interesta  of  the 
public  as  well  as  the  proprietors  be  vai 
anxious  to  see  the  question  settled.  It 
was  because  other  Scotch  Members  wcr 
in  their  places,  and  the  right  hon.  HoBr 
ber  for  Edinburgh  UniTorsity  was  not, 
that  he  had  not  an  opportunity  of  dii- 
cussing  the  Bill  on  the  occaaion  ii 
question. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  thoa^ 
some  explanation  ought  to  have  beea 
given  of  the  introduction  the  other  di^ 
in  the  House  of  Lords  of  a  Suspenaoij 
Bill  which  would  have  the  effect  of  pre- 
venting any  pollutions  for  the  ftnwiiny 
year.  He  thought  a  case  had  been  madt 
out  for  not  passing  the  Bill  this  SeaaioiL 
He  moved  that  the  debate  be  nov 
adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoumedL" 
--{Sir  ClmtUs  W,  Di'lke.) 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  trusted  the  Honao 
would  proceed  with  the  Bill,  as  nine- 
tenths  of  the  public,  in  addition  to  the 
manufacturers,  were  in  favour  of  the 
measure. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT  ox- 
pressed  a  hope  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Chelsea  would  not  press  his  Motkm. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Lyon  Flay* 
fair)  did  not  persevere  with  his  Amend- 
ment, not  liking  to  take  the  rosponsifailitj 
of  doing  so.  What  the  House  ought  to  con- 
sider was  whether  the  Bill  was  not  better 
than  nothing.  He  recognized  the  force 
of  what  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  said  the  other  night— 
that  it  was  a  great  thing  to  get  the 
framework  of  the  Bill. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  U. 
BUI  camidered. 
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Glanae  ( Applioation  of  this  Act  to  Ire- 
laad,)— (iff.  Gthan^y-added. 

Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
Sue  18,  to  leave  out  the  words  "at  a 
awMonable  oo8t."—( ifr.  Lffon  Playfair.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
mrposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Debttte  arising. 

And  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven 
of  the  dock,  the  Debate  was  adjourned 
tni  tkii  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  sitting  at 
ftTB  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  dock. 


The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at 
Hine  of  the  dock. 

IRISH  POLinOAL  PBISOKERS. 
BBSOLXTTIOK. 

Me.  (yCX)NNOR  POWER  rose  to 
oall  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
mibjeot  of  the  Irish  political  prisoners ; 
and  to  move^ 

**  lliat,  in  the  omnioa  of  thifl  House,  the  time 
has  oome  when  Her  Majesty's  gracious  pardon 
WKj  be  adTantageously  extended  to  the  pri- 
MXiert,  whether  convicted  before  the  civil  tri- 
tanalt  or  bj  courts  martial,  who  are  and  have 
bten  lor  wmDj  years  undergoing  punishment  for 


arising  out  of  insmreotionary  move- 
li  oonnectM  with  Ireland." 


VTotioe  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
'not  present;    House  counted,   and  40 
VemDMnrs  being  found  present-- 

lb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  continued : 
lliesiibjectof  theResolution  had  engaged 
the  attention  of  many  Members  of  the 
Honae  since  the  opening  of  the  Session, 
ud  he  was  onlj  endeavouring  to  fulfil 
an  expectation  which  was  general  in 
imbmitting  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Home  the  Motion  which  he  had  read. 
The  terms  of  the  Motion  were  substan- 
tu&Dj  the  same  as  those  forming  the 
dedamtion  in  favour  of  amnesty  to  the 
Iriah  politioal  prisoners,  which  had  re- 
MTed  the  signatures  of  136  Members  of 
tiie  House,  excluding  the  names  of  the 
Immi.  and  learned  Member  for  Barnstaple 
(Mr.  Waddv),  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Blaokbiim  (Mr.  Briggs),  who  claimed  to 
\miwB  agned  the  declaration  under  a 
vuaooooeptkm.     l^th   respect   to  the 


different  classes  of  the  prisoners  whose 
liberation  he  advocated,  ne  had  from  the 
first  contended  that  all  those  mentioned 
in  the  Return  furnished  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Home 
Department  should  be  regarded  as  po- 
litical prisoners.     Of  the  18  prisoners 
whose  names  were  in  the  Home  Secre- 
tary's Return  three  had  been  liberated 
by  the  expiration  of  their  terms  of  im- 
prisonment; and  while  during  the  ex- 
istence of  the  present  Ministry  not  one 
political  prisoner  had  been  released  by 
the  clemency  of  the  Crown,  no  less  than 
six  had  been  rescued  from  the  penal 
settlement  of  Western  Australia  in  de- 
fiance of  the  Crown.    There  were,  how- 
ever, nine  prisoners  still  in  custody.  He 
reminded  the  House  of  this  affair  of  the 
rescue,  because  to  his  mind  it  afforded 
conclusive  proof  that  the  penal  settle- 
ment in  question  was  not  the  pleasant 
abode  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
represented  it  to  be.    If  it  was,  ho  could 
not  imagine  why  those  six  men  should 
have  risked  their  lives  to  escape  from  it. 
He  had  given  the  number  of  political 
prisoners  as  nine,  but  there  were  three 
others  whose  cases  might  come  under 
the  same  category,  the  offences  of  which 
they  were  convicted  having  undoubtedly 
arisen  out  of  the  insurrectionary  move- 
ment in  Ireland.    The  attention  of  the 
Government  had  been  repeatedly  drawn 
to  the  case  of  Michael  Davitt;  but  it 
had  been  urged  against  his  release  that 
there  must  have  been  some  aggravating 
circumstances  in  his  case,  because  the 
Judge  sentenced  him  to  15  years'  penal 
servitude   while    awarding  only  seven 
years  to  Wilson,  who  was  tried  for  the 
same  offence  at  the  same  time.     He  did 
not  find  in  the  report  of  the  trial  any 
circumstances  but  those  which  ought  to 
create  for  Davitt  the  greatest  possible 
sympathy.     The  testimony  of  a  perjured 
informer  named  Coiydon  was  accepted 
against  him,  but  an  English  jury  could 
hardly  have  been  acquainted  with  the 
character  of  that  infamous  witness,  or 
they  would  have  hesitated  before  con- 
victing any  one  on  his  evidence.     The 
convictions   of   the    political    prisoners 
generally  were  obtained  by  similar  evi- 
dence and  by  a  system  of  disgraceful 
jury  packing,  which,  he  rejoiced  to  say. 
Lord  O'Hagan's  Act  would  render  im- 
possible, or  at  least  very  difficult,  in 
mture.    It  would  scarcely  be  credited 
that  a  police  officer  was  sent  down  from 
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Dublin  Castle  to  Olonmel  for  the  purpose 
of  entrapping  the  young  men  of  the 
locality,  and  inducing  them  to  join  the 
conspiracy ;  but  it  was,  nevertheless,  the 
fact,  which  was  brought  to  light  in  the 
progress  of  the  trials.     The  modus  ope- 
randi of  this  official  was  almost  too  dis- 
gusting for  recital.     His  name  was  Tal- 
bot. He  was  a  member  of  the  Protestant 
Church,  but  while  engaged  in  the  nomi- 
nal duties  of  a  water  bailiff  in  Clonmel 
no  one  was  more  conspicuous  in  attend- 
ance at  Mass  on  the  Sunday  morning. 
He  simulated  Catholicism  to  the  extent 
of  partaking  of  the  Communion  at  the 
altar,  thus  crowning  his  hypocrisy  by  an 
act  of  unblushing  sacrilege.      Having 
thus  wormed  himself  into  the  confidence 
of  the  peasantry,  he  succeeded  in  per- 
suading them  to  join  the  conspiracy. 
Then  he  denounced  them  to  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  finally  turned    up    against 
them  to  swear  away  their  liberties  or 
their  lives.      It  was  with  the  aid  of 
creatures  like  this  sacrilegious  and  per- 
jured wretch,  Talbot,  that  Irish  patriots 
were  made  felons  and  innocent  victims 
of  tyranny  and  misgovemment.     With 
reference  to  Davitt,  it  was  right  to  re- 
mind the  House  again  that  the  Judge 
before  whom  he  was  tried  bore  testi- 
mony to   the   uprightness  of  character 
which  he  exhibited  during  the  progress 
of  the  trial.     Davitt  offered  to  bear,  in 
addition  to  his  own  sentence,  the  punish- 
ment which  was  to  be  awarded  to  an 
associate  of  his,  whom  he  declared  to  be 
perfectly  innocent ;  but  he  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nor Power)  trusted  that  when  the  ques- 
tion of  the  release  of  those  prisoners 
came  again  for  consideration  before  the 
Cabinet,  Davitt' s  action  in  that  respect 
would  not  be  regarded  as  an  aggravating 
circumstance,  which  shouldjustify  his  fur- 
ther imprisonment.  Besides  Davitt,  there 
were  still  in  prison  two  of  the  men  who 
were  convicted  of  having  been  concerned 
in  the  rescue  of  Colonel  Kelly  and  Captain 
Deasy,  or  the  shooting  of  Serjeant  Brett, 
at  Manchester,  and  six  soldiers  convicted 
of  various  breaches  of  the  Articles  of 
War  were  still  in  custody.     Now,  with 
respect  to  these  Manchester  men,  he  de- 
nied that  they  were  guilty  of  murder. 
They  did  not  take  life.     They  did  not 
atttempt  to  take  life.      They  did  not 
even  contemplate  the  taking  of  life.  The 
truth  was  that  at  a  time  of  panic  a  tech- 
nical point  of  law  was  strained  against 
them,  and  a  terrified  Manchester  jury 

Mr,  0'  Connor  Power 


sacrificed  them  to  politioal  prejndioe  nl 
national  excitement.     He  aaked  tatlS^ 
release  of  those  prisoners,  because  dv 
law  had    been  more    than    Boffidendr 
vindicated — three  Irishmen  had  periiM 
on  the  scaffold,  one  more  Xrishman  bul 
died  in  prison,  and  six  other  Iriahmei 
had  undergone  five  years  of  penal  aori- 
tude  each.    He  submitted  tnat  futths 
punishment  would  not  increase  recped 
for  the  law,  but  rather  prodnce  the  b^ 
Kef  that  there  was  a  vindictive  Bpixit  a 
its  administration.     With  reference  to 
the  soldiers,  some  of  whom  had  been  ii 
prison  for  the  last  10  years,  he  went  it 
some  length  into  their  cases  last  yeir. 
He  showed  how  they  were  but  a  poitiot 
of  the  rank  and  file  of  the  Confedencr 
— detained,  although  their  leaders  wm 
some  years  ago  set  at  liberty.    They  be^ 
lieved  that  the  obligations  of  patriotum 
were  more  binding  than  the  obligadou 
of  a  military  oath,  and  they  did  whtf 
some  of  the  great  historical  characteis 
whom  England  delighted  to  honoor  had 
done  before  under  similar  circumstanM 
— they    disregarded    their    oaths,  and 
entered  what  they  believed   to  be  thft 
service  of  their  country,  determined  to 
sacrifice  their  lives,  if  necessaiy,  in  her 
emancipation.     They  might    denoonee 
their  conduct  as  illegal  and  revolution- 
ary, but  there  was  nothing    sordid  or 
mean  about  it.    It  was  conduct  such  ai 
they  were   accustomed    to   applaud  in 
foreign  countries,  and  which   they  re- 
garded   as    courageous,   magpaanimous, 
and  disinterested  everywhere  but  in  Ire- 
land.    A  Commission  had  reconmiended 
a  separation  between  political  and  other 
prisoners  in  regard  to  their  treatment ; 
but  that  recommendation  had  not  been 
adopted  by  the  Government.     The  hon. 
^lomber  then  read  the  letters  which  had 
passed  between  himself  and  the  Home 
Secretary  on  the  subject  of  his  requeit 
for  permission  to  visit  the  Fenian  pri- 
soners in  our  convict  prisons.   From  this 
correspondence  it  appeared  that  on  the 
22nd  of  May  last  the  hon.  Ghentleman 
applied  for  an  order  to  visit  the  prison- 
ers, and  on  the  26th  received  a  reply 
refusing  him  the  order  because  a  rail 
inquiry  had  been  made  in   1871  b j  i 
Government  Commission  into  the  trett- 
mcnt  of  the  prisoners,  and  also  becaiue 
no  good  reason  was  shown  why  their 
treatment  should  now  be  investigated 
by  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
On  the  1st  of  June  he  renewed  his  re- 
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a  nest  to  the  Home  Seoretaij,  stating 
le  grounds  on  which  the  Eeport  of  the 
Commission    in    question   had,  in   his 
L     opinion,  failed  to  giye  satisfaction  to  the 

SubUe  and  to  those  most  interested  in 
lie  matter ;  and  on  the  10th  he  received 
another  refusal,  accompanied  by  the  re- 
\     mark  that  if  the  prisoners  themselves 
deaired  to  see  him  they  might  do  so  at 
the  regular  times.    In  the  last  letter 
lie  received  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, if  it  was  meant  to  be  a  reply  to 
Ids  own  letter,  that  lettor,  he  snould 
think,  had  never  been  seen  by  him, 
■inoe  it  contained  no  sort  of  answer  to 
Ids  re<^uest  for  a  private  interview  with 
the  prisoners.    He  asked  that  of  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman,  because  if  any- 
one wished  to  know  anything  of  the 
treatment    to   which    a    prisoner   was 
Biibjeot,  he  might  as  well  hold  a  con- 
Tersation  with  the  man  in  the  moon 
for  anything  he  could  learn  from  a  pri- 
soner at  an   ordinary  interview    in    a 
prison.  The  rules  of  the  prisons  forbad 
any  oonversation  in  relation  to  his  treat- 
ment  in   prison.       He     argued    that 
the  conduct  of  England  towards  her 
political  prisoners  was  without  parallel 
in  any  civilized  nation.    He  asked  on 
what  groimd  of  justice  or  even  State 
policy  the  Irish  political  prisoners  were 
treated  Hke  the  most  desperate  felons  ? 
IxL  America  the  prodaimea  amnesty  had 
produced  a  universal  feeling  of  loyalty 
towards   the    great  EepubHc;  and    in 
France  Marshal  M'Mahon  had  pardoned 
SCO  Communists,  while  those  who  were 
detained  in  prison  were  not  treated  as 
ordinary  prisoners.    If  the  ''  integrity 
of  the  Empire "    required    that   those 
priaomers  should  remain  for  some  time 
longer  in  prison — which  he  did  not  at 
all  admit — surely  some  relaxation  might 
bo  made  of  the  punishment  inflicted 
upon  them.  If  they  were  victims  of  Eng- 
l&k  policy,  English  poHcy  did  not  re- 
onire  that  they  should  be  tortured  to 
oeaih.    They  were  honest,  disinterested, 
and  brave  men,  and  every  hour  of  their 
incarceration   now,  after    all  they  had 
guflbred,  must  bring  disgrace  and  dis- 
oredit  on  the  English  name.    He  had 
been  ao  often  indeoted  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  indulgence  with  which  he 
bad  treated  him  that  he  should  say  no 
more,  but  conclude. 

Me.  KENELM  DIGBY,  in  seconding 
^B  Beeolution,  hoped  that  the  House 
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would  assent  to  the  liberation  of  these 
nine  political  prisoners.  He  wished  es- 
pecially to  refer  to  the  case  of.  one  of 
them  —  James  Condon  —  who  was  an 
American  citizen,  whose  father  was  dying 
of  a  broken  heart,  and  in  whose  favour 
Petitions  had  been  sent  to  our  Govern- 
ment from  the  Senate  and  Congress  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  from  Chief 
Justice  Chase,  from  General  Sherman, 
and  from  the  Roman  Catholic  Arch- 
bishop of  Cincinnati,  all  praying  that 
Her  Majesty's  gracious  clemency  might 
be  extended  towards  him.  Chief  Justice 
Chase  did  not  question  the  decision  of 
the  jury  in  his  case,  but  thought  that  the 
time  had  come  when,  the  majesty  of  the 
law  having  been  fully  vindicated,  the 
prisoner  might  be  released.  He  might 
remark  that  it  had  been  proved  in 
evidence  that  the  prisoner  had  had  no 
deadly  weapon  in  his  hand ;  yet,  having 
been  originally  condemned  to  death,  his 
sentence  had  been  commuted  to  penal 
servitude  for  life.  The  other  prisoners 
who  had  been  arrested  as  bystanders  had 
got  off  with  much  less  severe  punish- 
ments, it  being  the  misfortune  of  this 
man  that  he  had  been  among  the  first 
batoh  tried,  and,  therefore,  had  come  in 
for  the  heavier  share  of  punishment. 
He  believed  that  in  seconding  this  Reso- 
lution he  was  only  echoing  the  wish  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  who  wished  to 
appeal  to  the  clemency  of  Her  Majesty 
and  of  the  House.  Seeing  what  these  men 
had  undergone,  he  did  not  think  that 
any  man  could  wish  to  make  political 
capital  out  of  their  case.  Doubtless 
there  were  a  few,  a  very  few,  persons 
who  endeavoured  to  make  a  trade  of  the 
agitation ;  but  that  was  not  the  feeling 
of  the  Irish  people  generally.  Where- 
ever  there  was  a  public  meeting  in  Ire- 
land bands  and  processions  in  favour  of 
an  amnesty  to  the  political  prisoners 
were  met  with.  All  !msh  Members  who 
sat  in  that  House  firmly  believed  that 
there  was  no  possibility  of  a  recurrence 
of  such  a  foolish  and  senseless  outbreak 
as  that  in  which  these  men  had  taken 

Eart ;  and  they  hoped  and  prayed  that 
y  this  wise  act  of  clemency  one  of  the 
last  causes  of  disaffection  in  Ireland 
would  be  removed,  and  they  were  sure 
that  the  thanks  of  the  whole  Irish  nation 
would  be  received  in  return  for  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
time  has  come  when  Iler  Majesty'^  ^c^c\qkx^ 
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pardon  may  be  adyantageouflly  extended  to  the 
prisoners,  whether  convicted  before  the  civil 
tribunals  or  by  courts  martial,  who  are  and  have 
been  for  many  years  undergoing  punishment  for 
offences  arising  out  of  insurrectionary  move- 
ments connected  with  Ireland," — (Mr,  O'Connor 
Fower,) 

General  SHUTE  was  somewhat  sorry 
to  be  led  into  this  debate,  because  it  was 
never  pleasant  to  oppose  those  who  were 
the  advocates  of  mercy.  He  regretted 
that  the  civilians  who  had  been  punished 
for  the  part  they  had  taken  in  the  Fenian 
outbreak  had  ever  been  designated  as 
political  prisoners,  of  which  title  they 
were  proud.  His  own  opinion  was  that 
they  had  been  misled,  and  he  thought  it 
hard  on  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  that 
they  should  have  to  feed  and  clothe  and 
house,  as  convicts,  a  number  of  miserable, 
despicable  men,  who  ought  to  be  treated 
in  a  more  economical  manner.  If  they  had 
been  simply  whipped  like  children,  and 
at  the  cart's  tail,  in  the  market-places  of 
their  respective  towns,  they  would  never 
have  been  heard  of  again.  With  regard 
to  the  military  offenders,  they  could  not 
be  regarded  as  political  prisoners.  They 
were  perjured  traitors  to  their  Crown  and 
country ;  they  had  disgraced  the  Army 
to  which  they  had  belonged,  and  if  any 
Government  were  weak  enough  to  re- 
lease them,  it  would  be  most  prejudicial 
to  military  discipline.  Soldiers  could 
neverbe  regarded  as*  Apolitical  prisoners." 
It  was  the  pride  of  the  British  Army 
that,  as  an  Army,  they  had  no  politics, 
and  were  ready  to  support  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  whether  led  by  the  pre- 
sent Prime  Minister,  or  even  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  commanded 
the  loft  flank  of  Opposition  (Mr.  Butt). 
lie  had  acted  as  President  of  the  General 
Court  Martial  which  tried  some  of  these 
Fenian  prisoners  ;  but  his  hon.  Friends 
opposite  must  not  suppose  that  he  was 
in  any  way  prejudiced.  On  the  ccmtrary, 
he  had  a  letter  in  his  possession  from 
the  legal  adviser  of  the  prisoners,  and  who 
defended  them  on  their  trials,  compli- 
menting him  upon  the  manner  in  which 
the  Court  was  conducted.  As  a  Cavalry 
officer  he  had  commanded  two  Irish  regi- 
ments, and  felt  sure  that  the  Queen  had 
no  more  loyal  soldiers,  and  liad  reason 
to  bo  proud  of  her  Irish  soldiers,  lie 
had  no  prejudices,  national  or  religious, 
and  though  he  hoped  he  was  a  good 
member  of  the  Church  of  England  him- 
self, he  agreed  entirely  with  the  spirit 


of  the  lines,  thougli  he  did  not  ImownKo 

wrote  them — 

''  For  forms  of  faith  let  angr^  bi^^oti  AgM* 
He  can't  he  wrong  whose  life  is  in  tha  xig^!* 


He  opposed  the  release  of  these  piuoneii 
from  no  unkindly  feeling,  but  beeanie 
he  believed  that  to  paraon  these  ma 
would  be  to  subvert  znilitaiy  diacipliM 
and  make  our  Army  a  less  safe  one  thai 
it  had  hitherto  been. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  said,  he  had  not  is- 
tended  to  take  any  part  in  the  discoidoB, 
but  the  extraordinary  and  heaxtlea 
speech  they  had  just  heard  firom  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  oppoeitB 
(General  Shute)  demanded  some  reply 
from  an  English  Member.  It  was  not 
sufficient  that  the  only  protest  sffainit 
his  almost  brutal  expressions  uurali 
come  from  Irish  Hepresentatiyes.  Ha 
supported  the  Hesolution  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo,  not  ao 
much  out  of  consideration  for  the  pri- 
soners whose  cause  he  so  ably  pleaded, 
as  out  of  regard  to  what  he  considered 
to  be  the  honour  and  interests  of  Eng* 
land.  While  he  sympathized  sincemj 
with  these  unfortunate  men  in  their  mo- 
longed  imprisonment,  it  was  only  nght 
for  them  to  recollect,  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Brighton  had  ao 
pointedly  reminded  them,  that  the  mea 
whose  case  they  were  considerinfl^  were 
members  of  the  Fenian  society  ;  that  the 
aim  of  that  organization  was  to  promote 
the  dismemberment  of  the  United  King- 
dom ;  and  that  they  sought  to  achieve 
their  object  by  force  of  arms.  When 
these  men  committed  themselves  to  that 
enterprize  they  knew — or  at  least  they 
ouglit  to  have  known — that  they  im- 
perilled their  propei-ty,  their  liberty,  and 
their  lives.  If  they  had  been  suoceasfol, 
they  would  have  been  hailed  by  their 
adherents'as  heroes.  If  they  had  failed, 
they  would  have  been  treated  by  their 
enemies  as  outlaws.  A  hundred  yean 
ago  George  Washington  led  an  inaur* 
rection  against  British  rule,  and  was 
successful.  Shortly  after  Bobert  Ehnmett 
attempt(Kl  to  do  for  Ireland  what 
Washington  had  done  for  the  United 
States,  but  he  failed.  Emmett  was  u 
able  a  man  as  Washington,  and,  in  all 
the  moral  qualities  that  went  to  make  up 
a  noble  native,  the  Irish  leader  was  the 
equal,  if  not  the  superior,  of  the  Ame- 
rican. Yet  the  world  for  the  last  cen* 
tury  had  described  Washing^ton  as  a 
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patrioty  aad  '^Bung  his  praise  in  song 
and  stoxy."  It  hc^  [desoribed  Emmett 
as  a  traitor.  The  English  Gbyemment 
strangled  him,  and  his  remains  still  lay 
in  an  *' unnamed  and  unhonoured  grave." 
In  the  popular  regard  shown  to  these 
two  men,  they  saw  the  way  in  which 
the  world  treated  successful  and  unsuc- 
aesBfol  treason.  The  Fenians  must  have 
known  the  terrible  risks  they  ran  when 
they  lent  themselves  to  the  daring  pro- 
ject .of  making  Ireland  an  independent 
otate.  Any  argument,  therefore,  founded 
merely  upon  {personal  consideration  for 
the  men,  he  could  easily  conceive  the 
Ghnremment  would  treat  with  indiffer- 
ence. But  strong  and,  to  his  mind, 
irresifltible  reasons,  could  be  found, 
arising  out  of  British  considerations 
alone,  why  these  poor  .'men  should  be 
released.  It  was  a  settled  principle  with 
all  modem  and  civilized  Gbvemments 
that  when  the  excitement  occasioned  by 
insnirectionaiy  movements  had  subsided, 
generous  consideration  should  be  ex- 
tended to  the  parties  who  had  engaged 
in  them.  All  European  Governments  had 
acknowledged  that  such  a  course  of 
action  was  judicious.  The  late  Adminis- 
tration admitted  the  soundness  of  that 
policy  when  they  released  in  two  batches, 
some  years  ago,  the  bulk  of  the  Fenian 
prisoners.  But  the  manner  in  which 
they  made  this  partial  amnesty  was 
somewhat  extraoi^nary.  They  freed 
tiie  captains  and  the  officers  of  the 
Fenian  Association,  and  they  retained 
the  private  soldiers.  He  considered  this 
course  not  only  unwise  but  unfair.  He 
did  not  know  that  such  was  the  case, 
bat  it  was  easy  to  conceive  that  some  of 
the  men  who  were  now  in  prison  were 
Tictims,  and  some  dupes.  Under  any 
eiroomstances,  if  there  were  to  be  degrees 
of  punishment,  the  men  who  had  fo- 
mented, fostered,  and  directed  the  insur- 
rection, were  clearly  greater  offenders 
than  those  who  had  been  simply  fol- 
lowers. He  knew  that  the  ground  on 
which  this  strange  apportionment  of 
guilt  was  fixed  was  that  the  men  who 
were  released  were  civilians,  and  those 
who  were  retained  soldiers.  It  was 
alleged  that  soldiers  were  under  excep- 
tional bonds  to  be  loyal  to  the  nation 
and  the  Grown — it  was  said  that  military 
men  took  a  special  oath,  and  that  the 
breaeh  of  that  oath  ought  to  entail  upon 
flism  special  punishment.  He  denied 
that  an  ordinary  citizen   was 


imder  less  obligation  to  be  loyal  and 
orderly  than  a  soldier.  But  admitting, 
for  argument's  sake,  that  the  position  of 
the  Government  in  this  matter  was  cor- 
rect, he  begged  to  call  their  attention  to 
the  fact  that  if  these  military  men  were 
exceptionally  guilty,  they  had  been 
exceptionally  pimished.  The  most  of 
the  Fenian  prisoners  were  arrested  in 
1865-6-7.  In  1869,  and  again  in  1870, 
the  civilian  prisoners  were  released. 
The  soldiers  had  thus  really  been  double 
the  length  of  time  in  penal  servitude. 
If  the  contention  of  the  Government 
was  that  these  men,  in  consequence  of 
their  connection  with  the  Army,  should 
have  a  special  and  severe  punishment, 
that  end  had  been  attained  by  their 
being  confined  twice  as  long  as  their 
brother  insurgents.  But,  he  repeated, 
he  did  not  admit  that  soldiers  were 
under  any  special  bond  as  to  their 
loyalty ;  and  he  challenged  the  Govern- 
ment, or  any  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
opposite  side,  to  show  that  in  any  in- 
stance in  this  country  soldiers  were 
treated  differently  by  the  Government 
when  found  guilty  of  being  connected 
with  political  risings.  No  one  would 
contend  that  a  soldier  was  under  a 
stronger  oath  than  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  yet  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  came 
to  that  Table,  took  the  oath  as  a  Member 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  went  back  to 
Ireland,  and  attempted  to  do  iden- 
tically the  same  thing  as  the  Fenians 
had  done.  He  was  arrested,  tried,  found 
guilty,  and  transported ;  yet  he  was  not 
treated  more  severely  than  his  brother 
exiles,  the  late  Mr.  Martin,  Mr.  Mitchel, 
Mr.  M*Manus,  and  others,  who  were 
not  members  of  that  Assembly.  Last 
year  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mayo  had  referred  to  the  case  of  the 
Duke  of  Marlborough,  who  one  week 
was  in  the  pay  and  service  of  King 
James,  and  the  next  was  in  the  camp 
and  under  the  orders  of  the  Prince  of 
Orange.  He  would  not,  however,  cite 
individual  instances,  but  he  appealed  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  if  it  was  not  a  fact  that  from  the 
battle  of  Edgehill  to  the  battle  of  Cul- 
loden  there  were  not  scores,  but  hundreds 
of  men,  who  at  different  times  took  the 
oath  of  allegiance  to  the  Stuarts,  to  the 
Puritans,  to  the  partizans  of  the  Rebel- 
lion of  1688,  and  to  the  Hanoverians  ; 
and  that  those  oaths  when  broken  did 
not  bring  upon  those  who  had  tak^Tv. 
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them  any  special  panishment  in  conse- 
quence of  the  persons  being  connected 
with  the  Army.  Indeed,  the  very  .oppo- 
site was  the  practice,  and  soldiers  were 
treated  with  more  consideration  than 
civilians.  Then  they  had  the  case  of 
the  present  President  of  the  French 
Eepublic.  That  antique  specimen  of 
Eoyalist  chivalry,  the  Count  de  Cham- 
^bord,  had  declared  that  Marshal 
MacMahon  was  a  modern  Bayard, 
"  without  fear  and  without  reproach." 
Yet  it  was  notorious  that  this  same 
soldier  had  taken  the  oath  of  allegiance 
to  every  known  dynasty  in  France,  and 
broken  them  all  in  turn.  He  had  been 
Legitimist,  Orleanist,  Bonapartist,  and 
Republican  in  succession,  and  yet  he  was 
recognized,  and  justly,  as  one  of  the 
most  trusted  Hulers  in  Europe.  But  he 
would  not  enumerate  personal  instances, 
nor  would  he  go  back  100  years  to  find 
illustrations.  He  would  quote  a  case 
that  came  down  to  the  present  day,  to 
the  present  Parliament,  and  to  the  pre- 
sent Government.  He  asked  the  special 
attention  of  the  Home  Secretary  to  the 
facts  he  was  going  to  recite.  In  1831 
an  insurrection  took  place  in  Poland. 
The  Polish  patriots  attempted  to  do  for 
their  country  what  the  Fenians  attempted 
to  do  for  Ireland.  The  Poles  strove  to 
throw  off  the  Russian  yoke,  as  the 
Fenians  strove  to  disconnect  their  coun- 
try with  England.  A  secret  political  society 
was  formed  in  Warsaw.  Out  of  that  so- 
ciety the  insurrection  took  place.  For  a 
time  success  attended  tlie  efforts  of  the 
insurgents,  but  in  the  end  they  were 
compelled  to  submit  to  the  crushing 
power  of  numbers,  and^— 

"  Sarmntia  fell,  imwri)t,  without  a  crime." 
After  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion 
many  of  the  Poles  sought  and  obtained 
refuge  in  France,  in  Switzerland,  and  in 
this  country.  The  French  Government 
voted  for  their  relief  £100.000;  the 
Swiss  Eepublic  gave  them  help  propor- 
tionate to  their  means ;  and  the  English 
House  of  Commons,  to  its  credit,  on  the 
Motion  of  the  late  Lord  Dudley  Stuart 
and  the  present  Earl  of  llarrowby,  voted 
sums  of  money  for  the  maint(»nance  of 
the  destitute  Polish  exiles.  In  the  course 
of  three  or  four  years  the  sum  of 
£87,000  was  voted  by  this  country  for 
these  men.  At  first  the  money  was 
given  temporarily.  Ultimately  it  was 
settled  as  permanent  pensions  on  the 
refugees.    During    the    last    42    years 
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England,  to  its  honoiiry  bad  paid  so  k« 
than  £300,000  in  aid  of  {he  P(M 
exiles.  This  year  £1,100  was  Yoted  for 
the  purpose.    What  he  wished  to  point 

out  to  them  was  this — Polish  refogMi, 
for  the  most  part,  were  men  who  bad 
been  in  the  service  of  Hussia,  and  maaj 
of  them — the  leaders    especiaUy^bad 
been  Eussian  soldiers.     They  had  taka 
the  oath  of  allegiance  to  the  £mperor€l 
Eussia  in  the  same  way  as  the  Feniu 
soldiers  had  taken  the  oath  of  allegiaoM 
to  Queen  Victoria.    They  had  bnkii 
their  oath  to  the  Czar,  and  had  led  aa 
insurrection  against  his  authority.    H« 
asked  how  the  Government  oomdwilk 
any  consistency  patronize   and  penaioi 
rebellious  Eussian  soldiers,  and  at  tfaa 
same  time  punish  with  such  merdlM 
severity  a  handful  of  Irish  soldiers  who 
had  done  identically  the  same  thing  aa 
their  brother-rebels  from  Poland?    I£ 
the  Home  Secretary  could  explain  the 
difference  of  treatment,  it  was  more  thai 
he  could  do.    There  were  two  resaooa 
alleged  for  still  detaining  these  unhsppy 
men  in  captivity.    It  was  said  by  aoiiM 
that  they  were  kept  in  slavexy  in  oonaa- 
quence  of   the  fear  that  their  releiaa 
would  produce  a  renewal  of  riotous  pnh 
ceedings    in    Ireland.     This    was    tbe 
reason  alleged  by  the  late  X^me  Miniirt— ' 
for  not  granting  a  complete  amnesty  ia 
1869.     He  (Mr.  Cowen)  did  not  think, 
however,  it  could  have  any  force  now, 
as,  according  to  the  repeated  declsn> 
tions  of  the  Government,  Ireland  wsa  at 
this  moment  in  a  state  of  exceptional 
peace  and  prosperity.  Surely  the  Britiah 
Empire  that  had  recently  made  such  a 
powerful  display  of  naval  force  in  Beaika 
Bay,  could  not  be  frightened  by  a  doaen 
obscure  and  unknown  Irish  soldiers.  He 
dismissed  this  reason  for  their  detention, 
therefore,  as  unworthy  of  consideration. 
He  knew  there  was  a  general — he  had 
<dmost  said  universal — belief   amongst 
persons  in  this  country,  who  sympathiied 
with  the  amnesty  movement,  that  theae 
men  were  detained  in  penal  servitude 
by  a  power — a  Ducal  and  a  militazy 
power — that  was  supposed  to  exist  be- 
hind the  Government.     He  did  not  credit 
the  statement,  and  he  made  it  simplj 
for  tlie  purpose  of  expressing  his  dLs- 
belief  in  it.     There  had  been  timea  in 
the  history  of  this  country  when  Prinoea, 
Eoyal  Dukes,  and  Court  favourites  had 
been  able  to  send  men  into  exile,  to 
prison,  and  to  the  scaffold,  to  gratify 
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Grsonal  dislike  or  private  animosity, 
at  period,  however,  was  past,  and  he 
lelieved  that  the  only  persons  who  were 
Mponsible  for  the  retention  of  these 
men  were  Her  Majesty's  constitutional 
Advisers — ^the  Gbvemment.  He  had  read 
within  these  last  few  days,  in  a  respect- 
able and  influential  American  newspaper, 
that  some  of  the  Ministers  had  feelings  of 
personal  dislike  towards  Irish  politicians, 
and  that  their  harsh  action  in  this  matter 
iras  attributed  to  these  vindictive  mo- 
tives.  He  totally  discredited  such 
eharges.  Whatever  might  be  said  of 
the  present  Prime  Minister,  no  one  could 

E'th  justice  accuse  him  of  cruelty.  In- 
ed,  few  men  in  political  life  had  shown 
BO  much  consideration  for  his  opponents, 
or  had  been  so  little  disposed  to  press 
lieavily  upon  beaten  men.  And  with 
xeepect  to  the  Home  Secretary,  who  had 
these  prisoners  under  his  special  charge, 
lie  might  say  with  truth  that  he  was  a 
Gentleman  who  would  not  consciously 
Bet  his  foot  upon  a  worm.  The  only 
xeal  ground  why  these  men  were  kept  in 
prison  was,  he  had  no  doubt,  because 
ue  Government  thought  that  by  so  doing 
fhey  miffht  deter  others  from  engaging 
in  such  dangerous  and  hazardous  enter- 
prizes  as  they  had  been  connected  with. 
In  Uie  interests  of  the  State,  the  Go- 
Tomment  doubtless  considered  that  a 
prolonged  incarceration  was  required. 
While  he  freely  admitted  that  this  was 
*{he  opinion  of  the  Cabinet,  he  at  the 
Bame  time  entirely  dissented  from  their 
policy  and  procedure.  Legitimate  and 
moderate  punishment  acted  as  a  warning 
and  corrective;  but  when  punishment 
was  carried  beyond  reasonable  dimen- 
sions it  became  persecution,  and  pri- 
Boners  became  martyrs.  This  was  cer- 
tainly the  case  with  these  unfortunate 
Fenians.  The  Irish  people  believed — 
and  he  thought  justly — that  any  offence 
ihej  had  committed  against  the  State 
haa  been  ftdly  expiated,  and  the  longer 
they  remained  in  penal  servitude  the 
Btnniffer  and  more  fervent  would  become 
the  cbmand  for  their  release.  If  the 
Oovemment  wished  to  conciliate  Irish 
political  feeling,  he  knew  of  no  course 
they  oould  take  to  accomplish  that  end 
better  than  by  the  release  of  these  poor 
men.  The  Irish  were  a  generous,  an 
impulsive,  and  sympathetic  race.  He 
appealed  to  the  Ministers  to  act  merci- 
taSbf  and  generously  in  this  sad  case, 
ana  he  feU  satisfied  that  their  conces- 


sion would  be  repaid  by  increased  regard 
for  the  Constitution  and  by  added  attach- 
ment to  England.  When  Hamlet  told 
Polonins  to  see  that  the  players  were 
well  cared  for  and  properly  bestowed, 
the  garrulous  old  courtier  replied  that 
he  would  treat  them  **  according  to  their 
desert."  The  Prince  of  Denmark  ex- 
claimed in  answer,  **Use  every  man 
after  his  desert,  and  who  shall  'scape 
whipping?  Use  them  after  your  own 
honour  and  dignity ;  the  less* they  deserve 
the  more  merit  there  is  in  your  bounty." 
He  commended  the  political  philosophy 
conveyed  in  that  quotation  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
and  he  hoped  they  would  be  able  to  see 
their  way  to  assent  to  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  the  last 
speaker,  when  he  called  these  men  poli- 
tical prisoners,  and  treated  their  offence 
as  a  political  one,  really  begged  the 
whole  question.  If  it  could  be  shown 
that  they  were  political  prisoners  he 
should  be  at  one  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Co  wen) ; 
but  he  had^ himself  a  year  ago  publicly 
questioned  the  Prime  Minister  and 
Home  Secretary  on  the  subject,  and 
had  been  assured  that  even  then  no 
merely  political  prisoner  was  left  among 
them.  Two  of  the  prisoners  had  been 
connected  with  the  Manchester  murder. 
They  were  murderers,  and  were,  there- 
fore, not  entitled  to  receive  any  com- 
passion whatever.  Another  of  the  pri- 
soners, a  colour-sergeant  in  his  regiment 
— [**Name!"] — he  did  not  remember 
it  just  at  present,  but  the  fact  was  well- 
known,  and  the  name  was  well-known 
to  those  hon.  Members  who  called 
*'  Name !  "  and  it  was  not'necessary  for 
him  to  tell  hon.  Members  that  the 
colour-sergeant  was  probably  one  of 
the  most  trusted  man  in  the  regiment 
next  to  the  colonel.  ['*No,  no!"] 
Well,  at  any  rate  the  colour-sergeant  in 
each  company  came  in  on  all  occasions 
between  the  officers  and  men,  and  occu- 
pied a  highly  confidential  position.  This 
colour-sergeant  entered  into  a  conspiracy 
to  deliver  up  the  arms  of  his  regiment 
and  to  murder  his  officers.  Men  who 
did  such  things  as  these  were  not  entitled 
to  any  kind  of  mercy  or  compassion. 
If,  however,  it  could  be  shown  that  there 
was  any  one  who  was  a  political  prisoner 
and  nothing  more,  or  who  could  be 
shown  to  be  a  military  prisoner  and  no- 
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thing  more,  who  had  been  duped  by 
greater  knaves  than  himself,  let  him  off 
by  all  means ;  but  when  they  had  men 
like  the  throe  he  mentioned  to  deal  with, 
he  said  unhesitatingly  they  were  not  en- 
titled to  any  mercy.  He  understood 
that  all  the  men  who  were  in  the  posi- 
tion of  political  prisoners,  and  to  whom 
he  himself  had  asked  the  Prime  Mini- 
ster to  extend  mercy,  had  now  made  their 
escape  from  Western  Australia ;  there- 
fore there  avhs  no  reason  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  trouble  themselves  about  them. 
Mercy  might  well  be  extended  to  other 
prisoners  of  the  same  class,  if  there 
were  any,  but  not  to  criminals  of  the 
worst  type. 

Mr.  l^IITCHELL  HENEY  complained 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  had 
treated  this  subject  in  the  most  aggra- 
vating and  disagreeable  manner,  throw- 
ing every  obstacle  in  the  way  of  mercy 
being  shown  to  certain  misguided  men. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  had  in  that 
House  appealed  to  the  Prime  Minister 
to  release  certain  classes  of  persons 
whom  he,  in  his  graciousness,  was  pleased 
to  dignify  with  the  title  of  political  pri- 
soners. Everyone  who  knew  the  cir- 
cumstances was  well  aware  that  when 
the  hon.  Member  interfered  in  this 
question  he  did  so  with  the  express 
purpose  of  preventing  the  action  he 
asked  for.  The  hon.  Member  brought 
forward  the  subject  at  an  inopportune 
moment  against  the  earnest  expostula- 
tions and  entreaties  of  those  who  felt 
that  an  appeal  to  the  clemency  of  the 
Crown  ought  to  be  made  on  rational 
grounds,  in  a  Christian  spirit,  and  at  a 
well-chosen  moment.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man (.'hose,  however,  to  intrude  himself 
into  this  question,  and  did  these  men 
the  greatest  injury  he  could  inflict  on 
them  by  an  injudicious  and  insincere 
advocacy.  Ho  would  now  bring  back 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  cir- 
cumstances which  had  been  alluded  to 
tliat  evening  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
^Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power).  It  never  entered  into  the  minds 
of  any  of  the  men  concerned  in  the 
Manchester  outrage  to  murder  the 
policeman  Brett  in  putting  a  pistol  to 
the  lock  of  the  door  and  endeavouring 
to  force  it  open.  They  did  not  know 
an  individual  stood  at  the  back  of  it. 
He  hoped,  in  the  interests  of  our  com- 
mon liumanity,  and  especially  in  the 
interests  of  our  common  kingdom,  that 
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the  right  hon.  Gentlexnaii  would  not  1m 
too  ready  to  brand  with  the  name  c( 
murderers  those  tmliappy  peisons  vk 
were  still   remaining  in  prison  on  l^ 
count  of  what  was  e^ed  the  Manchecta 
outrage.    The  real  znurderers — ^if  thcf 
were  murderers — ^had  been  hanged,  aai 
the  individuals  now  in  prison  only  fonael 
part  of  the  crowd,  and  were  identified  it 
the  trial  by  women  of  bad  chancta. 
As   to  the  soldiers,   he  would  ask  tlM 
House  what  would  hare  become  of  on 
liberties  if  there  had  not  at  times  beet 
men  in  the  Army  who  had  broken  thar 
oaths  ?      He  did  not,  in   saying  that» 
wish  to  excuse  the  conduct  of  the  moi 
to  whom  he  was  referring,  for  he  fuDj 
admitted  that  they  ought  to  have  bea 
subjected  to  a  severe  penalty  for  the  of- 
fence.     They    had,    nowever,    alxctdj 
gone    through    twice    the    amount   dt 
punishment  of  others ;  and  he  betierad 
there  never  was  an  act  of  mercy  doM 
by  the  Sovereign  of  these  Healms  whick 
would  redound  more  to   the  honour  of 
the   Crown  than  the  release   of  theie 
misguided  men.    They  were  tried  by  a 
court-martial,  and  it  would  be  creditabb 
to  the  officers  of  that   Court  if  they 
would  come    forward  and  reoommend 
those  unhappy  men  to  mercy.     In  Ire- 
land, at  the  present  moment,  there  wu 
no  subject  more  interesting  to  the  people 
than  the  sufferings  of  these  prisoners. 
Anyone  who   wished  to    speak  on  the 
subject  would  soon  be  surrounded  by  a 
crowd  of  sympathizers.     The  same  was 
the    case    in    Australia    and    America. 
Seeing  that  these  Fenian  prisoners  were 
continually     escaping,    he    asked    the 
Home  Secretary  whether  the  time  had 
not  come    for   the  extension    of   Her 
Majesty's  clemency  to  the  nine  unfor- 
tunate prisoners  who  still  remained  in 
custody  ? 

Mk.  CALLAN,  although  he  had  not 
been  in  favour  of  having  the  present 
^lotion  brought  forward  in  the  absence 
of  the  acknowledged  and  trusted  leader 
of  the  Irish  people,  yet  was  now  glad 
that  it  had  been  made,  seeing  that  it 
had  evoked  such  eloquent  support  from 
the  chivalrous  and  high-minded  repre- 
sentative  of,  he  believed  he  might  say, 
the  North  of  England  (Mr.  Cowen). 
Neither  was  he  sorry  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson), 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Brighton  (General  Shute),  should  again 
have  been   afforded  an  opportunity  of 
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displaying  what  lie  might  term,  if  the 
phrase  was  not  un-Parliamentary,  the 
truGulence  of  their  language.  It  was 
all  Tery  well  to  speak  of  these  unfortu- 
nate men  as  murderers  and  conspirators, 
but  they  had  not  brought  ruin  upon 
thousands,  as  those  who  were  engaged 
in  the  Emma  Mine  conspiracy,  with 
which  no  honourable  man  would  like 
to  haye  been  connected.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Brighton  (General 
Shute)  talked  of  whipping  people  at 
the  cart's  tail.  Well,  siinilar  chi- 
Talrio  sentiments  were  held  in  former 
▼ears  by  another  military  officer, 
known  as  "The  Walking*  Gallows,*' 
which  now  seemed  to  permeate  the  mind 
of  tiie  retired  General.  [**No,  no!"] 
He  was  sor^  he  was  not  retired. 

Major  DICKSON  rose  to  Order,  and 
asked  if  that  was  a  proper  way  for  one 
hon.  Member  to  speak  of  another  ? 

Mb.  OAXiLAjN  said,  if  he  had  said 
■omething  un-Farliamentary  it  was  in 
error,  but  the  sentiment  in  his  mind  re- 
mained the  same.  The  Member  for 
Brighton  spoke  of  these  men  as  a  set  of 
traitors. 

General  SHUTE  rose  to  make  an 
explanation,  but  the  hon.  Member  de- 
clined to  give  way. 

Mb.  speaker  :  According  to  the 
strict  rules  of  debate,  the  hon.  Member 
in  possession  of  the  House  is  entitled  to 
proceed  with  his  observations  until  he 
nas  concluded.  If,  at  their  termination, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  desires  to 
offer  an  explanation,  no  doubt  he  will, 
with  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  be  at 
liberty  to  do  so. 

Mb.  OALLAN  :  I  would  have  yielded, 
but  I  wished  to  extend  the  same  courtesy 
to  the  Member  for  Brighton  which  he 
wishes  to  extend  to  the  Irish  political 
prisoners. 

Mb.   SPEAKER:   I  must  point  out 
'oat    that,    according    to    the  ordinary 
oonrtesies    of    debate.    Members    are 
spoken  of  as  ''  hon.  Members." 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  would,  then, 
in  accordance  with  ordinary  courtesy, 
apeak  of  the  hon.  Member  as  an  '*  hon. 
Member."  He  thanked  the  Home  Se- 
cretary for  having  allowed  him  to  visit 
n  prisoner  who  was  no  more  guilty  of 
murder  than  of  putting  nuggets  into  the 
Emma  Mine. 

SxE  HENBY  HOLLAND  said,  that 
atthoogh  certainly  the  hon.  Member  for 
CUaigow  (Mr.  Anderson)  used  strong 


language,  he  was  not  at  all  certain 
that  it  was  too  strong.  These  men  com- 
mitted an  oflfence  which  could  not  be 
allowed  to  pass  without  condign  punish- 
ment. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  I  think  sucli 
Members  as  are  now  present  who  do  not 
come  from  Ireland  will  admit  that  it  is 
not  at  all  unreasonable  that,  considering 
the  state  of  public  opinion  in  Ireland 
with  regard  to  this  question,  the  hon. 
Member  is  fully  justified  in  bringing  it 
before  the  House;  and  I  think,  too, 
with  the  exception  of  a  few  words  that 
have  been  uttered,  we  shall  all  agree  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  who  have 
addressed  the  House  have  done  it  in  a 
manner  and  with  a  feeling  entirely  be- 
fitting the  subject  which  is  before  the 
House.  I  have  regretted  that  on  a 
former  occasion  when  this  matter  was 
before  us,  I  did  not  take  the  opportunity 
of  saying  what  I  have  long  thought 
with  regard  to  the  case  which  is  called 
**  The  Manchester  Outrage."  There  was 
in  that  case  one  man  killed — one  man 
shot — one  fatal  shot  fired,  and  therefore 
it  may  be  urged  positively  that  only  one 
man,  in  a  certain  sense,  was  guilty  of 
murder.  Three  persons  were  hanged 
for  that  murder.  I  had,  living  in  that 
neighbourhood,  a  very  painful  interview 
with  the  relatives  of  one  of  the  three 
men  who  were  hanged,  and  they  wore 
not  willing  to  lay  the  blame  upon  either 
of  the  other  two,  but  they  felt  very  con- 
fidently that  there  were  no  sufficient 
grounds  for  believing  that  the  prisoner 
in  whose  fate  they  were  particularly  in- 
terested was  the  one  who  fired  the  fatal 
shot.  One  of  the  three,  I  presume,  was 
the  guilty  person,  but  the  three  were 
hanged.  Now,  it  always  appeared  to 
me  that  the  course  pursued  by  the  Homo 
Office  on  that  occasion  was  an  unwise 
one.  I  am  averse  to  capital  punish- 
ment, as  most  Members  of  the  House 
know  ;  but  in  a  case  of  this  kind  I  think 
to  hang  three  men  for  one  fatal  shot  was 
a  mistake — a  mistake  according  to  the 
order  and  practice  of  our  law,  and  a 
great  mistake  when  we  look  at  it  in  its 
political  aspect.  On  the  occasion  I  have 
alluded  to,  when  representations  were 
made,  it  was  denied  that  this  was  strictly 
a  political  case,  or  that  any  severity  was 
resorted  to  because  it  was  a  political 
case ;  but  I  have  always  held  the  opi- 
nion that  I  held  then,  and  hold  now, 
that  it  was  solely  because  it  was  a  poll- 
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tical  case,  that  three  men  were  hanged 
for  the  murder  of  one  man.  I  recollect 
urging  it  in  this  way.  If  these  three 
men  had  been  out  on  a  poaching  expe- 
dition, and  in  the  conflict  that  took  place 
one  keeper  was  killed  by  one  shot,  and 
three  men  were  tried  for  it,  I  believe 
there  is  no  Judge  who  would  have  sen- 
tenced, and  no  Home  Secretary  who 
would  have  thought  it  his  duty  to  ad- 
vise that  these  three  men  should  be 
hanged  for  the  offence.  I  believe  that 
the  three  men  were  hanged  because  it 
was  a  political  offence,  and  not  because 
it  was  an  ordinary  murder  of  one  man 
committed  by  one  man  and  by  one  shot. 
The  other  day  there  was  a  case  in  my 
neighbourhood  of  an  outrage  committed 
by  persons  connected  with  a  trade  union 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Bolton.  Un- 
fortunately a  man  was  attacked  by  a 
number  of  his  fellow-workmen  and  was 
killed.  No  doubt  all  who  were  present 
and  maltreated  the  man  were  guilty  of 
an  illegal  act,  but  it  is  difficult  to  say 
who  it  was  that  was  guilty  of  the  offence 
of  destroying  that  man's  life.  Three,  I 
think,  were  convicted,  not  of  murder, 
but  of  manslaughter.  It  was  an  illegal 
act,  and  they  were  punished  by  various 
terms  of  imprisonment — from,  I  think, 
three  to  15  years.  Unless  this  was  a 
political  offence  the  evidence  of  murder 
was  not  very  much  different  from  the 
case  I  am  now  describing.  I  believe  it 
was  a  great  mistake.  I  said  it  then, 
and  say  it  now,  and  I  have,  I  say,  al- 
ways believed  that  the  extremity  of  the 
law  was  put  in  force  against  three  men, 
only  one  of  whom — supposing  the  one 
who  committed  the  offence  was  cap- 
tured— caused  the  death  of  the  un- 
fortunate and  lamented  policeman.  I 
would  ask  the  House — I  need  not  ask 
the  lion.  Members  who  come  from  Ire- 
land, but  I  would  ask  those  from  Eng- 
land— wliethor  they  do  not  think  that 
the  punishment  inflicted  on  these  men, 
no  one  of  whom,  it  is  clear,  actually 
fired  the  shot  which  killed  that  police- 
man, whether  the  punishment  now  suf- 
fered is  not  of  itself  sufficient;  and 
whether  the  law,  having  avenged  the 
murder  of  that  man  by  the  public  exe- 
cution of  three  men,  has  not  been  suffi- 
ciently satisfied  ;  and  whether  the  sym- 
pathies and  the  justice  of  the  House 
might  not  be  given  with  the  proposi- 
tion now  before  it  for  any  further 
punishment  to  be  withdrawn  ?    I  come 

Jf/\  John  Bright 


to  the  other  question — ^the  queatioa  of 
the  soldiers.    I  agree  very  much  wi& 
the  observations  of  my  hon.  Friend  tti 
Member  for  Newcastle    (Mr.   Gown). 
Let  us  consider  from  what  class  h  ii 
that  the  great   bulk  of    your  priTito 
soldiers  are  taken.     Although  soUkn 
take  an  oath — unhappily  in  lul  comitnei 
— I  believe  that  is  of  very  little  avaiL  I 
think  the  time  will   come  when  oa& 
will  be  abolished.  I  believe  thatnothisff 
has  tended  so  much  to  destroy  a  regin 
for  truth  as  the  taking  of  oaths.    A  iiiiB 
may  say  many  things  when  he  is  not  « 
oath  that  he  will  not  say  when  he  ii 
upon  oath ;  but  then  it  makes  a  difiPe^ 
ence  in  his  mind  as  to  the  nature  of  truth, 
and  I  have  always  held  the  view  thit 
nothing  has  tended  so  much  to  destrof 
a  regard  for  truth  in  this  country  and  ia 
all  countries,  as  the  constant   and  fre- 
quent imposition  of  oaths.     I   do  not 
think,    therefore,   very    much    of    tin 
soldier's   oath.     The   soldier's   oath  is 
not  more    important  than  the  oath  of 
any  other  man.    To  say  a  man  is  to  be 
kept   in    perpetual    imprisonment,    or 
something  approaching    to    it,   beouw 
he  breaks  an  oath  is  singular  when  men 
break  oaths  every  day.     I  have  heard 
men  swear  falsely — the  House  knows— 
upstairs,  and  the  Committees  knew  thej 
were  swearing  falsely.     I  think  in  this 
case  too  much  importance  should  not  be 
attributed  to  the  fact  that  these  men  had 
taken  an  oath.    You  will  bear  in  mind 
that  there  was  great  excitement  in  Ire- 
land.   There  are  a  great  number  of  men 
who  do  things  during  a  time  of  excite- 
ment which,  in  times  of  no  excitement, 
they  would  not  do,  and  which  afterwards 
they  will  regret.     There  was  not  only 
excitement  in  Ireland,  but  great  excite- 
ment amongst  the  Irish  population  in 
the  United  States,  and  the  excitement 
in  Ireland  was  fired  by  the  excitement 
in  the  United  States.     Many  Irishmen, 
some  native  and  some  bom  in  America, 
came  home  to  this  country,   and  they 
stirred  up  as  much  excitement  as  pos- 
sible.    It  is  within  our  knowledge  that 
soldiers,  like  other  men,  are    actuated 
by  feelings  and  excitement  of  this  na- 
ture, and  are  led  into  transactions  which 
they  afterwards  greatly  regret.     Yet  it 
is  not  necessary  that  the  Government 
should  year  after  year,  and  for  many 
years,  continue  punishment  when  punish- 
ment seems  to  be  no  longer  required  bj 
the  changed  condition  of  the  country. 
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ICany  years  have  passed — I  suppose  8 
or  10 — since  this  unfortunate  event  took 
nlaoe,  and  since  that  time  a  good  deal 
Las  been  done  for  Ireland.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  that  the  material  prosperity 
of  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  is 
greater  than  it  ever  was  at  any  former 
period  in  its  history.  There  is  excite- 
ment occasionally  now,  and  there  is  po- 
litioal  agitation.  Some  hon.  Members 
in  this  House  are  the  representatives  of 
fhat  agitation.  Still,  we  must  be  glad 
to  find  that  the  agitation  no  longer  takes 
the  character  of  violence  and  insurrec- 
tion, but  that  of  the  constitutional  action 
which  they  have  a  perfect  right  to  do. 
I  think  the  House  ought  to  congratulate 
itself  that  the  time  of  insurrection  and 
Tiolenoe — as  I  hope  it  is — has  passed 
away  in  Ireland.  The  speech,  I  think, 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  Kenelm  Digby)  was  one  calculated 
to  have  a  great  effect  upon  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  who  heard  it ;  and 
nothing  could  be  more  moderate,  more 
reasonable,  or  more  just  than  the  tone 
in  which  he  appealed  to  the  Government 
and  the  House  on  behalf  of  the  prisoners. 
It  cannot  but  have  had  some  effect  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  Home  Office. 
He  can  have  no  object  in  keeping  these 
men  as  prisoners.  No  Home  Secretary 
has  any  personal  object  in  dispensing 
the  law  in  any  way  hardly  or  cruelly  to 
those  who  happen  to  come  under  hisi 
notice;  but  perhaps  the  Home  Office 
may  act  upon  the  policy  that  with  regard 
to  the  broken  oaths  of  soldiers  mercy  is 
a  tiling  not  to  be  thought  of.  I  dis- 
agree with  that  altogether.  I  think 
there  is  nothing  grander  in  a  Monarchy, 
nothing  nobler  in  a  Government  than 
mercy.  I  must  say  for  myself — I  say  it 
as  an  Englishman,  and  I  am  not  ac- 
tuated by  violent  feeling,  which  I  am 
florrj  to  say  some  persons  in  Ireland 
still  show  in  their  enthusiasm  in  favour 
of  these  men ;  but  I  think  that,  looking 
altogether  to  the  number  of  years  since 
this  transaction  took  place,  I  am  quite 
certain  it  would  redound  to  the  honour 
of  the  Grown,  and  that  it  would  be  a 
very  just  act  on  the  part  of  the  present 
CK>yemment  if  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Colleagues  could  see  their  way 
to  advise  the  Crown  in  favour  of  the 
liberation  of  these  prisoners.  I  cannot 
think  that  such  an  act  would  be  with- 
out its  effect  in  Ireland.  The  Irish 
people  are  rery  different  from  all  other 


people  if  they  would  not  be  favourably 
influenced  by  a  merciful  consideration  of 
this  case.  I  think  the  way  in  which  it 
has  been  discussed  to-night — the  unani- 
mity of  the  Irish  Members,  the  certainty 
we  have  that  in  speaking  as  they  do 
they  represent  the  vast  majority  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  have  vindicated  their 
right  to  bring  this  question  before  the 
House;  and  I  should  be  extremely  glad 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  give 
them  some  hope  that  the  Government 
would  consider  their  case.  If  it  should 
be  necessary  for  the  House  to  go  to  a 
division,  I  should  feel  it  my  duty  to  vote 
for  the  Motion. 

Mr.  STACPOOLE  supported  the  Mo- 
tion, which  he  hoped  would  be  adopted 
as  an  act  of  clemency.  It  would  be  re- 
ceived by  the  people  of  Ireland  with 
gratitude. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bright)  had 
alluded  to  a  proceeding  in  which  he 
(Mr.  Hardy)  had  the  misfortune  to  hear 
a  considerable  part.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  tnought  right  to  say  that 
the  Home  Secretary  at  the  time  of  the 
Manchester  outrage  took  upon  himself 
to  hang  three  men.  Now  that  seemed 
to  him  a  most  unreasonable  and  impro- 
per statement  of  the  duties  of  the  Home 
Secretary.  That  Minister  never  took  upon 
himself  anything  in  the  nature  of  an  exe- 
cution. His  duty  was  simply  to  advise 
the  exercise  of  the  prerogative  of  mercy 
if  he  thought  there  were  grounds  for  it. 
The  force  of  law  was  absolute  in  itself, 
and  he  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
it.  But  that  was  not  the  only  part  of  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement  to 
which  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  refer.  On 
the  subject  of  the  murder  itself  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  laid  down  principles 
which  were  of  an  absolutely  dangerous 
character.  It  was  perfectly  true  that  at 
Manchester  only  one  man  was  killed  and 
that  three  men  were  hanged,  and  that 
some  perished  who  did  not  fire  the  shot ; 
but  was  it  to  be  maintained  for  a  mo- 
ment in  an  Assembly  of  men  of  sense 
and  judgment  that  the  aiders  and  abet- 
tors in  a  murder  who  had  gone  to  a  cer- 
tain place  armed  and  determined  to  shed 
blood,  rather  than  forego  the  object  they 
had  in  view,  were  not  equally  guilty  with 
the  man  who  actually  did  the  deed  ?  The 
man  who  fired  the  shot  in  the  Manchester 
outrage  might  possibly  have  been  the  least 
guilty  of  those  concerned  in  it.    No  one 
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who  had  any  acquaintance  witli  tlie  pro- 
ceedings of  our  criminal  Courts  could 
fail  to  be  aware  that  the  actual  agent  in 
a  crime  was  often  a  person  employed  by 
the  real  culprits — a  mere  instrument  in 
their  hands,  so  to  speak  ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  certainly  seemed  to  him 
to  be  putting  forth  a  most  dangerous  doc- 
trine when  he  contended  that  the  persons 
who  on  the  occasion  of  the  Manchester 
outrage  went  about  with  and  used  loaded 
revolvers  were  absolutely  guiltless  sim- 
ply because  from  no  self-constraint  on 
their  part,  but  simply  by  good  fortune, 
they  had  escaped  shedding  blood.  Shots 
were  fired  which  endangered  life,  and 
although  only  one  took  eflFect,  the  per- 
sons who  that  day  went  out  armed  and 
prepared  for  murder  were  all  in  the  eye 
of  justice  and  common  sense  equally 
guilty.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  he  was  the  advocate  of  the 
abolition  of  capital  punishment,  and  he 
(Mr.  Hardy)  thought  that  had  a  preju- 
dicial influence  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's opinion,  for  he  looked  at  the 
matter  not  in  the  light  of  law,  but  in  that 
of  sentiment.  He  (Mr.  Hardy)  did  not 
say  that  that  was  not  an  honour  to  him; 
but  a  man  should  not  allow  himself  to 
be  prejudiced  so  as  to  go  against  the 
law,  not  only  of  this  country,  but  of  every 
civilized  country,  that  all  those  who  went 
to  carry  out  an  object  at  the  cost  of  life 
were  every  one  guilty.  As  the  Home 
Secretary  at  the  time  referred  to,  he 
(Mr.  Hardy)  felt  that  to  a  certain  extent 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  observations 
aflfected  him  personally.  But  his  opi- 
nion then,  as  now,  was  that  in  the  case 
of  the  men  convicted  for  murder  there 
was  no  call  for  his  interference.  The 
prerogative  of  mercy  was  exercised  to- 
wards some  who  were  present  on  that 
occasion ;  but  with  regard  to  the  others, 
neither  the  Judges,  nor  those  who  were 
engaged  in  the  trial,  had  any  doubt  as 
to  the  guilt  which  attached  to  each  and 
all  of  them.  It  was  to  be  remembered 
that  the  crime  was  characterized  by  an 
amount  of  audacity  which  was  happily 
uncommon  in  this  country.  An  armed 
party  went  forth  with  the  avowed  object 
of  effecting  the  rescue  of  a  prisoner  from 
custody,  and  did  not  hesitate  for  the  ac- 
complishment of  their  ends  to  kill  an 
officer  against  whom  personally  they 
entertained  no  animosity  whatever.  Had 
he  not  allowed  the  law  to  take  its  course 
in  such  a  case  he  felt  that  he  should  have 

J/>.  Gathorne  Hardy 


been  betraying  his  duty  both  to  ftc 
Crown  and  to  the  country.     There  ra 
another  point  on  which  it  was  neoemy 
to  touch.    The  right  hon.  Gkntlemu, 
with  a  strong  sentimental  feeling,  aid 
he  thought  lightly  of  a  aoldier't  oi^ 
Again,  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  had  to  say  thtt 
was  a  most  dangerous   statement  A 
soldier's  oath  had  been  reg^arded  in  lO 
times  as  of  epecial  solemnity  and  impor 
tance.    It  was  quite  true  &ey  were  all 
bound  by  allegiance  to  the  Sovereigi; 
but  was  it  to  be  said  that  a  man  vho 
broke    a    special  trust   and   obligitioB 
which  he  had  undertaken  was  not  mon 
guilty  than  one  who  had  not  so  bound 
himself?    A  Member  of  that  House  vho 
broke  his  sworn  allegiance  was  nodooht 
in  as  bad  a  position  as  the  soldier;  bvt 
at  the  same  time,  it  could  not  be  nid 
that  the  soldier  was  in  any  better  poa- 
tion  than  such  a  Member  would  be.    Ii 
the  particular  instance  mentioned  bjtht 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Ander- 
son) there  was  the  greatest  possible  tf^ 
gravation  of  the  soldier's  ofienoe.    H« 
did  not  believe  the  case  of  the  soldien 
was  one  which  would  have  been  trested 
differently  in  any  civilized  countiy,  ex- 
cept, perhaps,  in  this  respect — thatdestk 
would  have  been  substituted  for  impri- 
sonment.    Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man formed  part  of  the  late  GK>yemment 
He  (Mr.   Hardy)  did  not  say  that  the 
fright  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  urge  upon 
the  Members  of  that  Government  tbe 
views  he  had  expressed  that  night.  But. 
at  all  events,  he  did  not  then  ezprea 
those  views  publicly.     In  respect  to  the 
treatment  of  these   prisoners   the  hue 
Government  did  not  see  fit  to  take  the 
step  which  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  were  now  advocating; 
and  he  could  say  that  the  present  (hh 
vernment  had  not  followed  their  example 
without  seeing  what  they  deemed  good 
cause. 

Captain  NOLAN  did  not  understand 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham sought  to  accuse  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  of  being  a  end 
Home  Secretary.  The  contention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  simply  was  that 
the  punishment  inflicted  showed  that  the 
crime  was  regarded  as  a  political  and 
not  as  an  ordinary  one.  With  reference 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Brighton  (General  Shute), 
he  might  remark  that  he  was  well  known 
as  an  excellent  officer.      The  hon.  and 
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Rallant  Member  for  Brighton  was  a  strict 
oisoiplinariaiiy  and  it  was  not  surprising 
if  he  was  in  favour  of  flogging  ;  but  if  we 
were  to  have  a  system  of  short  service, 
under  which  our  soldiers  were  to  be 
thrown  back  upon  the  people  and  to  mix 
with  them,  it  would  be  found  necessary, 
as  well  as  politic,  for  us  to  be  merciful 
and  liberal.  It  was  but  a  small  favour 
that  was  now  asked  of  a  great  country 
that  could  afford  to  be  generous.  There 
was  no  valid  reason  to  be  urged  why 
these  men  should  not  have  mercy  ex- 
tended to  them.  The  people  of  Ireland 
were  bound  to  use  every  legitimate  effort 
to  get  these  men  released,  and  if  their 
appeals  for  mercy  were  rejected,  could  it 
hie  expected  that  they  would  act  gene- 
rously in  time  of  need  ?  That  discus- 
sion had  shown  the  supporters  of  the 
Motion  who  were  their  mends  and  who 
were  their  foes,  and  the  House  might 
rest  assured  that  that  question  could  not 
pass  away  from  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
constituencies  or  be  without  its  effect  on 
the  Irish  vote  in  the  English  constitu- 
encies until  these  men  had  been  re- 
leased. They  were  bound  to  use  every 
constitutional  means  to  get  them  out  of 
prison. 

Oekebal  SHUTE  expressed  his  as- 
tonishment at  finding  himself  described 
by  the  last  speaker  as  an  advocate  of 
flogmng.  He  had  always  detested  cor- 
portd  punishment,  and  when  he  had 
used  the  phrase  ''  whipped  like  a  child 
at  the  cart's  tail,"  he  had  only  wished 
to  convev  to  the  House  that  he  looked 
upon  Irish  insurrections  as  mere  bur- 
loMues. 

Captain  NOLAN  retracted  what  he 
had  said  about  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  in  connection  with  flogging. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  SIMON  said,  nobody 
would  advocate  forgiveness  or  leniency 
to  murderers ;  but  although  these  per- 
Bons  were  engaged  in  an  offence  which 
the  law  technically  called  murder,  the 
result  of  the  trial  was  to  send  those  men 
to  penal  servitude,  instead  of  subjecting 
them  to  capital  punishment ;  and  why  ? 
because  the  Judges  who  tried  them  did 
not  consider  that  the  offence  which  they 
actually  committed  made  them  amenable 
to  the  punishment  for  murder.  At  the 
present  moment  Ireland  was  in  a  peace- 
nil  condition,  and  there  was  no  reason 
to  expect  that  any  other  outbreak  would 
occur.  Under  these  circumstances,  if 
the  hon.  Member  divided  the  House,  he 


should  vote  in  favour  of  the  Eesolu- 
tion. 

Mb.  marten  said,  there  was  great 
inconvenience  in  discussing  in  that 
House  questions  which  involved  the  Pre- 
rogative of  mercy,  and  no  hon.  Mem- 
ber, whether  English  or  Irish,  could 
approach  the  subject  without  consider- 
able difficulty.  A  ^eat  portion  of  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Bright),  was  not  addressed  directly 
to  the  particular  question  now  before 
them ;  for  it  was  directed  rather  against 
the  infliction  of  capital  punishment,  and 
against  imposing  oaths  for  judicial  or 
military  purposes.  The  discussion,  also, 
as  to  those  who  suffered  capital  punish- 
ment for  the  Manchester  outrage  was 
not  pertinent  to  the  present  question.  It 
was  not  the  fact  that  the  nine  persons 
who  were  now  in  prison  were  confined 
as  political  prisoners.  Two  were  con- 
nected with  the  Manchester  outrage,  and 
had  been  sentenced  to  death  K)r  the 
crime  of  murder,  but  their  sentence  had 
been  commuted  into  the  punishment  they 
were  now  undergoing.  Five  of  them 
had  been  convicted  or  military  offences 
under  the  Articles  of  War  which  were 
of  a  very  grave  character.  With  regard 
to  the  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  on  the  subject 
of  the  sanctity  of  an  oath,  he  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
admit  that,  at  all  events,  an  oath  was 
entitled  to  the  same  respect  as  a  solemn 
affirmation.  The  soldier  took  upon  him- 
self in  the  most  solemn  form  known  to 
the  law  an  obligation  which  in  this  case 
had  been  violated,  and  he  was  punish- 
able, therefore,  under  the  Mutiny  Act, 
which  was  passed  by  that  House  every 
year.  The  other  two  prisoners  had  been 
tried  for  treason-felony,  and  therefore  it 
would  appear  that  the  majority  of  the 
prisoners  now  in  gaol  had  been  tried 
either  for  military  offences  or  for  crimes 
ordinarily  known  to  the  law,  and  were 
therefore  in  no  sense  political  offenders. 
He  altogether  denied  that  the  men  who 
had  been  convicted  of  murder  had  been 
punished  as  political  offenders.  They 
would  in  all  probability  have  been  pun- 
ished in  the  same  manner  if  the  outrage 
of  which  they  were  guilty  had  been  one 
without  any  political  aspect.  He  was 
most  reluctant  to  say  one  word  which 
might  seem  harsh  to  hon.  Members  on 
the  opposite  benches ;  but  when  a  Beso- 
lution  of  this  kind  was  forced  upon  the 
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House,  and  supported  by  such  speeches 
as  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  Cowen)  it  was  a  duty  to  speak 
out.  The  hon.  Member  had  compared 
Washington  and  Emmett — the  one  rebel 
became  a  hero,  a  patriot,  who  com- 
manded universal  admiration  ;  the  other 
died,  a  political  martyr,  for  the  crime 
of  treason.  He  would  remind  the  hon. 
Member  of  the  lines — 

"  Treason    doth    never    prosper  :    what's    the 
reason  P 
Why,  when  it  prospers,  none  dare    call  it 
treason.'* 

Those  who  disturbed  the  peace  of  the 
country  and  sought  to  overthrow  the 
Government  must,  when  they  failed,  pay 
the  penalty  of  treason,  even  although, 
had  they  succeeded,  they  would  have 
occupied  a  different  position.  A  Beso- 
lution  of  this  kind  was  not,  he  thought, 
calculated  to  benefit  the  prisoners  or  to 
facilitate  the  exercise  of  the  Prerogative. 
The  grounds  on  which  it  had  been 
brought  forward  were  certainly  not  such 
as  to  recommend  it  to  his  support,  and 
if  pressed  to  a  division  he  would  vote 
against  it. 

Dr.  WAED  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  asked  to  be  generous  and 
merciful  towards  a  few  unfortunate  men 
who  in  a  sense  foolishly  had  loved  their 
country  *  *  not  wisely,  but  too  well."  Was 
it  wise  or  politic  for  the  sake  of  keeping 
these  nine  men  in  prison  to  keep  up  a 
spirit  of  revolt  in  Ireland?  They  nad 
liberated  the  men  who  had  fostered  the 
Fenian  conspiracy,  and  surely  they  could 
not  with  reason  keep  in  those  who  had 
been  misled  by  them.  In  continuing  to 
punish  these  persons  the  Government 
were  guilty  of  the  most  impolitic  conduct 
in  respect  to  a  people  who  were  disposed 
to  be  loyal,  but  who  were  prevented 
being  so  by  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  MELDON  could  not  accept  the 
doctrine  laid  down  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  as  to  the  law  in  the  present 
case.  What  was  the  crime  these  men 
committed  ?  There  was  not  a  tittle  of 
evidence  to  show  that  they  went  into 
that  crowd  with  the  intention  to  commit 
murder.  If  it  had  not  been  for  the  ex- 
citement existing  in  this  country  at  the 
time,  and  in  which  the  Judge  and  jury 
shared,  he  believed  that  not  one  of  those 
three  men  would  have  been  hanged. 
The  people  of  Ireland  felt  that  these 
men  were  martyrs,  and  in  keeping  up 
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their  imprisonment  the  Gk>Tenmient^ 
establishing  a  nucleus  of  conspiracy  nd 
disorder.  He  maintained  that  the  Iat 
had  been  amply  vindicated;  while tk» 
release  of  the  Fenian  prisoners  would  do 
more  than  any  other  measure  to  pot  a 
end  to  agitation,  and  g^ve  satisfaction  to 
Ireland. 

Mr.  B.  WmrWORTH,  as  an  Eag^ 
lishman  who  had  a  larg^  interest  in  tbe 
material  prosperity  of  the  country,  ooold 
safely  say  that  the  Govemment  would 
do  a  great  service  to  that  proroeritf  if 
they  granted  the  request,  which  v» 
almost  unanimous,  of  the  Irish  people. 
He  happened  to  be  one  of  the  jniymen 
in  the  case  of  the  Manchester  mudcr. 
No  doubt,  a  great  crime  was  committed; 
but  he  did  not  think  it  was  a  wise  thing 
to  have  hanged  more  than  the  mu 
Allen,  who  fired  the  shot.  When  he 
(Mr.  Whitworth)  stood  for  the  honmrt 
of  Kilkenny  some  18  months  aso,  \t 
was  represented  as  the  **  Mandiester 
hangman."  The  Fenian  element  called 
a  meetinfi^  to  denounce  him. ;  hut  the 
bulk  of  the  people  of  ICHkenny  wonid 
not  listen  to  what  they  had  to  say,  that 
showing  they  had  no  sympathy  with 
Fenians.  He  was  satisfied  that  mercy 
might  be  safely  extended  to  the  Fenian 
prisoners  still  in  confinement.  He  be- 
lieved Fenianism  was  comparativdj  a 
dead  letter  in  Ireland,  and  the  only  thing 
that  could  revive  it  was  a  refusal  on  the 
part  of  the  Govemment  to  adopt  a  policy 
of  clemency  and  mercy. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  toe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Plunket)  observed, 
that  although  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  were  in  this  matter  only  pursaiDg 
the  course  marked  out  by  their  Prede- 
cessorsi  yet  it  was  not  on  that  ground 
he  desired  to  defend  the  condnsion  at 
which  they  had  arrived.  The  ffronnd 
on  which  the  release  of  these  pnsonen 
was  demanded  before  the  expiration  of 
their  sentences  was  that  they  were  poli- 
tical prisoners ;  but  he  was  prepared  to 
show  that  not  one  of  the  prisoners  now 
undergoing  imprisonment  came  under 
that  category.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
seconded  the  Motion  (Mr.  Kenelm 
^^gby)  did  not  put  his  case  on  that 
ground,  but  contended  that,  now  that 
all  excitement  and  danger  had  passed 
away,  the  time  had  come  when  the  Go- 
vernment might  safely  act  as  those  who 
preceded  them  had  done.  But  the  late 
Govemment  had  arrived  at  the 
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eonoliision  with  reference  to  the  veiy 
Mune  men.  The  indiyiduals  now  in 
prison  were  the  same  as  those  who  were 
Bot  released,  and  on  the  ground  that 
they  were  not  political  prisoners.  He 
need  not  trouble  the  House  at  any 
length  in  reference  to  the  history  of  the 
men  whose  release  was  sought  by  the 
present  Motion.  They  were  eight  in 
nmnber ;  five  were  soldiers,  ail  of  whom 
were  convicted  not  of  treason-felony  or 
of  treasonable  offences,  but  of  breaches 
of  the  Articles  of  War.  McCarthy  was 
oonvicted  because,  having  knowledge  of 
a  mutiny,  he  did  not  give  information  of 
it  to  his  commanding  officer.  The  next 
two  were  oonvicted  of  mutinous  conduct 
and  desertion,  and  the  others  for  simi- 
lar offences.  Two  of  the  other  pri- 
eoners  were  engaged  in  the  murder  of 
the  policeman  Brett  at  Manchester,  and, 
having  been  condemned  to  death,  were 
■absequently  reprieved  and  let  off  with 
■entences  of  penal  servitude.  It  must 
be  dear,  therefore,  that  the  offences 
oommitted  by  those  persons  who  were 
released  and  those  who  still  remained  in 
prison  were  widely  different,  and  called 
for  different  treatment.  With  regard 
to  the  legal  argument  with  regard  to  the 
oases  of  the  Manchester  murderers,  as 
urged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright), 
he  must  observe  it  was  altogether  in- 
eonaistent  with  the  law  of  England,  that 
because  only  one  life  was  lost  in  a  mur- 
derous outrage,  he  only  who  was  party 
to  the  actual  killing  of  the  man  by 
etrikingthe  fatal  blow  should  be  punished 
for  it.  The  only  other  of  the  prisoners 
whose  case  it  was  necessary  for  him  par- 
ticularly to  refer  to  was  Davitt,  who  was 
convicted  of  treason-felony  for  having,  in 
conjunction  with  another  person  named 
Wilson,  who  had  been  let  out  upon  licence 
(in  consequence  of  the  evidence  against 
nim  not  being  of  so  damaging  a  character) 
SQpplied  arms  to  the  Fenians  throughout 
the  country.  It  was  impossible  that  a 
deliberate  offence  of  this  character  could 
be  visited  with  anything  less  than 
•erere  punishment,  especially  when  it 
was  remembered  that  it  was  committed 
after  the  great  excitement  had  passed 
away  and  the  outbreaks  had  almost 
come  to  an  end.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Oladstone),  in  reply  to  a  Question,  had 
stated  on  the  25th  of  July,  1873,  that 
ttii  man  could  not  be  reg^urded  as  a 


politicalprisoner.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  said — 

'*  In  ordinary  convictions  for  political  offences 
we  can  positively  and  confidently  say  that  when 
once  public  excitement  and  hazard  have  passed 
away,  it  may  be  well  to  stretch  a  point  on  the 
side  of  mercy;  but  we  are  not  able  to  do  so 
in  this  case." — [3  Hansard j  ccxvii.  998.] 

The  contemptible  character  of  an  out- 
break did  not  necessarily  lessen  the 
gravity  of  the  offence ;  and  the  hopeless- 
ness of  such  an  enterprize  ought  to  enter 
into  the  calculations  of  a  man  who  deli- 
berately aimed  at  the  overthrow  of  an 
established  Government.  But,  however 
that  might  be,  it  was  impossible  to  con- 
ceive of  a  more  wanton  and  reckless 
proceeding,  or  one  more  dangerous  to 
society,  than  that  of  a  man  who,  after 
the  excitement  which  accompanied  the 
Fenian  outbreak  had  passed  away,  and 
when  there  was  not  uie  shadow  of  a 
hope  or  a  possibility  of  success,  and  when 
even  the  clemency  of  the  Crown  had 
been  asked  for  and  granted  to  those  who 
had  been  engaged  in  a  previous  attempt 
of  the  same  kind,  had  been  preparing 
for  a  renewal  of  the  outbreak.  There 
were  also  two  unfortunate  men  now  in 
prison  who  had  been  convicted  of  murder 
according  to  the  law  of  the  land.  In 
conclusion,  he  would  express  his  convic- 
tion that  if  the  true  character  of  the 
offences  committed  by  those  persons  was 
understood  throughout  the  country  he 
believed  that  the  sympathy  felt  towards 
them  would  take  a  different  direction, 
and  that  many  who  now  asked  for  their 
release  would  see  that  that  was  not  an 
urgent  demand  founded  either  in  justice 
or  in  policy,  and  would  leave  to  the 
Executive  Government  the  function 
which  undoubtedly  belonged  to  it  of 
considering^  when,  if  at  aU,  the  Prero- 
gative of  clemency  should  be  exercised. 

Mr.  JOHN  BEIGHT  explained  that 
he  had  not  called  in  question  the  state 
of  the  law. 

The  O'CONOE  DON  pointed  out  that 
whatever  might  be  the  legal  and  military 
technicalities  connected  with  the  case  of 
the  soldiers  in  question,  they  were  guilty 
of  exactly  the  same  offence  in  a  political 
point  of  view  as  their  civilian  fellow- 
prisoners,  and  they  would  never  be  looked 
upon  by  the  Irish  people  as  having  been 
sentenced  for  any  other  offence  but  the 
same  political  offence  for  which  those 
very  civilians  had  been  pardoned.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
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for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  meant 
to  press  his  Motion  to  a  division;  but 
whether  he  did  or  not,  he  had  done  good 
service  by  bringing  the  subject  before 
the  House  and  eliciting  such  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  as  that  which  was  con- 
veyed in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Bright).  It  was  now  utterly  im- 
possible that  those  men  could  be  detained 
much  longer  in  prison,  and  their  being 
set  at  liberty  was  only  a  question  of 
time. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  he 
was  unwiUing  that  the  debate  should 
close  without  a  few  words  from  himself, 
because  he  could  assure  the  House,  with- 
out the  slightest  reserve,  that  he  always 
felt  the  deep  responsibility  of  matters 
connected  with  life  and  death — and  ho 
hoped  the  House  would  always  hesitate 
to  interfere  with  the  individual  act  of  the 
Minister  advising  the  Crown  on  such 
matters.  Nothing  could  be  more  dan- 
gerous to  the  liberty  of  the  subject  than 
the  interference  of  the  House  under  such 
circumstances.  This  was  not  the  case  of 
the  responsibility  of  an  individual  Mini- 
ster ;  it  was  not  the  case  so  much  of  an  in- 
dividual Government  as  of  many  Govern- 
ments. It  was  not  this  Grovemment  alone 
which  had  refused  to  take  action  in  this 
matter ;  all  it  had  done  was  to  follow  the 
precedent  set  it  by  the  last  Government. 
One  thing  he  had  observed  for  several 
years,  and  he  still  observed  it  that  night 
— namely,  that  in  the  mind  of  a  great 
many  of  the  Irish  people  there  was  no 
difference  or  distinction  between  those 
whoso  senteoces  had  been  remitted  al- 
ready and  those  who  still  remained  in 
prison,  and  they  did  not  see  any  dif- 
ference between  those  who  liad  been 
found  guilty  of  murder  and  those 
found  guilty  of  other  offences.  What 
alone  would  content  Ireland,  it  appeared, 
was  the  release  of  the  whole  of  the  pri- 
soners. p'Hear,  hear!"]  Well,  let 
that  be  clearly  understood.  It  was  not 
the  release  of  one  or  two  prisoners,  but 
it  was  tho  release  of  the  whole  of  them, 
whether  they  had  been  found  guilty  of 
murder  or  any  other  offence.  [Mr. 
Mitchell  Hexry  :  We  will  take  half  a 
slice  if  we  cannot  got  the  whole.]  But 
he  (Mr.  Assheton  Cross)  was  stating  the 
case  of  the  Irish  people.  Tho  late  Go- 
vernment as  well  as  the  present  Govern- 
ment had  totally  denied  that  there  were 
any  political  offenders  now  in  prison. 

The  G*  Conor  Don 


As  regarded  the  soldiers  in  piiMB,it 
though  he  quite  adnutted  iliat  flmiy 
citizen  of  this  country  was  bonnd  bjn 
high  allegiance  to  the  service  of  thi 
Queen  and  State,  yet  when  a  soldierbil 
taken  the  oath  of  aUegianoe  he  was  bosil 
by  a  higher  duty,  if  he  might  ao  siy. 
To  allow  the  soldiers  out  would  imglf 
that  other  soldiers  who  were  in  pRU 
for  like  offences  should  also  be  libottod, 
and,  in  the  minds  of  those  who  had  ex- 
piated kindred  crimes,  there  would  bethi 
feeling  that  they  had  been  wronged.  Oia 
observation  made  in  the  course  of  that 
debate  would,  he  hoped,  never  again  bt 
uttered  within  those  walls.  An  hon.  G«n- 
tleman  opposite  had  said  it  was  owing  to 
some  Princely  influence  that  these  pd- 
soners  were  not  set  at  liberty.  He  wiaoal 
distinctly  to  assert  that  he  alone  wsa  i^ 
sponsible  in  the  matter.  And  now  In 
would  refer  to  what  he  must  call  thi 
Manchester  murder.  That  was  not  a 
political  offence.  If  it  had  been,  ha 
should  have  been  the  first  to  adriae  the 
Crown  to  set  the  men  at  liberty.  Ilia 
doctrine  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Bright)  was  that  those  men 
were  not  guilty  of  murder,  because  thej 
did  not  fire  the  actual  shot,  f  Mb.  Johv 
Brigiit,  interposing,  remarked  that  ha 
had  never  said  anything  of  the  sort] 
He  (Mr.  Assheton  Cross)  had  understooa 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  blamed  hia 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hardy),  who  waa 
then  Home  Secretary,  because  three  men 
were  executed  for  the  murder,  although 
only  one  of  them  had  fired  the  shot 
That  was  a  doctrine  which  would  not 
bear  examination  or  the  test  of  common 
sense 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT  explained  that 
he  had  not  contested  the  law  at  alL 
What  he  said  was,  that  if  it  had  not 
been  a  political  case,  or  if  there  had  been 
no  political  complication  connected  with 
it,  three  men  would  not  have  been 
hanged.  In  the  case  of  a  poaching  afiray, 
ho  was  sure  that  the  course  of  the  Home 
Ofiice  had  been  different,  and  he  used  that 
argument  to  show  that  this  was  really  a 

f)<)litical  case ;  but  ho  did  not  contest  the 
aw,  or  the  fairness  of  the  trial,  or  the 
Icj^ality  of  the  sentence,  or  the  legality 
of  what  tho  Home  Secretary  did. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  blamed  his  right 
hon.  Friend  for  having  allowed  the  three 
men  to  hanged.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  question  the  legality  of  it. 
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inae  lie  could  not  do  so;  but  he 
Idamed  the  way  in  which  his  right  hon. 
niend  had  exercised  his  discretion  in 
liie  matter.  His  contention  was  that  if 
three  or  more  men  went  out  with  a  com- 
mon intent  to  do  an  imlawful  act,  with  a 
predetermination  to  carry  out  their 
•ommon  purpose  at  all  hazards,  even  at 
fiak  of  mcy  or  of  a  number  of  Hves,  al- 
flumgh  only  one  might  fire  the  shot,  all 
fhe  others  were  equally  guilty.  In  the 
ease  of  the  Manchester  murder  the  jury 
distinctly  found  that  the  prisoners  had  a 
omnmon  intent  to  effect  their  imlawful 

Snrpose  at  all  hazards,  and  consequently 
ley  were  justly  found  guilty  of  murder. 
It  was  owing  to  the  clemency  of  the 
down,  exercised  through  the  discretion 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  that  the  two 
men  now  in  prison  were  not  executed. 
He  did  not  understand  how  it  was  that 
ihoee  who  g^ded  Irish  feeling  could  not 
point  out  to  the  Irish  people,  that  if 
these  men,  irrespective  of  a  political 
offence,  did  attack  the  van  witii  mur- 
derous intent,  thev  were  guilty,  in  the 
eye  of  the  law  of  England,  of  murder, 
and  must  suffer  for  it.  It  now  only  re- 
mained for  him  to  allude  to  the  case  of 
Michael  Davitt,  whose  companion  Wil- 
son had  been  discharged  from  custody, 
haying  worked  out  his  sentence  in  the 
ordinary  course.  When  he  became 
Home  Secretary  the  case  of  Davitt  caused 
him  considerable  anxiety;  but  on  in- 
quiry he  found  that  the  difference  be- 
tween the  offences  of  the  two  prisoners 
had  been  carefully  considered  by  the 
Judge  who  tried  them.  The  reason 
why  one  was  sentenced  to  seven  and  the 
other  to  15  years'  penal  servitude  was 
that  there  was  in  the  mind  of  Davitt  a 
direct  intention  of  private  assassination 
which  oould  not  possibly  be  referred  to 
the  question  of  a  political  offence.  With 
zeferenoe  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power),  he  would  observe  that  the  treat- 
ment of  these  prisoners  was  as  lenient 
as  that  of  any  other  convicts  who  were 
in  confinement  at  the  present  time.  The 
apjdication  for  permission  to  visit  them 
was  refused  because  it  would  interfere 
with  the  discipline  of  the  prison,  and 
deprive  the  prisoners  of  the  visits  of 
those  who  were  entitled  to  see  them  at 
the  jnroper  season.  If  these  men  were 
political  prisoners  they  would  have  been 
bt  oat|  as  other  political  offenders  had 
been  let  out.    As  the  late  Qovemment 


decided,  so  the  present  Government  had 
decided,  that  there  was  no  reason  why 
the  prisoners  should  be  set  at  liberty. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER,  after  the 
debate  which  had  taken  place,  asked 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion.   [  *  *  No ! "] 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  51;  Noes 
117:  Majority  66. 

POLLCJTION  OF  RIVERS  BILL— [Bill  186.] 
{Mr,  Selater-Booth,  Mr.  Salt.) 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [Ist  August] 
proposed  on  Consideration  of  the  Bill, 
as  amended ;  and  which  Amendment 
was,  in  page  8,  line  13,  to  leave  out  the 
words  **  at  a  reasonable  cost."  —  {Mr. 
Lyon  Playfair.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Debate  reeumed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  made. 

Another  Amendment  proposed,  in 
page  3,  line  42,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  **  locality,"  to  the  word  "  manu- 
facture," in  page  4,  line  8." — {Mr.  Lyon 
Flay  fair.) 

Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  proposed,  in 
page  5,  line  14,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  **  proceedings,"  to  the  word  *'  of- 
fence," in  line  16,  both  inclusive. — 
{Mr.  Serjeant  Simon.) 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  7b- 
morrow. 


EXPIBINO  LAWS   CONTINUANCE   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith, 
Bill  to  continue  various  Expiring  Laws,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  William  Henkt 
Smith  and  IMr.  SecretMy  Cross. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  281.] 

Honse  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 
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MINUTKS.]— Public  Bills— 6^<f«wrf  Heading— 
lirfenrd  to  a  i^cU'ct  Commit  fee  —  Tramways 
(Irt'lund)  Acta  Aimmdmcnt  (Dublin)  ♦  [207]. 

Commitfvt- -i^ixiii  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sunday  (In^land)  (No.  2)  [194],  debate  ad- 
jour  ned. 

Com  m  it  tee — Report  ~  Forfeiture  Ueliof  ♦  [269]  ; 
Tnilw  Savini,^  Himk  *  [27;')]. 

rAULIAMKNTAUY  AGENCY. 
HESOLUTIONS. 

Mtt.  RAIKES  (Chairman  of  the  Com- 
luittoo  of  Ways  and  Means)  said,  he 
dosirod  to  call  attention  to  the  Report  of 
the  Joint  Committeo  on  Parliamentary 
Ajj^ency,  and  to  move  certain  Resolutions, 
Notice  of  which  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper,  founded  on  that  IJeport.  The 
Notice  ho  liad  jxiven  was.  no  doubt,  of  the 
shortest — hut  the  necessities  of  the  case 
made  it  inconvenient  for  the  Chairman 
of  the  other  House  and  himself  to  take 
jv^rt  in  the  deliberations  of  a  Committee 
or  to  devote  attention  to  the  matter  at 
an  early  period  of  the  Session,  and  the 
delay  which  had  oivurred  was  therefore 
unavoidable.  It  was  impossible  for  him 
to  indicate  to  the  House  the  line  he  pro- 
posed to  take  until  Saturday,  when  he 
plactnl  the  Not  ice  on  the  Paper:  bu: 
thoujjh  he  ihoujrht  it  desirable  that  the 

Report  of  the  Joint  Committee  should  ;  who  were  necessarily  larc^ely  engaged  ia 
be  disi'usstHl  betort^  the  close  of  the  Ses-  !  Parliamentary  practice,  but  who  in  pi«- 
sion.  he  did  not,  ivusiderir.ir  the  slu^r:-  j  iVrenve  :.>  o^nduetinja:  that  business 
uess  of  the  Ni^tice.  prv^jvse  :o  press  for  a  ;  ihrv^v^jrh  thrir  own  office  delegated  to 
tinal  dovis-en  u|vn  ;:.    Ther^^  were  thrtv  "  rtc-Iar  Parliamentary  Agents  the  con- 


the  preceding  Parlianient  had  introdooei 
and  conducted  any  FtiTate  Bill  thzoof^ 
both  Houses,  and  of  such  other  penw 
as  the  Chairman  of  Committees  of  dii 
House  of  Lords  and  tiie  Speaker  of  tb« 
House  of   Commons  should  have,  lor 
special  reasons,  considered  to  be  entitM 
to  be  placed  on  it.     With  regard  to 
future  admissions,   it  was  a  matter  of 
some  difficulty  and   delicacy.     It  w. 
above  all  things,  desirable  that  Farliameg! 
should  not  be  suspected  of  the  design  d 
preventing  any  man  from  obtaining  the 
means  of  earning  an  honest  liTelihood, 
or  of  any  desire  of  establishing  a  mono- 
poly in  a  particular  class ; — the  question 
was  how  to  reconcile  the  interests  of  tb 
public  with  private   interests.     He  did 
not  think  there  would  be  much  differeofie 
of  opinion  as  to  the  proposal  that  then 
shoidd  be  a  recogpiized  body  of  Parlii- 
mentary  Agents ; — it  therefore  became  o{ 
importance  to  lay  down  rules  by  whi^ 
the  itatus  of  Parliamentary  Agents  migbt 
be  obtainable.     As  he  had  said,  the  re- 
commendation of   the   Committee  tm 
that  there  should  be  placed  on  the  xoU 
all  persons  who  diuring  the  present  or 
the  preceding  Parliament  had  conducted 
any  Private  Bill  through  both  HouBet 
and  of  such  other  persons  as  the  Chai^ 
man  of  the  Lords^  Committees  or  the 
Speaker  might  for  special  reasons  think 
tit  to  be  admitted.    Representations  had 
been  made  to  the  Committee  on  behalf 
of  solicitors,  such  as  solicitors  of  Railway 
Companies    and    other   Incorporations. 
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pnuv-.pai  r.'.attor*  with  wl;ich  the  Koix^rt  ;  a 
di'.ilt-  -l;r>t.  the  ivr.stitutiv^n  o!  the  r^^ll  r. 
ot'  pv.-utitiv^v.i 

■V  •»^^'^  •  <  ■ 


thtir  business  through  Pariia- 

:.(..;;.     I:  >o^i::e*I  but  fair  that  solicitors 

:::  ::i:<  ]x«:t;on  ought  not  to  be  excluded 

e  tltv.oss  o!  pcrsv^r.s  to  be    :rv::u  the  r\^ll  because  of  the  largeness  of 
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::>::r  rra^tice:  but  he  had  little  doubt 
:  ::•.  i r  v  a>v  would  0'>me  within  the  special 
I-; '.isi.ivrs :::■::  c:  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
:•.-.::::-:<  ::  thr  other  House  and  the 
Hrr-?  ar.-Sf^  another  point  as  to 
.;::•:  >:: :  z. : :  c  r  iK^siuon  in  Committees. 
A  v..:s:aSt-  :ziyrvs?:on  had  got  abroad 
th.it  :hv  C:::2.=i:r:-:-r  wished  to  restrict  the 
y-  Ts.  r.>  ^h.-  sh.'uli  :-e  admitted  to  op- 
y-.s:-  :^ ■.".".>  i-  0:=i=i:rr^  to  those  who 
w :  rt  u  :hr  r:  11 . :  FiriiAzirntary  Agents. 
rh:>  Ti*  -  ^:  sc  Th-*  Committee  were 
«:-..^:i:::i:'.:*  :r>  rev»:n=.t^ding  that  anj 
vnrs;- .  wh-:  ihrr  ;  -  ihr  r:  U  or  not,  should 
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oondaot  the  opposition  to  any  Bill  on 
altering  into  tne  same  engagements  as 
night  be  required  in  the  m^s  prescribed 
in  respect  of  Parliamentary  Agents.  No 
donbt  they  were  of  opinion  that  in  most 
oases  it  was  desirable  that  the  opposition 
■hould  be  conducted  by  properly  qualified 
practitioners.  The  second  important 
point  to  which  the  Eeport  called  atten- 
tion was  a  test  of  fitness  for  the  future. 
And  here  he  must  admit  there  was 
a  strange  irony  in  fate  when  he,  who 
liad  never  hesitated  to  say  that  he  had 
no  oonfidence  in  any  examination  as  a 
test  of  fitness,  found  himself  advocating 
examination  in  this  instance.  He  thought 
that  a  much  more  effectual  test  would  be 
service  in  the  office  of  an  experienced 
person;  but  that  was  open  to  the  serious 
objection  that  it  would  confine  to  a  few, 
who  would  be  able  to  exact  large  fees, 
the  business  of  educating  their  successors, 
and  that  a  monopoly  would  be  created. 
The  apprenticeship  test  was  therefore 
abandoned,  and  they  had  to  fall  back  on 
examination;  and  though  he  had  no 
g^reat  confidence  in  any  examination  as 
a  test  of  general  fitness,  there  could  be 
no  doubt,  where  the  special  knowledge 
of  an  expert  was  required,  it  was  much 
easier  to  apnly  this  test  successfully  than 
in  a  wider  field.  It  was  stated  by  the 
Taxing  Officer  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
who  had  an  experience  of  40  or  50  years, 
that  he  could  find  out  in  10  minutes 
whether  a  person  was  versed  in  Parlia- 
mentary procedure  or  not.  It  had  been 
auggested  in  a  Memorial  of  the  Incor- 
porated Law  Society  that  barristers  and 
solioitors  only  should  be  permitted  to 
practise  as  Parliamentary  Agents — ^but 
the  Committee  had  refused  to  adopt  that 
xecommendation.  Originally  the  Agents 
were  not  solicitors,  but  clerks  or  the 
House;  and  when,  in  1886,  it  was  decided 
that  derks  of  the  House  should  no  longer 
practise  as  Agents,  many  of  them  sur- 
rendered their  clerkships  in  order  to 
practise  as  before,  and  founded  those 
most  respectable  firms  by  which  the 
largest  part  of  Parliamentary  business 
was  conducted  at  the  present  day.  Some 
of  tiie  best  Parliamentary  Agents  had 
not  been  solicitors.  It  was  therefore 
thought  desirable  that  Parliament  should 
institute  some  test  of  special  fitness  of  its 
own.  The  Committee,  therefore,  recom- 
mended that  any  barrister,  advocate, 
Bolicitor,  writer  to  the  signet,  or  graduate 
of  an  Universitj,  and  any  person  who 

VOL.  OOXXXI.    [tried  sebieb.'] 


shouldhave  passed  a  certain  examination, 
to  be  conducted  by  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners, should  be  allowed  to  present 
himself  for  a  special  examination.  This 
examination  was  to  be  conducted  by  Ex- 
aminers to  be  named  from  time  to  time 
by  the  Chairman  of  Committees  and  the 
Speaker,  and  was  to  be  specially  directed 
to  the  fitness  of  the  candidates  for  prac- 
tice as  Parliamentary  Agents.  The  per- 
sons who  should  pass  this  examination 
would  then  be  phu^ed  on  the  roll.  A 
much  more  vexed  question  was  as  to  the 
division  of  profits.  A  country  solicitor 
believed  himself  capable  of  doing  any- 
thing— and  he  would  probably  be  very 
unfit  for  his  business  if  he  did  not ;  he 
conducted  cases  through  the  Courts  of 
Chancery,  Common  Law,  and  Bank- 
ruptcy, and  therefore  he  considered  him- 
self capable  of  conducting  a  Private  Bill 
through  Parliament.  And  there  were 
many  country  solicitors  who,  taking 
this  view  of  their  capacity,  regarded 
their  Parliamentary  Agents  as  they  did 
their  London  Law  Agents — namely,  as 
delegates  with  whom  they  might  fairly 
arrange  the  terms  of  their  remunera- 
tion. The  Committee  were  of  a  different 
opinion.  They  were  of  opinion  that 
this  system  led  to  great  abuses — to  ex- 
orbitant expenses  in  some  cases,  to  great 
and  unnecessary  delay,  and  frequently 
to  disastrous  failures.  They  therefore 
recommended  that  the  Special  Bules 
regelating  the  admission  and  practice  of 
Parliamentary  Agents,  to  be  drawn  up 
by  the  Chairman  of  Committees  and  the 
Speaker,  should  absolutely  forbid  this 
practice,  that  any  Agent  who  should  be 
proved  guilty  of  the  violation  of  the 
rules  in  this  respect  should  be  summarily 
removed  from  the  roll.  Under  the  pre- 
sent system  the  country  solicitor  who 
employed  a  Parliamentary  Agent  con- 
sidered himself  entitled  to  half  the  fees, 
because,  he  said,  if  he  had  resided  in 
London  he  could  conduct  the  Bills  them- 
selves, and  receive  the  whole  of  the  fees. 
But  where  special  fitness  was  required 
this  would  not  be  the  case.  Theoretically 
the  solicitor  was  supposed  to  prepare  all 
the  preliminary  documents — practically 
the  Dusiness  was  done  by  one  man, 
the  Agent.  The  solicitor  was  entitled 
to  charges  over  and  above  what  were 
paid  to  the  Parliamentary  Agent — but 
here,  besides  what  he  was  entitled  to  as 
solicitor,  he  took  what  the  Parliamentary 
Agent  was  entitled  to— he  took  double 
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fees.  Suppose,  for  instance,  a  Bill  con- 
fiiflting  of  100  folios.  The  solicitor  was 
entitled  to  2«.  a  folio,  or  £10,  for  drawing 
it,  and  the  Parliamentary  Agent  to  a 
further  fee  for  **  settling  "  it — as  in 
ordinary  legal  business  the  solicitor  drew 
a  deed,  and  counsel  was  paid  for  settling 
it.  Here,  in  point  of  tact,  the  Agent 
did  bolh  —  but  the  country  solicitor 
received  his  charges  for  doing  nothing, 
besides  half  the  Agent's  charge.  This 
system  could  not  be  equitable  in  itself; 
but  it  led  to  further  injustice,  for  the 
Agent  was  obliged  to  invent  business 
and  make  charges  which  would  other- 
wise not  be  incurred.  The  client  and 
Agent  were  both  sufferers  by  the 
practice.  Here  was  an  instance.  A 
feill  affecting  the  interests  of  a  very 
important  borough  was  introduced;  it 
was  promoted  by  the  town  clerk,  who 
was  paid  by  salary,  not  by  fees.  The 
town  clerk,  however,  made  a  charge  upon 
the  Parliamentary  Agent,  who,  thinking 
him  to  be  a  customer  it  would  not  be 
wise  to  disoblige,  paid  him  100  guineas 
out  of  his  fees.  Tlie  matter  was  brought 
before  the  Town  Council,  which  ordered 
the  money  to  be  paid  into  the  borough 
fund.  The  loading  firms  of  Parlia- 
mentary Agents  entirely  condemned  the 
Practice  and  refused  to  adopt  it.  Mr. 
'heodore  ^fartin,  who  appeared  before 
the  Committee  as  the  representative  of 
the  Parliamentary  Agents'  Society — a 
body  comprising  all  the  lending  firms 
and  most  experienced  practitioners — 
gave  this  evidence — 

**  118.  And  amonp  those  rules,  if  they  wore 
made  oblipilorv  u]»<»n  the  profession,  1  i)rosnmo 
that  you  would  inchid«»  a  rule  agninst  the  divi- 
sion of  pnifits !"  -Crrtainly  :  I  think  that  to 
divide  i)n>tits  is  utterly  vicious  in  })rinei])le,  and 
I  have  wi-n  it  opei-Jite  very  badly.  Of  course 
you  cannot  always,  in  a  numerous  soeif-ly,  si'eure 
hi^h  eharsietrr;  the  hrst  you  can  d(»  is  to  make 
th<?  risks  (jf  trm]ttation  as  small  as  juissihle.  As 
I  ha  veal  r«*ady  stated,  I  consider  that  th«'  scale 
of  fees  is  not  too  hi<;h :  in  fact,  no  man  could 
conduct  his  business  ju'ojmtIv,  I  am  sure,  if  it 
wen;  to  br  re<lue<'«l.  If  a  man  ^nv»s  up  half  of 
those  leiritimale  eaniinjJTS  thet(»mptation  is  fj:rcat 
t«  roplacn  thorn  })y  some  other  j)roeeHs;  that 
prtKM'SS,  as  one  has  si-en  it  in  i)r:ictic<',  is  by 
creating::  unnecessjiry  work,  ami  in  our  j)rof«'ssion 
it  is  (piit*' i>ossi])le  to  do  that.  1  will  illustrate 
it  in  this  way  :  Suppusintr  that  a  local  solicitor 
wantin;;  to  come  to  London,  makes  his  Bill  an 
excuse  for  it,  and  says,  *  I  want  to  come  to 
London  and  see  von  about  this  Hill.'  'llKTe  is 
nothing  whatever  to  s«m.'  him  about ;  the  Hill  is 
probably  srttlfd,  but  lie  comes  to  London  and 
stays  here  ;  ho  calls  uj>on  me,  and  I  charpo  for 
receiving  him  and  talking  about  his  Bill.     Ho 

Jfr,  JtaikM 


still  remains  in  London,  andtomettdngdmi 
into  his  mind,  and  he  comes  to  me  agim  ^ 
noxt  day,  and  so  charges  are  acoomulatod  vift- 
out  any  real  benefit  to  the  cliGnt.  _  The  taB|A> 
lion,  oi  course,  lies  in  thia  and  similar  diRctiflDi 
to  a  man  to  compensate  himself  for  what  he  1m 
given  away ;  and  I  think  that  the  offidala  of  thi 
House  under  whose  eyes  these  things  coiae  ca 
give  evidence  of  its  working  in  the  way  I  Iiatw 
indicated.    Take  another  case — namely,  thit  of 
witnesses.  An  experienced  ParliamentarrAxid 
knows  well  what  class  of  evidence  is  hfelr  to 
have  weight  with  a  Committee.     The  local  soli- 
citors send  up  a  bundle  of  papers  with  the  pmrfi 
of  the  witnesses ;  wo  read  them,  and  come  to  the 
conclusion  :  If  all  that  these  proofs  contain  woe 
said,  what  would  he  the  groo^  of  it  P    It  voold 
not  influence  the  Committee  a  hit.     We  dio^ 
fore  writo  down  and  sav*   'Don't  send  those 
people ; '  but  a  man  who  ]tias  an  interest,  alosi 
^'ith  the  local  solicitor,  has  sacrificed  his  ind^ 
pendcnce,  and  he  will  not  deal  with  them  in  the 
Slime  way  that  I  or  others  who  do  not  psitici- 
pato  in  profits  do.  In  tho  first  place,  we  wsstto 
do  business  efficiently  in  the  least  time  sad  it 
the  least  cost.    That  is  the  idea  which  I  think 
that  every  member  of  our  society  has  stesdilr  in 
view ;  but  if  you  allow  anybody  to  hare  an  in- 
terest such  as  I  hare  indicated,  the  temptatiia 
becomes  verj'  g^roat  not  to  conduct  bnsiness  19OB 
this  principle. 

**  119.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  upon  the 
whole  you  regard  the  practice  of  dividing  prafiti 
between  Parliamentary*  A^nts  and  solidton  u 
essentially  different  from  the  practice  of  diridinf 
profits  between  solicitors  and  their  London 
agents? — Quite  so,  upon  an  obvious  prindplei 
A  R(dicitor  in  the  country  ^ts  his  London  soli* 
citor  to  do  certain  formal  things,  which  he,  tbs 
solicitor  in  the  country',  can  do  quite  as  well  if  he 
chooses  to  come  to  London  to  do  them.  Bat  he 
is  not  in  the  position  that  a  Parliamentaxy  Agent 
is  in,  who  at  very  many  important  stages  of  a 
Bill  is  more  in  the  position  of  a  counsel  to  adyisf, 
tluin  of  solicitor,  and  the  work  which  he 
docs,  if  his  existence  is  to  be  retained  at 
all,  is  work  of  a  special  kind,  quite  distinct 
from  that  of  a  solicitor.  Therefore  the  solicitor 
has  no  right  to  p'lrticipato  in  tho  profits  of  the 
rarliam(»ntar>'  Agent.  Moreover,  Parliament 
itsj'lf  has  settled  the  matter,  hocanse  Parliament 
has  fixed  a  scale  in  minute  detail  for  the  chaiffCi 
that  a  solicitor  is  to  make  for  Parliamentary 
business  quite  distinct  from  those  of  a  Parlia* 
nicntarv'  Agent,  llie  solicitor  fcots  his  legiti- 
mate prefits ;  ho  has  the  preparation  of  the  caw 
in  the  country',  tho  service  of  notices,  &c.,  sll 
vt^ry  remunerative  things,  with  which  we  hsTS 
nothing  whatever  to  do ;  he  is  well  paid  for  this 
work,  and  therefiiro  he  is  perfectly  well  pro- 
vided for,  and  should  not  be  allowed  to  have  any 
inten'st  with  the  Parliamentary  Agent.  Bnt 
the  great  pr»int  up<m  which  I  dwell  is  that  it  hsf 
a  tendency  to  corrupt  the  mind  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary Agent,  which  I  think  ought  not  to  be 
allowed." 

A  ft  or  quoting  from  the  Petition  of  the 
Parliamentary  Agents  Society,  which 
embodied  views  very  similar  to  thoee  ez- 
prosned  by  Mr.  Martin,  he  (Mr.  Baikes) 
continued  to  say  that  he  had  no  wish 
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4o  ptub  the  mftttor  forwud  at  the  pre- 
■ant  moment  in  opposition  to  the  vish 
of  an;  oonsidenble  number  of  UemberB 
«f  th«  Hdum  :  at  the  aame  time,  it 
,  VM  s  matter  of  mnch  importance,  and 
the  Mttlement  of  it  onght  not  to  be 
delayed  longer  than  vaa  absolutely 
fleaeary.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
&r  the  profession  of  a  Parliamentary 
Agent  certain  e^ial  qualifications  were 
necessary ;  but  it  was  equally  important 
fiiat  Agents  should  be  men  in  whose 
Qharaoter  implicit  trust  oonld  be  placed. 
Another  point  of  importance  was  that  in 
both  Houses  definite  rules  of  procedure 
•honld  be  laid  down  and  followed.  In 
the  House  of  Lords  there  were  no  such 
nilee  at  present,  for  the  obvious  reason 
that  Lord  Kedesdale  was  a  sort  of  em- 
bodied  oode;  but  the  noble  Lord  was 
mortal,  and  it  was  important  that  the 
iMolts  of  his  long  experience  and  wide 
knowledge  should  be  gathered  tc^ether 
Jot  the  guidance  of  those  who  might 
ntcoeed  him.  While  he  was  willing  for 
the  present  to  postpone  the  conaideration 
of  this  question,  ne  hoped  the  House 
would  not  allow  the  result  of  much  lut' 
prajndioad  and  painstaking  labour  on 
the  part  of  the  Committee  to  be  lost  to 
the  country.  The  hon.  Kember  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  first  of  the  fallow- 
ing Beoolutions : — 

"  1.  llist  tfais  Honae,  hAvin^  comridered  ibe 
Bsport  of  the  Joint  CoDunittmon  Parliamentarj 
Agmoj,  ii  <rf  <^iiioii  that  it  it  dMinble  to  Uy 
down  mora  definite  tuIsb  lopecting  the  pnctico 
of  PariUmantaiy  Agency,  and  the  rvgulalion  of 
the  ccmduct  of  I'arliamentiuy  Aj^onts. 

"1.  Thkt,  in  the  omcion  of  this  Hoiue,  the 
nWriiBit  conduct  of  pnvate  Billi  through  Farlia- 
ment  will  ba  fmUux  secared  b^  the  cstabluh- 
Bwnt  of  Mme  (tandAid  of  ^nenil  mid  gpccial 
fltneM  in  the  oue  at  personi  socldiiK  hercEifter 
to  be  admitted  to  piactiBO  as   PoAiamentarj 

**  3.  That  thia  Hooie,  haTing  regatd  to  the 
otjeets  eooght  to  be  attained  by  the  cstabliBh- 
mant  of  the  luiitting  acalc  of  fees  for  Parlia- 
nentaiy  Agents,  codaiden  that  the  division 
hetween  agenta  and  solidtoTv  of  profits  obtained 
by  nrncea  randared  by  the  fotmer  to  the  latter 
ia  Dontnury  to  the  intention  of  Parliament  in 
fixing  that  acale. 

"  4.  That  Mr.  Speaker  be  requested,  in  con- 
cert with  the  anthoritiea  of  the  other  House  of 
Biriiament,  to  frntnerDlaa  to  give  offectto  these 


Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  ^Mt  thia  Honae,  baring  cooaidered   the 

Bepott  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Potliamen- 

taiT  Annoy,  is  of  opinion  that  it  is  dedrable 

to  Iw down  >-o_...      1  ..-__.i._ 


SiE  JOSEPH  M'KENNA,  in  moving, 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Besolution,  to 
leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
"  That,"  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

"  At  this  late  period  of  the  Session,  and  with- 
out further  time  for  conaiilerBtion  of  the  Bepart 
of  the  Joint  Committer,  it  is  not  eipcdient  to 
delegate  the  powers  of  Pmliamcnt  for  the  pur- 
pose of  constituting  ParliamentAry  Agency  as  a 
distinct  profcBsion," 

said,  he  sympathized  with  the  objects 
which  the  Committee  and  Lord  Eedea- 
dale  had  in  view  ;  but  he  believed  there 
was  a  difference  of  opinion  in  the  other 
House  as  to  the  general  policy  of 
the  legislation  proposed  to  be  founded 
on  the  Beport  of  that  Committee.     The 

auestion  had  only  been  brought  under 
leir  immediate  consideration  during 
the  last  48  hours,  and  t)ie  subject  to 
which  it  referred  was  too  great  to  be 
satisfactorily  dealt  with  after  so  short  a 
period  for  thought  concerning  it,  and  at 
the  fag-end  of  the  Session.  There  was 
much  in  the  details  of  the  Eoport  to 
which  he  objected — and  among  other 
things  that,  if  carried  into  effect,  it 
would  create  an  entirely  new  profession 
— a  proceeding  contrary  to  the  policy 
which  the  Legislature  had  pursued  under 
analogous  circumstances,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  proctors  in  the  CoasiBtorial  Courta, 
when  those  Courts  wore  thrown  open  to 
solicitors  generally.  No  less  an  authority 
than  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  expressed 
an  opinion  that  many  of  the  details  of  the 
scheme  contemplated  were  fraught  with 
danger,  and  after  that,  it  would  be  un- 
wise, as  well  as  unfair  to  press  the  Be- 
Bolution,  delegating  as  it  did  such  an 
enormous  power  to  the  noble  Txird  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  in  the  other 
House,  and  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  Chair.  Therefore,  he  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment. 

Hk.  CHARLEY  seconded  the  Amend- 

Amendment  proposed. 
To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
That,"  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  at  thia 
ttit«  period  of  the  Session,  and  without  further 
time  for  consideration  of  the  liojiurt  of  the 
Joint  Committee,  tt  ia  not  cipcdicnt  to  delegute 
the  powers  of  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of 
constituting  Parliamentary  Ai^nCT  M  a  distinct 
profession."— (*r  JoKph  M'Stiina.) 

_uestion  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 
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Sm  WILLIAM  H  AECOUET  thought 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  was  one 
which  would  satisfy  all  persons  inte- 
rested in  the  matter  that  the  intention 
of  the  Select  Committee  was  to  deal 
fairly  with  all  the  interest  involved.  It 
would  also  satisfy  hon.  Members  that 
the  subject  was  too  large  a  one  to  be 
satisfactorily  settled  at  that  late  period 
of  the  Session.  The  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  but  a  very  few  days  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members,  and  now 
they  were  called  upon  to  say  that  the 
House  had  considered  the  Eeport,  and 
were  of  opinion  that  it  was  desirable  to 
make  some  changes.  Perhaps  they 
ought  to  read  through  the  Blue  Books 
on  the  day  of  delivery,  but  that  they 
could  not  do.  The  House  was  now  in  a 
state  of  liquidation  and  winding  up  its 
accounts,  and  it  would  not  be  well  to 
open  any  new  ones.  That  was  sufficient 
to  justify  the  withdrawal  of  the  Resolu- 
tions till  next  year,  by  which  time  those 
who  were  interested  in  them  would  be 
able  to  give  them  due  attention.  He 
would  not  discuss  the  Resolutions,  but 
would  merely  remark  that  if  the  pro- 
posed rules  were  made  they  would  es- 
tablish a  monopoly.  They  were  not  quite 
consistent,  as  it  was  proposed  to  allow 
all  the  present  agents  to  practise  whe- 
ther they  were  fit  or  not.  One  feature 
which  he  missed  from  the  speech  of  his 
hon.  Friend  was  any  statement  of  the 
grievances  which  called  for  an  alteration 
of  the  present  system.  During  the  time 
when  he  practised  at  the  Parliamentary 
Bar  he  always  found  the  Agents  to  be 
men  of  capacity  and  integrity,  and  he 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  in  a 
Parliamentary  Agent  it  was  not  so  much 
capacity  as  character  that  was  required, 
and  this  could  not  be  given  by  any  sys- 
tem of  examination  such  as  was  pro- 
posed in  the  Report  of  tlie  Select  Com- 
mittee. While  he  did  not  approve  the 
system  of  Agents  and  solicitors  dividing 
the  fees,  he  did  not  think  any  rule  that 
might  be  drawn  would  put  a  stop  to  it. 
If  a  solicitor  had  business  to  offer  to  an 
Agent  he  woidd  always  make  his  own 
terms,  on  the  same  principle  that  pub- 
lishers, for  instance,  regulated  their 
trade  allowances.  He  hoped  the  further 
proceeding  would  be  postponed  for  the 
present  Session. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  the 
House  was  indebted  to  the  Joint  Com- 


mittee for  the  attention  they  had  girci 
to  this  subject,  and  to  the  hon.  ws&^ 
man  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Mem 
for  the  very  clear  way  in  which  he  kii 
stated  the  proposals  of  the  Oonunxttee. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.   and  leaned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  William  Hu- 
court)  that  the  House  had  not  had  txmi 
to  study  the  Report  of  the  Joint  Conh 
mittee ;  that  as  the   matter   affected  i 
large  body  of  most  respectable  gentle- 
men throughout  the  country,  it  would 
only  be  just  and  fair  that  the  fuztlur 
consideration  of  the  question  should  be 
adjourned.     His  opinion,  under  the  cb- 
cumstances,  was  that  it  would  beunwin 
to  proceed  further  at  present.     He  sug- 
gested, therefore,  that  both  the  Besolit- 
tions  and  the  Amendment   should  be 
withdrawn,  and  the  whole  subject  poet- 
poned  till  next  Session.     No   practicil 
effect  would  be  gained   by  proceeding 
with  the  discussion  Aulher. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  fully  concoired 
in  the  postponement  of  the  matter  nntil 
next  Session.  He  wished,  howerer,  to 
point  out  that  the  Committee  had  sot 
shown  any  desire  to  create  a  monopolj 
in  those  who  became  Feu*liamentaij 
Agents,  but  to  throw  open  the  Professifla 
to  all  who  could  pass  a  certain  examina- 
tion, whether  they  were  admitted  to  prso- 
tice  as  solicitors  or  not. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL  .  HUGESSEN 
said,  he  had  read  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Committee  and  was  prepared 
to  discuss  the  subject,  but  would  not 
attempt  to  do  so  in  the  face  of  the 
evident  wish  of  the  House  that  the  dis- 
cussion should  be  postponed  to  another 
Session.  He  quite  concurred  in  tliai 
wish,  and  did  not  desire  to  express  a 
decided  opinion  for  or  against  the  Be- 
port  of  tlie  Committee  without  further 
consideration.  But  he  found  great  fault 
with  the  Committee,  influential  as  it 
was,  in  one  respect.  They  examined  six 
witnesses,  one  represented  the  Incorpo- 
rated Law  Society,  one  spoke  on  behalf 
of  the  Parliamentary  Agents  Societjr, 
and  the  other  four  were  officers  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament.  But  not  one 
single  witness  was  examined  on  behalf 
of  the  public,  who  were  just  as  mndi 
interested  in  the  matter  as  the  aeents 
and  lawyers.  Nothing  would  have  been 
easier  than  to  have  called  as  witnesses 
persons  connected  with  some  of  those 
great  Companies  who  were  annual^ 
promoting  Private  Bills  and  whose  op<-. 
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nion  ought  to  have  been  ascertained 
upon  the  satisfactoiy  or  unsatisfactory 
state  of  Parliamentary  Agency  at  pre- 
sent. He  trusted  that  this  would  not  be 
lost  sight  of  and  that  some  information 
fts  to  the  feeling  of  the  public  would  be 
before  the  House  when  they  were  called 

Xn  to  decide  this  question.  It  was  one 
eiy  considerable  importance,  and  he 
would  only  add  that  the  officers  of  the 
House  of  Lords  differed  in  their  evidence 
from  the  officers  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  whereas  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  had  stated  one  object  to  be 
the  attainment  of  uniformity  of  practice 
between  the  two  Houses,  they  had  com- 
menced by  anything  but  uniformity  of 
action^  the  House  of  Lords  having 
adopted  19  Eesolutions  very  different 
from  the  four  much  milder  Besolutions 
proposed  that  day  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mb.  CHARLEY  suggested  that  the 
new  rules  should  be  framed  during  the 
Becess  and  laid  on  the  Table  for  con- 
sideration before  the  matter  came  on  for 
discussion  next  Session. 

Da.  KENEALY  said,  there  was  a 
growing  feeling  in  the  country  that  some 
means  should  be  adopted  for  reducing 
the  present  extravagant  cost  of  Private 
Bill  legislation.  It  was  a  scandal  that 
several  thousand  pounds  should  be  re- 
quired for  the  purpose  of  passing  a 
private  Bill. 

Sia  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he  was 
quite  ready,  if  the  House  so  wished,  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  in  order  that 
the  Besolution  might  be  disposed  of  in 
some  other  way. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  also  had 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  the  sole 
object  of  which  was  to  protest  against 
what  he  considered  to  be  an  injustice. 
Anybody  could  become  a  Parliamentary 
Agent  if  properly  recommended,  except 
a  Scotch  law  ag^nt.  Against  tiiat  dis- 
tinction he  protested,  and  thought  that 
Ilia  Amendment,  which  was  in  the  fol- 
lowing terms : — 

**  To  add  to  the  4th  resolution  the  words  '  and 
that  any  role  under  which  it  may  be  proposed 
to  exempt  any  legal  practitioner  from  cxamina- 
tiovi  for  the  poation  of  Parliamentar}'  Agent 
■hall  include,  in  addition  to  ''writera  to  the 
signet,"  **  enrolled  law  agents  "  so  as  to  embrace 
the  ItgBl  practitionerB  of  Scotland,' " 

should  have  the  consideration  which  it 
deserved  before  the  matter  came  before 
the  House  next  Session. 


Mr.  RAIKES  said,  he  would  offer 
no  opposition  to  the  course  proposed  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  but 
withdraw  his  Motion  on  this  occasion. 
He  would  consider  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson)  before  the  matter  came  on 
again  for  discussion. 

Mr.  M*LAEEN  pointed  out  that  the 
description  **  law  agents "  had  been 
substituted  for  that  of  solicitors  through 
the  instrumentality  of  Lord  Advocate 
Young,  in  1873,  and  remarked  that,  un- 
less the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  was  adopted,  a  great  injus- 
tice womd  be  done. 

Mr.  CALLAN  complained  of  the 
enormous  amount  of  Parliamentary  fees. 

Mr.  EODWELL  believed  that  the 
best  mode  of  reducing  the  expenses  of 
private  legislation  was  to  employ  well- 
qualified,  competent,  and  honest  Agents. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 

SUNDAY  (IRELAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

{Mr.   Richard  Smyth,    The   0*  Conor  Doti,  Mr. 

Charles  Lewis,  Mr.  James  Corry,  Mr.  William 

Johnston,  Mr.  Lease,  Mr.  Thomas  Dickson, 

Mr.  Rcdfnond.) 

[bill  194.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  Hichard  Smyth.) 

Mr.  M.  BBOOKS,  in  rising  to  move 
as  an  Amendment,  *'That  this  House 
will,  upon  this  day  two  months,  resolve 
itself  into  the  said  Committee,"  said, 
his  belief  was,  that  if  the  Bill  were 
passed,  its  effect  would  be  to  cause  such 
social  changes  in  Ireland  that  great  con- 
tentions must  arise.  Endeavours  had 
been  made  to  obtain  some  delay  from 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  in  order  to 
consider  it,  and  also  the  Amendments 
about  to  be  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
but  the  slightest  concession  could  not  be 
obtained.  They  had  inscribed  **  No 
surrender  "  on  their  banner.  They  in- 
sisted that  from  East  to  West,  from 
North  to  South  throughout  Ireland  tho 
public-houses  should  be  closed  from 
Saturday  night  till  Monday  morning. 
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He  (Mr.  Brooks)  and  his  friends,  who 
constituted  a  large  proportion  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  firmly  maintained 
that  they  were  taken  by  surprise  by  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill,  many  of  whom 
no  doubt  were  well-meaning  men,  and 
they  accordingly  claimed  a  little  delay, 
but  it  was  not  accorded  them.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  (Mr.  Brooks) 
thought  he  was  justified  in  calling  on 
the  English  House  of  Commons  to  give 
time  to  consider  whether  they  would 
pass  a  law  to  prevent  the  people  of  Ire- 
land from  obtaining  moderate  refresh- 
ments on  Sunday.  There  were  from 
60,000  to  100,000  persons  in  Dublin 
who  were  in  the  habit  of  taking  a  mode- 
rate amount  of  refreshment  on  Sundays. 
They  represented  a  class  who  had  no 
libraries  or  reading-rooms  to  go  to,  and 
the  public-houses  were  their  only  places 
of  public  and  social  resort.  Were  they 
to  be  deprived  of  the  only  means  at 
their  disposal  of  meeting  their  com- 
panions in  friendly  intercourse?  He 
believed  that  the  opinion  of  the  working 
men  of  Ireland  had  not  been  fairly  ob- 
tained or  put  before  Parliament.  It  had 
been  represented  that  if  this  Bill  became 
law  strife  and  contention  would  cease, 
and  English  Members  had  supported  it 
for  this  reason.  The  Bill,  he  would  re- 
mind the  House,  was  promoted  princi- 
pally by  the  Sunday  Closing  Association, 
which  was  only  a  part  of  a  vast  organiza- 
tion which  had  for  its  objects  the  total 
extinction  of  the  liquor  traffic  and  the 
passing  of  the  Permissive  Bill,  but  if  it 
became  law  a  terrific  agitation  would 
prevail  tliroughout  the  country,  and  he 
desired  to  spare  the  country  from  such 
an  agitation.  He  could  not  understand 
the  motives  of  those  gentlemen  who, 
having  ceUars  of  their  own,  would  close 
the  door  of  the  public-house  against  the 
working  man  in  search  of  moderate  re- 
freshment. It  was  urged  that  there  had 
been  no  agitation  against  the  Bill  by 
respectable  working  men.  The  reason 
was  obvious;  respectable  working  men 
thought  agitation  on  such  a  subject  un- 
necessary. It  was  quite  true  that  an 
agitation  on  the  question  was  not  new 
in  Ireland,  but  the  police  authorities  and 
the  Government  had  always  discoun- 
tenanced it,  and  had  assured  the  people 
that  the  prospect  of  carrying  such  a 
measure  was  hopeless.  By  that  means 
the  working  classes  of  Ireland  had  been 
lulled  into  a  feeling  of  false  security, 

Mr.  M,  Brooke 


and  upon  this  ground  he  hoped  a  better 
opportunity  would  be  affozded  £»  elkit- 
ing  the  opinions  of  those  whom  that  BiQ 
would  affect.  The  noble  Lord  tki 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  objected  to  tl» 
Bill,  and  expressed  his  opinion  that  it 
would  not  be  tolerated  by  respectaUft 
working  men.  In  Ireland  there  weve  23 
distinct  trade  societies,  of  which  he  had 
a  list  in  his  hand,  who  were  opposed  to 
the  Bill,  and  he  thought  they  iren 
better  judges  of  the  wants  and  wifihei 
of  the  working  classes  than  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill.  He  hoped  this  wu 
sufficient  to  show  that  the  operatives  ii 
Ireland  were  not  favourable  to  the  B3L 
Not  a  single  Petition  had  come  from  any 
of  those  organized  societies  in  favour  ii 
the  Bill.  There  was  a  larg^e  number  of 
Sunday  visitors  to  public-houses  who 
would  be  inconvenienced  by  this  Bill  if 
it  became  law.  He  had  been  informed 
that  in  one  house  there  were  9,000 
visitors  who  spent  about  2d.  eadi.  Ha 
trusted  that  iot  the  sake  of  peace  and 
good  order  the  Bill  would  not  Depressed 
on  too  hastily,  and  that  while  Parlia- 
ment would  adopt  any  reasonable  pro- 
posal for  improving  the  morality  of  the 
people,  it  would  not  consent  unddhr  to 
restrict  the  liberties  and  freedom  of  the 
working  and  other  classes  afiEected  by 
this  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  moving  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  STACPOOLE,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  said,  as  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber who  had  for  many  years  devoted  his 
attention  to  the  subject  before  the  House, 
he  wished  to  explain  the  reasons  why  he 
thought  the  sort  of  class  legislation  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  should  not  be  perse- 
vered with,  especially  at  the  extreme  end 
of  the  Session,  when  so  many  matters  of 
public  business  were  still  in  an  nnfiniiA^ 
state.  He  was  a  Member  of  the  Select 
Committee,  which  in  the  year  1868  sat 
to  take  evidence  on  a  Sunday  Closing 
BiU  brought  in  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Longford  (Major  O'Keilly), 
which  Bill  was  of  a  far  less  stringent 
character  than  the  measure  now  before 
the  House.  That  Committee  included 
amongst  its  Members  the  then  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  the  late  Earl  of 
Mayo,  and  the  present  Lord  Carlingford, 
who  had  since  filled  the  office  of  Chief 
Secretary.  It  included  also  Lord  £mly 
and  Mr.  Pim,  the  late  Member  ua 
Dublin,  and  these  four  Gentlemen  might 
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be  taken  as  fairly  representiiig  large 
sections  of  Irish  opinion.  The  result  of 
the  inquiry  and  of  the  deliberations  of 
that  Committee  was  that  the  Bill  was 
materially  altered  by  the  Committee,  and 
the  alterations  they  recommended  had 
■ince  been  embodied  in  legislation,  and 
were  now  the  law  in  Ireland.  With  one 
or  two  exceptions  he  attended  every 
aitting  of  that  Committee,  and  he  was 
able  to  state  to  the  House  the  nature  of 
the  evidence,  which  convinced  them  that 
the  closing  of  the  public-houses  in  Ire- 
land on  ounday  would  be  undesirable 
and  inexpedient.  He  thought  the  fact 
that  a  Select  Committee  had  already 
considered  the  subject,  and  that  its  re- 
commendations had  been  embodied  in 
legislation,  was  the  strongest  possible 
argument  against  the  attempt  to  rush 
this  Bill  through  Parliament  at  the  fag- 
end  of  the  Session.  He  might  say  that 
the  advocates  of  Sunday  closing  in  Ire- 
land made  quite  as  strong  a  case  before 
that  Committee  as  they  had  ever  been 
able  to  make  in  that  House.  Why, 
then,  did  the  Committee  reject  their  con- 
clusions ?  Because  they  were  convinced, 
by  independent  and  impartial  testimony, 
that  the  proposed  restrictions  would  work 
badly  in  Ireland ;  and,  secondly,  because 
they  had  ample  evidence  that  these  re- 
strictions would  be  regarded  by  the 
working  population  as  hostile  and  in- 
sulting to  them.  He  should  now  lay 
before  the  House  a  few  of  the  most  ma- 
terial points  of  evidence  on  each  of  those 
beads,  quoting  from  the  Eeport  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  1868.  Mr.  Francis 
Lyons,  a  merchant,  and  at  that  time 
*  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  stated  that,  in  his 
opinion,  it  would  be  utterly  impossible 
to  atop  the  sale  of  intoxicating  drinks 
altoffether  in  Cork ;  that  the  middle  class 
would  feel  the  total  closing  of  public- 
bouses  on  Sunday  a  great  hardship  ;  and 
that  such  a  measure  would  lead  to  a 
worse  state  of  afiairs  than  then  existed, 
by  the  creation  of  shebeen  houses  to  a 
veiy  large  extent.  Mr.  Thomas  Hamil- 
ton, resident  magistrate  of  the  City  of 
Cork,  gave  somewhat  similar  testimony 
as  to  the  hardship  upon  the  people  of 
the  total  closing  of  public-houses  on 
Sunday,  but  at  the  same  time  recom- 
mended that  the  hours  for  keeping  them 
open  should  be  limited.  He  should  next 
refer  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Porter,  a 
gentleman  *of  g^at  ability  and  expe- 
jdencei  who  had  held  the  office  of  po- 


lice magistrate  in  Dublin  for  over  20 
years.  Mr.  Porter  expressed  a  strong 
opinion  against  the  principle  of  restric- 
tion in  the  liquor  traffic.  He  believed 
that  if  the  public-houses  were  closed  in 
the  extensive  division  he  had  to  deal 
with  in  Dublin,  there  would  not  be  less 
intoxication  or  less  cases  before  the 
magistrates  on  Monday  morning.  He 
thought  that  if  the  public-houses  were 
shut  completely  there  would  be  an  enor- 
mous amount  of  illicit  traffic  carried  on 
which  no  police  could  detect  or  stop. 
He  also  -  stated  that  within  his  memory 
there  had  been  a  great  improvement  in 
the  habits  of  the  people,  ana  he  ascribed 
their  greater  sobriety  to  the  progress  of 
civilization  and  self-respect.  Mr.  Porter 
relied  more  on  moral  suasion  and  reli- 
gious influence  to  promote  temperance 
among  the  people  than  to  the  operation 
of  any  Act  of  Parliament,  and  con8idere<l 
that  proper  surveillance  of  public-houses, 
and  making  the  owners  responsible  for 
their  management,  would  bo  far  more 
effectual  than  any  restrictions  on  tho 
hours  of  opening.  The  next  witness 
whose  testimony  he  should  cite  was  tho 
Yery  Reverend  Canon  M'Cabe,  a  distin- 
guished Boman  Catholic  ecclesiastic,  who 
had  had  a  very  large  experience  of  pa- 
rochial duty  in  Dublin.  At  the  time  of 
his  examination  before  tlie  Committee 
he  was  parish  pnest  of  Kingstown,  but 
he  had  previously  been  connected  with 
other  parishes  both  in  the  City  and 
suburbs  of  Dublin.  Canon  M*Cabo 
stated  that  drunkenness  had  decreased 
in  the  last  20  years,  which  he  attributed 
to  the  better  instruction  of  the  people 
both  in  religion  and  in  secular  knowledge. 
The  working  classes  also  were  better  off 
than  formerly,  and  he  thought  drunken- 
ness among  them  would  decrease  as  their 
comforts  increased.  Having  considered 
the  question  he  would  not,  from  his  ex- 
perience of  Dublin  and  Kingstown,  re- 
commend the  total  closing  of  public- 
houses  on  Sunday.  He  had  reason  to 
know  that  there  was  a  very  considerable 
amount  of  drinking  on  the  Sunday  morn- 
ing in  the  City  of  Dublin  during  tho 
prohibited  hours,  arising  from  the  illicit 
sale  of  drink.  The  result  of  Canon 
M'Cabe's  evidence  was  that  the  restric- 
tions then  in  force  did  not  prevent  drink- 
ing on  Sundays,  and  that,  judging  from 
his  experience,  the  Bill  then  before  the 
Committee  would  not  effect  that  object. 
Mr.  John  Lewis  CFarrall,  who  for  many 
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years  held  the  important  office  of  Chief 
Commissioner  of  the  Dublin  Metropo- 
litan Police,  was  also  examined  before 
the  Committee.  Mr.  O'Farrall  had  been 
requested  by  Lord  Mayo  to  report  on 
the  Bill ;  and  in  his  Eeport  he  said — 

"  With  regard  to  tho  Bill  now  hoforo  Parlia- 
ment for  reducing  tho  hours  during  which 
public-houses  may  keep  open  on  Sunday,  the 
Commissioners  fear  that  tho  measure,  as  now 
framed,  would  not  bo  oficcting  tho  object  it  has 
in  view." 

They  were  of  opinion  that  the  effect  of 
such  a  measure  in  Dublin  would  be  to 
aggravate  the  evil  of  Sunday  traffic,  and 
lead  to  a  great  amount  of  illicit  drinking. 
Such  was  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Select  Committee  of  1868  by  the  most 
competent  and  unimpeachable  witnesses 
as  to  the  improbability  of  anything  like 
total  Sunday  closing  working  well  in 
Ireland.  He  had  not  referred  to  the 
evidence  of  any  of  the  witnesses  who 
might  be  disposed  to  speak  either  for 
the  working  classes  or  for  the  licensed 
victuallers.  Upon  that  evidence  the 
Select  Committee  came  unanimously  to 
the  conclusion  in  favour  of  the  hours  for 
opening  public-houses  in  Ireland  which 
were  now  established  by  law.  He  would 
only  say  in  conclusion,  while  thanking 
the  House  for  its  very  great  indulgence 
on  that  occasion — an  indulgence  which 
during  the  long  period  ho  had  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  that  Ilouse  he  had 
rarely  trespassed  on  at  any  great  length 
— that  he  protested  against  the  Bill  as 
grossly  unfair  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
and  that  he  particularly  objected  to  the 
attempt  to  hurry  it  through  the  House 
at  that  l&tvi  period  of  tho  Session,  to  the 
detriment  of  Public  Business,  and  to  the 
groat  inconvenience  of  tho  Members  of 
that  House. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  '*That"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  two 
months,  resolve  its(jlf  into  the  said  Com- 
mittee,"—  (J/r.  Maurice  Brooks,)  —  in- 
stead thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  tho  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  ASSHETON  said,  he  sliould 
address  himself  to  one  aspect  only  of  this 
question — namely,  that  of  the  hond  fide 
traveller.     He  believed  it  was  that  diffi- 

Jifr.  Stacpoole 


culty  which  would  ultimately  upset  di 
practical  working  of  this  measnre  if  k 
became  law  in  it  present  form.    He  did 
not  believe  that  one  in  ten  of  the  po- 
sons  who  had  signed  Petitions  in  fftvoor  rf 
the  Sunday  Closing  Bill  had  anjidfli 
that  it  would  leave  the  public-hoaae  optt 
to    everyone  except    those    who   Imd 
within   a  certain  distance    of   it — thii 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  a  ma 
getting  as  much  drink  as  he  liked  if  bt 
only  walked  a  distance  of  three  nulee  to 
get  it.    That  was  a  nuisance  from  whi^ 
people  in  the  country  districts  of  Enff- 
land  suffered  at  present;  and  no  doabt  if 
this  Bill  became  law  the  people  of  Ire- 
land would  suffer  likewise.     He  knev 
that  in  Lancashire  it  was  the  practice  ii 
the  large  towns  to  form  what  were  called 
Onmibus  Clubs,  to  enable  their  memben 
to  go  into  the  country  in  order  to  dzink 
at  the  public-houses  outside  the  three- 
mile  district,  which  they  were  enaUed 
to  do  by  calling  themselves   hond  Jii§ 
travellers,  the  result  being  that  the  Sun- 
days were  turned  into  days  of  dronken- 
ness  and  debauchery.     While  the  Bill 
reserved  the    rights    of   the    himd   fide 
traveller,  it  appeared  to  him  that  tkej 
were  overlookinfl^  the  rights   of   thoee 
whom  he  should  call  the  band  fiis  in- 
habitants.     He   meant    the    men  who 
were  in  the  habit  of  going  to  public- 
houses  near  their  homes,  either  hxt  the 
purpose  of  drinking  in  moderation,  or  of 
carrying  away  drink  to  be  consumed  in 
their  own  homes.     He  could  not  say  that 
drinking  was  in  itself  wrong.     If  they 
could,  it  would  be  a  reason  for  closing 
the  public-houses  every  day  in  the  week. 
They  must  abandon  that  argument  so 
long  as  they  continued  to  licence  public- 
houses.     If  they  passed  the   Biu,   the 
result  would  be  that  the  unfortunate 
honA    fide    inhabitant    would    have    to 
go  without  his  glass  of  beer  on  Sunday, 
and  his  wife  and  family,  who  perhaps 
only  tasted  malt  liquor  at  their  meals 
on    that    day,    would    bo    obliged    to 
forego    that    enjoyment,    whereas    the 
sham  hond  fide  traveller  would  be  able 
to  drink  as  much  as  he  pleased,  and  the 
result  would  be  that  that  class  of  pereons 
would  be  greatly  increased.    Numbers 
of  people  who  were  now  in  the  habit  of 
getting  drunk  at  their  own  doors  would 
simply  go  a  little  further  off  and  get 
drunk  there.     The  country  villages  in 
Ireland  would,  in  point  of  fact,  be  sub- 
jected to  tho  same  nuisance  as  the  Lan* 
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oaahire  villages  yi  the  present  day,  of 
liaving  the  off-scourings  of  the  towns 

einred  down  upon  them  on  the  Sunday, 
e  felt  most  strongly  that  if  they  passed 
fhe  Bill  in  its  present  shape  they  would 
-  ffusrifice  the  interests  of  the  bond  fide  in- 
^liabitants,  while  preserving  those  of  the 
homdMe  traveller,  who  was  a  bond  fid^ 
Irambug,  and  nothing  else.  If  a  real 
snd  ffenuine  Sunday  Closing  Bill  were 
introduced,  closing  public-houses  abso- 
lutely to  all,  it  would  bo  well  worthy  of 
their  grave  consideration,  but  he  looked 
upon  the  Bill  as  it  stood  as  a  sham  and 
a  snare,  and  therefore  he  should  vote 
against  it. 

Dr.  KBNEALY  said,  he  supported 
the  Bill  on  a  plain  and  intelligible 
ground — ^because  he  believed  it  was  the 
almost  unanimous  desire  of  the  Irish 
people  that  it  should  become  law.  He 
thought  the  House  would  commit  a  great 
error,  if  it  did  not  give  effect  to  the 
niflhes  of  the  people  in  this  matter.  One 
of  the  causes  of  the  discontent  of  Ireland 
was  that  that  House  did  not  give  effect  to 
the  wishes  of  the  Irish  people,  and  they 
would  take  a  powerful  argument  out  of 
the  mouths  of  the  disaffected  persons  in 
Ireland  if,  in  this  instance,  they  gave 
effect  to  what  was  the  almost  universal 
desire  of  the  people  of  that  country. 
There  was  another  strong  reason  why 
he  supported  this  Bill — namely,  that  it 
had  the  support  of  nearly  all  the  Scotch 
Members  in  that  House.  Scotland  had 
long  had  experience  of  the  benefits  of 
Sunday  closing,  and  the  Scotch  Members, 
to  their  honour,  had  almost  unanimously 
united  with  their  Irish  brethren  in  de- 
manding that  the  law  which  had  so  much 
benefited  their  own  country  should  be 
extended  to  their  feUow-countrymen  in 
Ireland.  He  did  not  often  care  to  inter- 
fere in  Irish  questions,  because  he 
thought  the  llrish  Members  were  best 
analified  to  pronounce  an  opinion  on 
tnoae  subjects,  and  whenever  he  had 
heard  an  Irish  question  discussed  in  that 
House,  he  had  found  it  discussed  with  a 
knowledge,  a  temper,  and  a  patriotism 
that  reminded  him  of  the  glorious  days 
of  their  ancient  Parliament.  The  voice 
of  the  majority  of  the  Irish  Members, 
representing  no  doubt  the  majority  of 
the  people  was  in  favour  of  this  measure, 
and  ne  asked  why  should  not  the  Irish 
people  be  allowed  to  have  their  own  way 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  on  which  they 
liad  set  their  hearts?     He  had  heard 


nothing  from  the  hon.  Membeigp  whoop- 
posed  the  Bill  but  a  repetition  of  the 
arguments  which  had  been  addressed  to 
the  House  on  previous  occasions.  It 
must  be  remembered,  however,  that  the 
House  of  Commons  had  by  a  large  and 
unusual  majority  passed  a  Resolution 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  he  thought 
they  would  be  stultifying  themselves  if 
they  did  not  now  adhere  to  that  Eesolu- 
tion,  the  passing  of  which  he  believed 
gave  the  greatest  possible  satisfaction  to 
the  people  of  Ireland.  One  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  this  Bill  would  have  the 
effect  of  encouraging  drinking  on  the 
sly ;  but  if  they  were  to  have  drinking 
on  the  Sundays  he  certainly  should  pre- 
fer drunkenness  on  the  sly  to  drunken- 
ness on  the  open.  Another  argument 
used  was  that  such  of  the  Irish  people 
as  wanted  to  get  drunk  would  be  able  to 
gratify  that  propensity  on  Sunday  by 
only  walking  a  distance  of  three  miles. 
For  his  part  he  had  no  sympathy  with 
the  man  who  had  no  command  over  his 
passions,  and  he  would  give  him  no 
facility  for  indulging  them,  but  would 
compel  him  to  walk  the  three  miles  if 
he  wanted  to  drink  on  Sunday.  If 
drunkenness  and  debauchery  were  pre- 
valent on  Sundays  in  the  manufacturing 
districts  of  England  it  was  because  there 
was  no  Sunday  Closing  Bill  in  England. 
The  beneficial  results  of  such  a  measure 
were  seen  in  Scotland,  which  presented 
a  spectacle  of  the  most  sublime  charac- 
ter that  could  be  conceived.  Piety,  de- 
votion, religion,  and  ever3rthing  that 
could  adorn  and  beautify  human  nature 
were  exhibited  in  that  ancient  nation, 
because  of  the  devotional  sentiment  that 
had  grown  up  in  that  country  in  conse- 
quence of  the  restrictions  on  Sunday 
drinking  which  had  existed  since  the 
passing  of  the  Forbes-Mackenzie  Act.  It 
had  been  said  that  this  Bill,  if  passed, 
would  give  rise  to  many  evils,  but  it  was 
not  true  statesmanship  to  legislate  on 
prophecies  of  that  kind.  When  the 
evils  arose  Parliament  could  deal  with 
them,  but  they  ought  not,  on  account  of 
these  prophecies,  to  refuse  to  pass  a 
measure  which  was  demanded  by  the 

Eeople  of  Ireland,  and  which  in  Scotland 
ad  produced  such  a  salutary  effect. 
Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he 
should  not  have  addressed  the  House 
on  the  question  had  not  the  Bill  as- 
sumed a  new  aspect  in  consequence  of 
the  Amendments  placed  on  the  Paper  by 
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the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary foif  Ireland.  If  the  Government 
persevered  with  those  Amendments, 
they  would  be  embodied  in  the  Bill; 
and  regarding  the  measure  from  that 
point  of  view,  he  would  venture  to  make 
a  few  observations  upon  it.  Everyone 
was  in  favour  of  having  Ireland  made  a 
temperate  nation,  but  they  had  to  con- 
sider how  far  temperance  would  be 
promoted  by  this  measure.  He  had 
had  considerable  experience  of  three 
Provinces  of  Ireland  for  many  years, 
and  his  belief  was,  that  if  there  had 
been  gross  intemperance  existing  in  any 
parts  of  Ireland,  it  was  in  the  large 
cities,  and  not  in  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts. Yet,  according  to  the  Bill,  if 
amended  as  the  Government  proposed, 
it  was  not  in  the  cities,  but  in  the 
country  districts  of  Ireland  that  legisla- 
tion was  required  to  check  the  intem- 
perance of  the  people.  His  experience 
of  three  counties — Tipperary,  and  the 
King's  and  the  Queen's  Counties — did 
not  allow  him  to  form  that  opinion, 
more  especially  since  the  hours  for  the 
sale  of  liquor  in  the  small  towns  of 
Ireland  had  been  restricted.  He  did 
not  think  anyone  would  venture  to 
assert  that  drinking  in  the  sense  of  ex- 
treme intemperance  existed  in  any  one 
of  the  three  counties  he  had  named. 
No  doubt,  there  were  occasions  on  which 
the  people  did  indulge  in  intemperance, 
but  they  were  comparatively  rare.  For 
weeks  there  was  no  more  temperate 
member  of  society  than  the  small  agii- 
culturist  in  Ireland.  His  mode  of  living 
was  frugal,  and  the  use  of  alcoholic 
stimulants  by  him  was  the  exception 
and  not  the  rule.  When,  however,  his 
business  brought  him  to  fairs  and  mar- 
kets, he  was  sometimes  led  into  intem- 
perance by  the  habit  which  prevailed  of 
concluding  every  bargain  with  a  drink  ; 
indeed,  it  would  be  idle  to  compare  the 
amount  of  drinking  which  took  place  in 
agricultural  districts  in  Ireland  on  Sun- 
days to  the  drinking  at  the  fairs  and 
markets  in  the  same  neighbourhoods. 
But  if  that  were  so  and  if  legislation  were 
necessary,  it  was  the  duty  of  that  House 
to  direct  its  legislation  to  where  there 
was  an  admitted  evil,  and  not  to  intro- 
duce legislation  where  the  evil  was  not 
admitted  to  exist.  There  wore  two 
classes  of  persons  who  supported  the 
Bill.  One  consisted  of  men  who  advo- 
cated the  measure  with  that  energy  and 
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purpose  which  always  sprung  from  dH| 
conviction.   They  believed  that  dzinkni 
in  Ireland  was  the  curse  of  the  ooontiT. 
and  that  the  suppressiou  of  the  lak  i, 
all  kinds  of  alcoholic  stimulants  wu» 
cessary  for  the  welfare  of  the  paopk 
There  was  another  class  who  sappom 
this  Bill  from  a  deep  conviction  that  Ai 
keeping  of  the  Sabbath  in  the  SeoiA 
fashion — if  he  might  use  the  ezpraaai 
— was  a  matter  which  would  tend  to  Ai 
eternal  welfare  of  their  countEymen,  asl 
at  the  same  time   would   be  attflodil 
with     great    social     advantages.     Hi 
thought  he  was  safe    in    statini^  thil 
the  agitation  in  favour  of  this  Bill  bal 
been  promoted  by  gentlemen  who  wen 
actuated  by  the  motives  he  had  mes* 
tioned,  and  who  refi^arded  this  Bill  bvt 
as  a  step  in  the  right  direction.    Nov. 
everyone  acquainted  with  Ireland  eosld 
readily  imagine   how   easy  it  was  for 
able  and  energetic  men,  such  as  he  had 
described,  to  obtain  signatures  to  Peti- 
tions in  favour  of  this  measure,    lies 
were  often  induced  by  their  friends  ts 
sign   Petitions   on    matters    in  which, 
though  their  friends  were,  they  them- 
selves did  not  feel  deeply  interested.  He 
believed  there  were  several  questiolu  in 
Ireland  which  many  hon.    Memben  of 
that  House  might  regard  as  extremely 
dangerous,  but  in  which  larg^  numben 
of  the  Irish  people  felt  g^reat  intereiL 
and  they  would  laugh  at  the  idea  U 
putting  the  Sunday  Closings  Bill  befoiv 
those  questions.     The  number  of  Peti- 
tions in  favour  of   the   Bill    was    not 
therefore  to  be  regarded  as  a  oonclusiTe 
proof   of   the    existence    of    any   deep 
feeling  on  the  part  of  the  people,  thongn 
he  was  not  prepared  to  deny  that  there 
was  a  strong  feeling  amongst  a  nume- 
rous class  in  its  favour.     This  question 
had  been  discussed  in  that  House  from 
a  point  of  view  in  which  he  declined  to 
consider  it.     It  had  been  said  this  was  a 
question  between  the  vintner  on  the  one 
side  and  the  advocates  of  Sabbatarian- 
ism and  teetotalism  on  the  other.  There 
was,  however,  a  class  of  people  in  Ire- 
land that  belonged  to  neither  of  these 
sections.     These  were  the  ordinaxy  in- 
habitants of  the  country,  who  did  not 
hold  strict  views  on  the  subject  of  Sab- 
bath observance,  and  who  had  no  trade 
interests  in  the  sale   of  alcohol.      He 
felt  that  on  this  question  as  on  many 
others  a    **  Left   Centre "    policy   had 
best  bo  adopted.     When  they  were  con* 
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•idaring  a  question  of  this  magnitude 
fhe    opinions    and    interests    of    these 

EN>ple  should  be  considered.  The  only 
toest  they  ought  to  consider  was 
aoi  that  of  the  vintner,  but  of  the 
paUic ;  and  if  he  understood  that  in- 
tarest,  it  would  bo  promoted  not  by  the 
total  closing  of  the  public-houses  on  a 
Sunday,  but  by  the  early  closing  of  those 
lionaes  on  Saturday  nights.  That  was 
ihe  course  ho  would  suggest.  It  was  in 
ihe  larffe  towns  that  the  drinking  took 
plaoe,  but  the  object  of  the  Govem- 
ment  seemed  to  be  to  continue  intem- 
perance in  the  large  towns,  the  only 
places  which  in  fact  needed  to  be  legis- 
wed  for.  No  doubt,  many  of  the  most 
vaapectable  inhabitants  of  the  coun- 
tiea,  especially  members  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  and  of  other  Protestant 
denominations,  were  in  favour  of  Sun- 
dl^  closing,  and  no  one  more  tho- 
xooghly  acknowledged  than  he  did  the 
absolute  necessity  of  respecting  the  re- 
ligious feelings  of  all  classes  of  the  com- 
munity, but  at  the  same  time  he  did  not 
think  it  was  necessary  to  a  well-spent 
Sabbath  that  they  should  have  so  strin- 

Bmt  a  measure  passed.  Would  any  hon. 
ember  assert  that  the  Irish  people 
were  anxious  to  have  a  **  Scotch ''  Sab- 
bath forced  upon  their  country?  He 
woold  not  say  it  would  lead  to  a  revolu- 
tion ;  but  of  this  he  was  sure,  that  it  would 
give  rise  to  an  enormous  amount  of  dis- 
satisfaction, and  to  that  rowdyism  which 
some  people  said  it  was  the  object  of  the 
BQl  to  repress.  He  believed  that  the 
populace  had  not  been  considered  on  this 
question.  Although  they  had  had  in- 
quiries by  Committees  and  Commis- 
sions, he  believed  there  was  less  in- 
temperance in  Ireland  of  late  than  in 
the  time  past.  He  was  free  to  confess, 
however,  that  the  proper  course  to  adopt 
would  be  to  dose  the  public-houses  at, 
■ay,  8  o'clock  on  Saturday  evening,  as 
the  great  evil  which  existed  was  that 
their  remaining  open  after  that  hour 
aflbrded  undue  facilities  for  the  spend- 
ing of  the  wages  of  the  working  classes. 
He  protested  SjO^ainst  the  large  towns 
being  excluded  m>m  the  operation  of  the 
Bill,  if  it  were  to  pass,  as  they  were  the 
only  places  the  drinking  in  which  would 
at  all  justify  the  proposing  of  such  a 
measnre  as  the  present.  He  had  not 
taken  any  part  in  those  discussions  here- 
tofote,  and  he  would  not  have  taken  any 


part  then,  if  the  Bill  remained  as  it  had 


been  originally  introduced ;  but  he  would 
bo  no  party  to  the  imputation  which 
was  sought  to  be  cast  upon  the  agri- 
cultural districts  by  this  amended  Bill, 
that  they  required  this  special  legis- 
lation. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFORD 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  that 
the  great  evil  which  existed  was  the  late 
hours  to  which  the  public-houses  re- 
mained open  on  Saturday  nights.  An 
Irishman  was  generous  at  all  times,  but 
he  was  additionally  generous  when  he 
had  taken  a  little  drink,  and  with  his 
week's  earnings  in  his  pocket  ho  was 
likely  not  only  to  drink  himself,  but  to 
treat  those  whom  he  met  at  the  public- 
house,  and  thus  the  money  which  ought 
to  be  handed  to  his  wife  he  would  very 
likely  spend  upon  others.  Then,  having 
drunk  on  Saturday  night,  it  was  probable 
he  would  drink  also  on  Sunday,  and  be 
unable  to  g^  to  his  work  on  Monday 
morning.  It  was  true  that  in  many 
places  where  drink  was  retailed,  eatables 
and  clothing  were  also  sold,  but  no  in- 
convenience would  arise  from  that  fact, 
as  people  would  be  led  to  purchase  what 
they  required  on  the  morning  of  Satur- 
day, if  the  evening  hours  were  restricted. 
What  he  should  like  to  see  was  an  early 
closing  on  Saturday  afternoons  or  eve- 
nings, and  a  restriction  of  the  hours  of 
remaining  open  on  Sundays  to,  say,  five 
hours.  One  great  reason  why  he  voted 
against  the  entire  closing  on  Sundays 
was,  that  he  believed  it  would  not  attain 
its  avowed  object  of  putting  a  stop  to 
drinking  in  Ireland.  Let  them  punish 
the  drunkard  more,  but  not  those  who 
had  but  one  day  in  the  week  for  recrea- 
tion and  amusement,  and  who  did  not 
even  think  of  getting  drunk.  These 
were,  however,  the  people  they  would 
punish  if  they  passed  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SWANSTON  said,  that  he  had 
not  heretofore  expressed  any  opinion  on 
the  Bill  before  the  House,  but  in  con- 
sequence of  its  altered  position  in  con- 
sequence of  the  probable  adoption  of  the 
proposals  made  by  the  Government  with 
the  view  of  enabling  the  inhabitants  of 
the  large  towns  in  Ireland  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  obtaining  refreshment  on 
Sundays,  while  the  residents  of  the 
boroughs  in  that  country  whose  numbers 
were  not  equal  to  those  in  the  large 
towns  would  be  deprived  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  having  such  refreshment  on, 
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that  day,  he  felt,  as  a  Member  of  an 
Irish  borough,  that  he  ought  to  express 
the  feeling  which  he  entertained,  that 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  in  this 
respect  was  most  objectionable  and  un- 
fair. And  this,  he  believed,  was  the 
view  entertained  on  this  branch  of  the 
subject  by  the  Representatives  of  the 
other  boroughs  of  Ireland.  They  felt 
that  before  the  Government  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  inhabitants  of 
Irish  boroughs  should  thus  be  deprived 
of  the  means  of  obtaining  refreshment 
in  public-houses  on  the  Sunday  the 
opinions  of  those  inhabitants  ought  to 
have  been  taken  on  the  subject.  This 
course  had  been  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  respect  to  the  ratepayers  of  the 
large  towns  in  Ireland,  and  a  similar 
course  ought  to  have  been  pursued  in 
respect  to  the  ratepayers  of  the  boroughs. 
By  the  clauses  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment the  city  of  Cork,  which  had  a  popu- 
lation of  100,000  persons,  had  been  ex- 
cluded from  the  operation  of  the  Bill, 
while  the  borough  of  Bandon,  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent,  and  the 
other  boroughs  in  the  county  of  Cork, 
which  contained,  in  the  aggregate, 
60,000  inhabitants,  and  which  were 
situated  in  large  and  important  agri- 
cultural districts,  were  to  be  deprived  of 
the  privilege  conceded  to  the  citizens  of 
the  city  of  Cork  in  respect  to  refreshment 
on  a  Sunday,  and  this  course  was  adopted 
by  the  Government  without  means 
having  been  taken  to  learn  what  were 
the  views  of  the  ratepayers  and  inhabi- 
tants of  those  boroughs.  As  ho  had 
stated  previously,  he  considered  this  to 
be  a  great  injustice,  and  he  thought  an 
opportunity  ought  to  be  afforded  to  the 
inhabitants  of  the  towns  and  boroughs 
in  Ireland,  each  of  which  contained  a 
less  population  than  10,000  persons,  to 
express  their  opinion  on  the  subject. 
This  might  bo  done  by  postponing  the 
further  progress  of  the  Bill  until  next 
Session — the  opportunity  being  thus  af- 
forded of  learning  in  the  meantime 
what  that  opinion  was.  When  this  Bill 
was  before  the  House  on  a  former  oc- 
casion, he  had  taken  no  part  in  respect 
to  it.  He  had  walked  out  of  the  House 
without  voting  upon  it,  and  he  would 
adopt  the  same  course  that  day,  in  the 
hope  that  when  the  measure  was  brought 
forward  next  Session  the  Government 
would  have  taken  means  to  ascertain  the 
opinion  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  boroughs 


that  were  to  be  affected  by  fhe  in» 
sure. 

Mb.  MAETEN  said,  it  was  aDigil 
that    the    Bill  was   demanded  lyj  lb 
almost  unanimous  feelings  of  the  pmh 
of  Ireland,  but  they  must  draw  a  m 
tinction  between  those   who  would  al 
those  who  would  not  be  affected  by  Ai 
measure.     Those    who    would   not  W 
affected  by  the  Bill  were  the  hig^ 
classes,  who  remained  in  their  hooaeiv 
had  recourse  to  their  clubs,  where  thw 
coidd  obtain  all  they  required;  whik 
those  who  would  be  affected  byitsopen- 
tion  would  be  the  poorer  classes,  who  \tk 
no  other  place  to  resort  to  on  the  Simdij 
but  the  public-house  to  obtain  the  » 
freshment  they  required.     A  jfefer— 
to  this  point  naturally  suggested  wlitt 
occurred  in  London  in  1855,  when  th* 
present  Lord  Ebury,  then  Ijord  Bobcii 
Grosvenor,  brought  in  his  Bill  agaiuC 
Sunday  trading  in  London.     At  fint,  th* 
effect  of  that  Bill  was  not  underrtooi 
by  the  people  generally;  but  after th* 
second  reading   the    people   saw  wh^ 
would  be  its  effect,  ana  then  oonuneoflBi 
scenes  of  rioting  in  Hyde  Park  wUck 
lasted    several    Sundays,     and    showed 
what  the  feeling  of  the  people  wss  m 
reference  to  a  measure  affecting  their 
interests.    At  first  the  measure  was  in- 
posed  to  have  had  the  sanction  of  ne 
public,   and    the    House   of    Commosf 
agreed  to  the  second  reading  without  the 
slightest  opposition.  What  subsequentlj 
took  place — namely,  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill,  proved  that  the  Legislature  was 
mistaken,  and  this  showed  how  easy  it 
was  for  Parliament  to  be  misled  for  a 
time  as  to  the  tendency  of  public  opinion. 
This  fact  proved  how  careful  they  oo^ 
to  be  before  legislating  on   a  popiutf 
subject  like  that   under  consideratioii. 
to  see  that  the  measure  was  one  that 
would  be  acceptable  to  those  who  were 
to  be  affected  by  it.    This  measure,  if 
passed,  would  injure  the  honest  booee- 
holder  and    the  working  man  by  de- 
priving them  of  their  dinner  beer  on  a 
Sunday,  and  would  in  this  way  be  a 
great  hardship  and  injustice  to  that  daai 
of  the  community ;  while  it  would,  on 
the  other  hand,  encourage  sham  htmd  iU$ 
travelling,   as  English  leg^islation   Lsd 
done  when  it  led  to  the  running  of  bond 
fide  traveller's  omnibuses  on  the  Sunday 
and  such  like  expedients,  by  which  intem- 
perance was  created  rather  than  lessenedv 
and  which,   by  enabling  men  to  go  a 
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diort  distance  from  town  to  g^t  that  drink 
which  they  could  not  obtain  in  their  own 
aeighbourhood,  increased  the  evils  of 
finndaj  drinking  by  leading  to  the  dis- 
oomfort  of  the  wives  and  families  of  the 

Cms  who  took  advantage  of  this  sham 
/de  traveller  privilege.  But  it  had 
been  said  that  the  curse  of  Ireland  was 
ihe  intemperance  of  the  people  owing  to 
the  use  of  ardent  spirits,  which  led,  it 
WM  said,  to  violence  and  crime.  But 
the  statistics  of  Ireland  showed  that 
there  was  a  g^at  diminution  of  intem- 
perance and  crime  in  Ireland;  and,  if 
ttiat  were  so,  would  it  not  be  wise  to  let 
well  alone  ?  He  thought  he  was  safe  in 
■aying  that  a  ^eat  change  for  the  better 
was  going  on  in  Ireland,  and  this  did  not 
want  to  De  stimulated  by  a  measure  of 
this  kind.  He  judged  of  this  from  the 
fkot  that  there  was  a  large  increase  in 
the  amounts  deposited  by  the  people  in 
the  savings  banks,  and  that  this  increase 
of  saving  was  accompanied  by  a  con- 
siderable decrease  of  intexnperance.  He 
had  come  down  to  the  House  unpro- 
vided with  any  elaborate  details,  but  all 
the  authorities  confirmed  this — that  any 
measure  which  would  shut  up  the  public- 
houses  altogether  would  be  likely  to  do 
more  harm  than  good.  He  would,  how- 
ever, with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
xefer  to  what  had  been  said  during  the 
late  Assizes  in  Ireland  by  one  of  Her 
Mi^estr's  Judges.  He  told  the  Grand 
Jniy  wat  he  had  no  confidence  in  a 
measure  of  this  kind  proving  satisfactory 
to  the  countiy,  or  that  it  was  possible  to 
make  the  people  sober  by  statute ;  that 
if  they  wished  to  achieve  that  object 
they  could  only  do  it  by  educating  the 
pec^e,  by  improving  the  dwellings  of 
the  poor,  and  by  the  continued  efforts  of 
the  clergy  of  aJl  denominations.  That 
was  ihe  testimony  of  a  man  well  qualified 
to  judge  of  what  might  be  the  result  of 
legLslation    such    as    this.     He    would 

a  note  another  piece  of  evidence,  and  that 
tie  evidence  of  one  equally  competent 
to  form  a  correct  judgment  on  the  ques- 
tion. Mr.  Payne,  Lord  Bantry's  agent, 
Bpeakinff  of  the  district  in  which  he 
hved,  told  tiiem  that  the  population  of 
it  was  of  three  classes — a  town  popula- 
tion,  a  rural  one,  and  one  connected  with 
the  sea.  They  numbered  in  all  80,000 
people,  and  during  the  last  year  311  of 
them  had  been  prosecuted  for  drunken- 
neae,  whioh  was  at  the  rate  for  one  year 
of  one  man  out  of  every  100.    With 


these  figures  before  him  he  did  not  see 
how  drunkenness  could  be  charged 
against  the  Irish  people  as  a  national 
sin,  or  that  there  was  any  reason  for 
what  ho  could  not  but  call  class  legisla- 
tion. He  had  also  the  expression  of 
public  opinion  of  great  weight  in  the 
newspapers  of  the  country,  warning 
them  that  if  this  Bill  shoiild  pass  it 
would  not  have  the  effects  expected  from 
it.  He  would  now  refer  to  what  had 
been  said  about  the  satisfactory  working 
of  the  Forbes-Mackenzie  Act  in  Scotland. 
Now,  all  the  testimony  which  came  to 
him  on  that  question  went  to  show  that, 
although  the  closing  of  public-houses 
had  led  to  an  improvement  in  the  outer 
show  of  decorum,  Sunday  drinking 
being,  by  its  means,  concealed  to  a  groat 
extent  from  public  view,  yet  the  quantity 
of  alcoholic  drink  now  consumed  was 
greater  than  it  had  been  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act  to  which  he  had  just 
referred.  But,  supposing  it  to  be  satis- 
factory, then  he  would  say  the  habits  of 
the  Scotch  people  were  different  from 
those  of  the  English  and  the  Irish.  The 
Presbyterian  Church  required  the  strict 
observance  of  the  Sabbath,  and  on  that 
day  put  a  restraint  upon  everything 
which  might  look  like  cheerfulness  and 
jollity.  It  would,  then,  be  altogether 
illogical  to  endeavour  to  apply  to  the 
case  of  Ireland,  where  the  people  had  a 
different  mode  of  observing  the  day,  a 
measure  which  might  suit  the  more  Cal- 
vinistic  habits  of  the  Scotch.  They 
coidd  not,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
reason  from  the  case  of  Scotland  to  the 
case  of  Ireland.  Thanking  the  House 
for  the  patience  with  which  it  had 
listened  to  his  observations,  he  would 
conclude  by  saying  that  while  they  were 
all  agreed  in  the  common  object  of  pro- 
moting sobriety,  they  were  all  equally 
agreed  not  to  adopt  even  for  that  object 
any  measures  of  a  tyrannical  character, 
or  that  pressed  upon  the  natural  liberty 
of  their  fellow-men. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  said,  he  would  not 
have  addressed  the  House  had  it  not 
been  for  the  speech  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Marten) 
had  just  made  in  regard  to  Scotland. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  stated 
that  he  had  made  particular  inquiries 
with  regard  to  Scotland,  and  said  he  was 
ready  to  supply  the  House  with  impor- 
tant facts;  but  afber  listening  to  him 
attentively  he  (Mr.  McLaren)  had  been. 
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tillable  to  find  anything  of  the  kind. 
No  doubt  there  was  a  great  deal  of  as- 
sertion which  might  help  to  spin  out  the 
discussion  and  talk  out  the  Bill,  but  it 
did  not  at  all  help  the  argument.  In 
talking  about  the  Sabbatarians  of  Scot- 
land and  the  intemperance  of  the  people, 
a  little  more  acquaintance  with  Scotland 
would  prove  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  that  his  facts  did  not  exist  to 
anything  like  the  degree  which  he  im- 
agined to  be  the  case.  Even  if  it  were 
true,  his  remarks  would  apply  not  to  the 
Presbyterian  people  alone,  because  there 
was  a  large  Irish  population  in  Scotland, 
and  surely  they  would  rebel  against  the 
state  of  things  indicated  if  such  were  the 
case.  The  Census  Eeturns  of  1871 
showed  that  the  Irish  persons  resident  in 
Glasgow  alone — persons  born  in  Ireland, 
irrespective  of  children  born  in  Glasgow 
— numbered  75,000,  constituting  a  popu- 
lation larger  than  that  of  the  city  of  Cork. 
Did  they  complain  ?  Were  they  on  the 
eve  of  rebellion  ?  For  all  he  knew, 
they  were  as  content  with  the  Sunday 
closing  law  as  the  rest  of  the  popula- 
tion. They  sutforod  all  the  disadvan- 
tages of  other  people,  and  yet  he  never 
heard  anything  about  their  dissatisfac- 
tion. In  the  city  he  represented  (Edin- 
burgh) there  were  about  9,000  persons 
bom  in  Ireland,  apart  from  children 
bom  in  Scotland,  and  ho  never  heard  of 
any  Irish  man  or  woman  complaining  in 
any  manner  about  the  closing  of  public- 
houses  on  Sundays.  A  good  many  of 
them  in  the  lower  quarters  of  the  town 
had  licences  to  sell  spirits,  either  public- 
house  licences  or  grocers'  licences,  but 
he  believed  they  were  just  as  amenable 
to  the  law  as  any  other  class,  and  as  well 
disposed  to  have  the  Sunday's  rest.  If 
they  were  to  poll  the  licensed  victuallers 
in  the  city  he  represented,  and  ask  them 
whether  they  would  bo  opened  or  closed  on 
Sundays,  they  would  say — "By  no  means 
have  public-houses  open  on  Sundays." 
Before  the  Scotch  Act  passed  he  had 
been  chief  magistrate  of  tlio  city,  and  at 
that  time  went  among  the  publicans  in 
the  low  neighbourhoods  to  entreat  them 
to  close  their  houses  on  Sundays.  He 
got  1 45  to  shut  up  tlieir  houses  volun- 
tarily on  Sundays,  but  in  time  the  num- 
bers fell  off.  They  said  if  they  could  get 
a  general  law  for  tlio  purpose  they  would 
bo  delighted,  but  that  wlien  they  shut 
their  houses  and  their  neighbours  kept 
open,  the  neighbours  got  not  only  the 

Mr,  Ji^Larm 


Sunday  trade  but  the  trade  of  the  wUi 
of  the  week,  because  the  one  eUnnR 
thought  to  be  obliging'  to  their  oi' 
tomers  and  the  others  disobliffing.  Ik 
hon.  and  leamed  Member  had  gira 
no  facts.  He  said  there  was  as  miA 
liquor  drunk  in  Scotland  on  Sandayii 
formerly,  or  perhaps  more.  If  that  wsi 
the  case,  men  would  appear  drank  in  Ai 
streets.  When  men  g^t  drink  tlur 
liked  to  go  about  in  their  tipsy  state  iii 
see  what  was  going  on.  The  drink  ofo^ 
powered  them  when  they  got  intotheopa 
air,  and  they  were  taken  up  by  the  pdb». 
What  did  the  police  statistics  aliov? 
The  police  statistics  were  published  erefft 
year,  and  what  was  the  state  of  mmttm 
for  the  last  23  years  since  the  Foibn- 
Mackenzie  Act  was  passed  ?  The  lul 
yearly  publication  was  issued  a  few  din 
ago.  It  was  made  up  by  the  police  aod 
at  the  expense  of  the  magistrates  of 
Edinburgh,  and  from  these  Betnnu  te 
could  give  the  hon.  and  leamed  Gkntk- 
man  some  facts  which  it  would  be  wdl 
for  him  to  ponder ;  and  if  he  was  at  i 
loss  for  facts  in  another  discusiioB. 
these  would  be  found  accurate,  and 
very  useful.  The  Ketums  were  made  sp 
in  different  tables.  One  showed  thf 
number  of  persons  who  were  fonnd 
drunk  and  incapable  in  the  streets  during 
the  last  24  years,  and  he  would  be  happr, 
after  he  had  done  with  it,  to  give  the  dob. 
and  leamed  Member  his  copy  of  the  pob- 
lication  because  he  could  get  another. 
First,  he  would  contrast  the  Hetumsnor 
with  those  24  years  ago,  on  the  subject 
of  drunkenness,  and  let  him  remind  the 
House  that  the  city  had  not  the  same 
population  then  as  now,  but  had  enor- 
mously increased — more  than  one-fourth 
— and  therefore,  if  the  Act  had  produced 
no  effect  for  good  or  evil,  the  cases  of 
drunkenness  ought  to  be  one-fouzth 
more  in  number  than  they  were  at  the 
c()mm(»ncoment  of  this  table.  The  nnm- 
ber  of  persons  taken  up  by  the  police 
between  8  o'clock  on  Sunday  morning 
and  8  o'clock  on  !Monday  in  the  year 
before  tlio  passing  of  the  Act  was  403, 
and  if  the  number  had  increased  with 
the  population,  it  would  now  be  100 
more.  Now,  what  were  the  numbers  last 
y(»ar?  Forty-six  in  place  of  403.  It 
might  be  said  that  those  who  kept  them- 
selves sober  on  Sundays  went  to  drink 
tlieir  fill  on  the  Mondays.  The  table  for 
Mondays  showed  that  the  cases  24  yean 
ago  were  770,  and  by  increase  of  popa< 
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lation  should  now  be  1,000.  The  nnm- 
1>er  now  was  268,  in  place  of  1,000. 
Bat  it  might  be  said  tnat  if  l^ey  did 
aot  go  to  excess  on  Sunday  or  Mon- 
daj,  they  would  give  way  on  Saturday, 
Ud  would  drink  an  extraordinary 
^iimntity  then.  Haying  looked  up  the 
munbers  in  the  police  Upturns,  he  found 
llie  number  of  cases  on  Saturdays  24 
narsago  was  1 ,200,  and  should  now  have 
men  1,500.  The  number  now  was  517. 
Now,  he  thought  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  if  he  pondered  over  these 
flungs,  would  be  unable  to  say  there 
was  more  drunkenness  in  Scotland  since 
the  Act  was  passed.  He  could  assure 
lum,  and  he  could  assure  the  House, 
fhat  what  was  called  the  Sabbatarian 
party  in  Scotland — men  who  professed  to 
oe  exceedingly  strict  in  their  observance 
of  the  Sabbath — did  not  hold  this  ques- 
tion in  their  hands  exclusively.  He  be- 
Beyed  most  of  the  anti-Sabbatarian 
people  were  just  as  willing  to  adopt  the 
eloaing  of  public-houses  as  the  Sabba- 
tarian people.  He  entreated  the  House 
to  pass  the  Bill,  and  if  they  did  so  he  be- 
Keved  they  would  confer  the  greatest 
good  on  Ireland  that  ever  had   been 

conferred.  

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
would  treat  the  Bill  as  if  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
fcrmed  a  portion  of  it,  for  they  all  knew 
tiiat  unless  those  Amendments  were  ac- 
oepted,  the  Bill  would  not  be  carried 
into  law  at  all.  If  they  did  accept  those 
Amendments,  then  he  would  say  the  Bill 
would  not  be  satisfactory  to  anyone.  A 
meeting  which  had  been  just  held  at 
BelfSut  under  the  presidency  of  the 
Mayor  of  that  town  to  consider  the 
matter,  expressed  its  surprise  and  regret 
at  the  nature  of  those  Amendments  and 
declared  that  no  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion would  be  satisfactory  which  altered 
the  principle  of  this  Bill.  He  was  quite 
aware  of  the  pains  which  had  been  taken 
by  the  advocates  of  the  measure  to  col- 
lect Petitions  in  favour  of  it,  and  he  quite 
admitted  that  they  showed  by  statistics 
that  it  might  lead  to  outward  decorum 
and  good  order,  but  he  denied  that  they 
Topreeented  what  were  the  feelings  of 
the  people  who  were  the  most  interested 
in  the  matter.  The  persons  who  signed 
thoee  Petitions  were  such  zealous  friends 
of  decorum  and  good  order  that  they 
would  even  doee  the  public-houses  alto- 
geCher,  and  he  did  not  know  if  he  would 


object  to  that,  if  it  were  only  to  see  how 
far  the  country  would  stand  it.  He  was 
ready  to  admit  that  the  Forbes-Mac- 
kenzie Act  was  working  on  the  side  of 
decorum,  but  the  statistics  did  not  carry 
the  case  beyond  that.  He  found  that 
whereas  in  Ireland  the  annual  consump- 
tion of  alcoholic  drink,  or  its  equivalent 
— that  was  to  say,  the  consumption  of  all 
intoxicating  beverages,  foreign  spirits, 
wines  and  brewers'  drinks,  calculated  on 
the  equivalent  of  strength  to  the  gallon 
of  proof  spirits — was  three  gallons  per 
head,  it  was  in  Scotland  four  and  a-half 
gallons  per  head;  these  were  the  pro- 
portions of  the  relative  consumption, 
notwithstanding  all  the  reports  they 
had  received  of  the  benefits  which  Scot- 
land had  derived  from  the  closing  of 
public-houses  on  Sunday.  In  other 
words,  the  Scotch,  notwithstanding  all 
their  Sabbatarian  pretensions  and  the 
rigid  regulations  in  force  drank  50  per 
cent  more  than  the  Irish  did.  That,  he 
thought,  satisfactorily  disposed  of  the 
argument  taken  from  the  working  of  the 
Forbes-Mackenzie  Act.  [Mr.  M'Laren  : 
No,  no!]  He  could  not  see  how  the 
hon.  Gentleman  could  get  over  the  fact 
that  the  inhabitants  of  Scotland,  includ- 
ing the  70,000  Irish  in  Glasgow,  drank 
the  equivalent  of  four  and  a-half  gallons 
of  proof  spirit  per  head,  whereas  the 
inhabitants  of  Ireland  drank  only  three 
gallons.  These  statistics  might  be  er- 
roneous, but  they  were  based  on  those 
which  had  been  obtained  from  the  Go- 
vernment by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dum- 
barton (Mr.  Orr  Ewing)  for  quite  a 
different  object — namely,  to  show  what 
Scotland  more  than  Ireland  paid  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer. 

Mr.  M*LAEEN  said,  it  was  quite  a 
0iist&.k6 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  the 
figures  had  been  already  used  without 
challenge  in  another  debate  in  this 
House.  Ho  had  taken  them  from  the 
Parliamentary  Report,  and  if  they  were 
erroneous,  he  was  not  accountable. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  there  were  two 
sets  of  Eetums,  and  those  which  the  hon. 
Member  referred  to  were  altogether 
wrong.  They  were  Eetums  showing  how 
many  gallons  of  spirits  were  distilled 
in  Scotland,  and  not  how  many  were 
consumed.  The  hon.  Member  had  given 
the  number  of  gallons  distilled  in  Scot- 
land, but  he  had  not  taken  into  accoimt 
that  a  large  portion  went  to  England. 
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Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  lie 
might  make  the  same  assertion  with  re- 
spect to  the  Irish  Eetum  ;  in  reality 
the  figures  represented  the  quantities 
respectively  entered  for  home  consump- 
tion, but,  perhaps,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  wished  to  convey  the  idea 
that  the  whiskey  entered  for  home  con- 
sumption in  Scotland  was  conveyed  in 
bond  across  the  border  and  consumed, 
but  he  apprehended  this  also  occurred 
to  some  extent  in  the  case  of  Irish 
spirits,  and  ho  would  therefore  say  that 
while  the  relative  consumption  of  proof 
spirit  in  Scotland  and  in  Ireland  was 
such  as  he  had  just  mentioned,  it  in  Eng- 
land amounted  to  seven  gallons  per  head. 
If,  then,  the  question  whether  the  House 
should  pass  this  Bill  rested  merely  upon 
the  question  of  the  extent  of  consump- 
tion, he  did  not  see  what  reason  they 
could  have  for  closing  the  public-houses 
in  Ireland.  It  might  be  a  good  thing 
to  close  public-houses  in  Ireland  alto- 
gether on  Sunday,  because  that  might 
serve  as  an  indication  of  what  the  Irish 
people  would  stand  in  that  direction. 
He  hold,  however,  that  this  was  not  a 
Bill  to  close  the  public-houses,  but  one 
to  open  them  for  that  ubiquitous  gentle- 
man the  ho7ui  fid^  traveller.  He  could 
not  see  on  what  principle  it  was  pro- 
posed on  Sunday  to  entirely  close  the 
public-houses  in  towns  under  10,000  in- 
habitants, wliile  they  wore  to  be  allowed 
to  keep  open  for  certain  hours  on  that  day 
in  towns  whoso  ^wpulation  oxcoeded  that 
number.  Tlioro  would  not  be  any  use  in 
passing  this  Bill,  for,  as  ho  gathered  from 
the  Belfast  meeting,  the  moment  it  passed 
the  agitation  in  respect  to  it  would  begin 
again.  If  it  wore  a  measure  that  was 
calculated  to  finally  settle  the  question 
he  might  vote  for  it.  He  would  not  have 
spoken  had  it  not  been  that  he  wished 
to  dispel  the  utter  delusion  that  sobriety 
had  boon  promoted  in  Scotland  by  the 
oi)orati(»u  of  the  Forbos-^Mackenzie  Act. 
Whatever  might  be  the  result  of  this 
Motion  he  should  not  vote  one  way  or 
the  other,  but  leave  it  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  get  rid  of  the  important  respon- 
sibility which  thoy  had  undertaken  when 
the  Chief  Socretary  for  Ireland  imder- 
took  to  introduce  his  Amendments  into 
the  Bill. 

Sir  WALTER  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  had  been  in  the  hope  that  some  ar- 
rangement might  have  been  made  by 
wliich  a  Bill  for  Sunday  closing  in  Ire- 


land could  have  been  carried  fhit  nk; 
but  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  he  haii  M 
heard  a  single  Member  speak  a  wardii 
favour  of  the  Amendments  placed  opa 
the  Paper  by  the   Government,  or  de- 
clare that  they  would   in  the  BlighM 
respect  improve  the  measure.    He  lial 
always  consistently  Oj^posed  the  KlLbi- 
cause    he  regarded  it  as  belonging  to 
that  class  of  measures  wbich,  as  an  in- 
terference with  personal   liberty,  wm 
objectionable.    At  the  same  time,  he  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  a  strong  feelii; 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  when  the  B»- 
solution  of  the  hon.  Member  forLondoB- 
derry  (Mr.  E.   Smyth)  was  before  tbi 
House,  he  did  say  that,  as   that  pablie 
feeling  had  been  so  strongly  ezpreiMd 
in  favour  of  it,  the  Gt>vemment  on^ 
to  take  the  matter  in  hand,  and  see  if 
they  could  not  bring  forward  a  satisfiu- 
tory  measure.    Looking  to  the  Amenl* 
ments  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  he  vu 
bound  to  say  they  were  not  of  that  chft* 
racter  which    he    expected    from  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  neither  did  he 
think  they  would  effectually  satisfy  tltf 
demands  of   the    Irish  people  in   tlu 
matter.     He  quite  agreed  with  the  hoa 
Baronet  the  Member  for  King's  Conntj 
(Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  that  the  Bill  wonld 
convey  the  impression  that   by  restrict- 
ing the  hours  only  in  the   towns,  and 
completely  closing  the  public-houses  in 
the  country,   the  Government    showed 
that  it  was  their  opinion  that  drunken- 
ness   prevailed    more    largely    in    the 
country  than  in  the  towns,  or  that  then 
was  an  absence  in  the  countty  of  the 
organization  that  existed  in  the  tovni 
to  whose  pressure  the  Government  had 
yielded.     In  his  opinion,  if  the  Bill  wm 
good  for  the  country  it  was  equally  good 
for  tlie  towns,  and  no  invidious  distiiie- 
tion  should  be  drawn  between  them.  He 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  in  the 
present  state  of  feeling  on  the  part  of 
hon.    Members  on  both   sides  of  the 
House,  and  at  that  late  period  of  the 
Session,  it  was  impossible  that  the  mea- 
sure could  become  law  that  year,  and 
therefore   he   should    recommend    Her 
iNfajesty's    Government    to    advise  the 
witlidrawal  of  the  Bill  now,  with  the 
view  of  their   considering    the    matter 
carefully  during  the  Eecess,  and  intro- 
ducing a  properly-framed  measure  on 
their  own  responsibility  next  Session; 
treating  all  localities  alike  with  respect 
to  the  Sunday  restrictions.     He  hc^ed 
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Ids  rigbt  hon.  Friend,  who  had  placed 
Mrenu  Amendments  on  the  Paper  in 
reference  to  the  Bill,  whose  important 
poaition  in  relation  to  Ireland  gave  him 
mch  ample  opportunities  of  obtaining 
information,  and  who  had  already  done 
Biiioh  good  service  for  that  country, 
iroold  see  that  the  postponement  of  the 
measure  at  present  would  he  more  likely 
to  promote  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  and 
to  lead  to  a  reasonable  settlement  of 
the  question,  than  could  he  hoped  for  at 
vvesent* 

Mn.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  he 
was  one  of  those  who  found  it  hard  to 
approve  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  hut 
as  public  opinion  had  not  been  opposed 
to  it,  in  a  preponderance,  in  his  consti- 
tuency, he  had  always  abstained  from 
recording  a  vote  against  its  principle, 
resting  satisfied  with  an  expression  of 
his  views.  He  believed  that  the  reality 
of  the  legislation  had  come  on  the  people 
of  Ireland  by  surprise,  and  he  thought 
it  desirable  that  it  should  be  withdrawn 
for  the  present,  in  order  that  his  con- 
stituents might  have  time  for  expressing 
their  opinion  on  it  by  next  Session.  For 
his  own  part,  he  beHeved  that  the  per- 
sons to  be  consulted  on  this  question 
most  carefully,  were  the  massdb  whose 
personal  liberty  would  be  interfered  with 
DY  the  measure,  not  the  upper  and  middle 
cfaaeos  of  society,  not  the  priests,  par- 
sons, and  householders,  but  the  artizans, 
who  had  neither  families  nor  homes.  It 
was  the  absence  of  other  amusement 
that  drove  these  men  into  the  public- 
liouses  on  a  Sunday,  and  if  the  public- 
houses  were  closed  these  men  would 
liave  no  other  occupation  on  Sunday  but 
to  lounge  at  the  comers  of  the  streets. 
Bach  men  were  not  in  the  habit  of  ex- 
pressing their  opinions  in  a  constitu- 
tional manner,  and  that  was  one  reason 
why  so  little  opposition  had  been  heard 
to  the  Bill.  They  had  not  petitioned  in 
any  great  numbers — first,  because,  as 
lie  thought,  they  did  not  regard  the 
proceedings  of  the  agitation  as  anything 
more  than  a  counterpart  of  the  Permis- 
sive Bill  agitation,  and  they  thought  the 
Bill  too  absurd  to  become  law,  believing 
it  to  have  been  brought  forward  by  a 
few  Dissenting  ministers  and  agitators 
in  sQpport  of  a  crotchet.  When  it  was 
ftmndC  however,  that  it  was  seriously 
intended  to  pass  such  a  measure  these 
neofde  would   see  that  the  time  had 

fmd  fm  tiiem  to  speak,   and  they 
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would  probably  manifest  their  opinion 
on  the  matter  during  the  Becess.  Such 
opposition  as  there  had  been  to  the  Bill 
had  been  got  up  by  the  licensed  victual- 
lers, and  in  consequence  of  their  indis- 
creet language  with  regard  to  the  Na- 
tional Party  in  Ireland,  the  people  had 
declined  to  take  part  in  it.  That,  how- 
ever, could  not  be  taken  to  express  their 
assent.  He  asked  that  some  time  should 
be  given  to  the  people,  on  whom  the 
measure  had,  he  believed,  come  by  sur- 
prise, to  consider  some  of  the  grave 
questions  suggested  by  the  measure. 
There  were  many  such  problems  which 
would  now,  for  the  first  time,  be  consi- 
dered with  the  certainty  of  legislation 
affecting  the  people.  There  was  the 
effect  of  the  Forbes-Mackenzie  Act  in 
Scotland.  The  hon.  Member  for  Fife- 
shire,  in  a  speech  made  in  that  House, 
shewed  that  crime  and  intemperance 
had  increased  in  Scotland,  notwith- 
standing that  Act.  Then  there  was 
the  question  whether  **  Sunday  closing  " 
would  not  promote  home  drinking, 
which  would  involve,  if  it  occurred, 
the  spread  of  drinking  among  women, 
and  bad  example  to  children  in  their 
own  homes.  Then,  there  was  the 
question  whether  illicit  drinking  would 
increase,  and  on  that  subject  the  police 
had  given  testimony  unfavourable  to  the 
measure.  Another  question  struck  him 
forcibly.  The  effect  of  the  measure 
would  be  to  call  the  aid  of  the  secular 
arm  to  help  the  Catholic  Church  in 
teaching  morality  to  the  people.  That 
duty  the  Catholic  Church  had  discharged 
admirably  during  centuries,  when  the 
secular  arm  was  against  and  not  with 
her.  If  her  authorities  determined  to 
support  the  measure  in  its  entirety  that 
would  be  the  first  instance  in  which  they 
had  sought  the  assistance  of  that  arm  ; 
but  he  would  bow  to  their  decision,  be- 
cause they  had  guided  the  people  of 
Ireland  with  such  safety  that  they  were 
entitled  to  be  obeyed  on  the  subject. 
But  for  his  part,  most  clergymen  to  whom 
he  had  spoken  seemed  to  him  to  have 
supported  the  measure  rather  with  a  view 
of  restricting  the  hours  than  procuring 
total  closing.  Ho  did  not,  however, 
assume  to  speak  on  their  behalf,  or  as 
their  representative.  But  it  would  not 
be  unreasonable  to  allow  the  great  issue 
he  had  pointed  out  to  be  considered.  He 
appealed  to  the  great  supporters  of  the 
movement,  who  were  certain  of  valuable 
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bo  most  affected  by  tbe  Bill  were  op- 
posed to  it.  That  being  so,  what  had  the 
Government  to  consider?  Having  ac- 
cepted the  principle  of  the  Bill,  they  had 
to  consider  to  what  extent  and  for  how 
long  that  principle  should  bo  applied. 
The  police  Eeturns  showed  that  in  the 
large  towns  total  Sunday  closing  would 
bo  attended  with  very  considerable  risk, 
not  so  much  of  riot  or  violence  as 
of  widespread  evasion  of  the  law.  It 
was  therefore  thought  advisable  that 
they  should  proceed  tentatively,  and 
apply  the  Bill  at  first  in  the  country, 
merely  shortening  the  hours  of  opening 
in  the  larger  towns.  This  was  no  de- 
parture from  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
for  Ireland  was  not  a  country  of  large 
towns,  and  the  towns  which  would 
be  affected  by  his  Amendment  had 
only  836,000  inhabitants,  while  the 
population  left  under  the  Bill  would 
be  about  4,500,000.  It  was  clear, 
therefore,  that  the  Bill,  if  amended  as 
proposed  to  by  the  Government,  would 
still  affect  Sunday  closing  in  the  case  of 
tho  large  proportion  of  the  population 
of  Ireland.  It  was  said  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  King's  County 
that  this  was  a  slur  upon  the  country 
population  ;  but  he  had  never  heard 
such  a  view  taken  of  the  present  law, 
under  which,  both  in  England  and  Ire- 
land, the  hours  during  which  public- 
houses  were  open  were  shorter  in  the 
countr}'  than  in  towns.  In  his  view, 
the  question  was  mainly  one  of  public 
convenience  ;  and  he,  therefore,  thought 
the  limitation  ho  had  suggested  would 
bo  only  reasonable,  safe,  and  right  in 
the  event  of  the  Bill  becoming  law. 
They  had  proposed  also  to  limit  tho  Bill 
as  to  time,  because  they  regarded  it  as 
an  experiment ;  and  thought  that  during 
the  three  years  of  its  duration  there 
would  be  time  for  collecting  information, 
and  for  deciding  whether  its  operation 
should  bo  extended,  diminished,  or 
abandoned.  If  it  was  successful,  tho 
hon.  Member  opposite  (^[r.  R.  Smyth) 
could  come  to  that  House  with  his  case 
strengthened,  asking  for  a  still  further 
extension  of  Sunday  dosing.  He  denied 
that  the  case  of  Scotland,  referred  to  bv 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
M'Laren),  helped  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill.  The  fact  that  Sunday  closing  was 
a  success  in  Scotland  did  not  show  that, 
therefore,  it  would  bo  a  success  in  Ire- 
land, for  it  should  be  recollected  tliat 

Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 


before   the    passing    of    the    EqAm- 
Mackenzie  Act  there  were  in  Ediobnri^ 
974  public-houses,   of  which  490  ouj 
were  open  on  Sunday,  bo  that  a  liigi 
proportion    of  the    public-hoiueB  hk 
themselves  voluntarily    put    the  pn- 
ciplo  in  force  before  the  law  existed. 
It  was  very  different  in  Ireland.    Ii 
spite  of  six-day  licenceB,  and  the  jns- 
sure    brought    to    bear    in    fayomr  d 
them,   very  few  of   such  licences  mn 
taken  by  the  publicans  in  large  town 
there.      There  was,    therefore,   a  ooa- 
siderable  difference  in  the  circumstaikoei 
connected  with  the  two  countries.  THtk 
respect  to  the  Bill,    he    himself  moA 
sincerely    hoped   that    they    wonld  be 
allowed  to  go  into  Committee,  and  tint 
the  Amendments  he  had  placed  on  tlw 
Paper  would  be  accepted.     If  that  wen 
done  he  believed  that  it  would  be  pot- 
sible  even  in  this  Session    to  pass  tht 
Bill,  and  thus  enable  a  fair  experiment 
to  be  made  of  the  propoeal  which  had 
been  adopted  by  the  Mouse. 

Mr.  S.  MOOEE  said,  he  thooglit 
there  was  a  mistake  in  supposing  toit 
the  Bill  was  very  generally  wished  lor 
in  Ireland.  There  had  no  doubt  been 
many  Petitions  presented  in  its  iafoor, 
but  these  Petitions  had  been  got  up  bj 
a  society  whoso  express  business  it  wai 
to  do  so,  and  many  of  them  came  from 
England,  Wales,  and  Scotland,  sad 
could  in  no  sense  whatever  be  held  to 
represent  the  feelings  and  wishes  of  the 
Irish  people.  He  admitted  the  evils  of 
excessive  drinking,  but  he  did  not  see 
why  Ireland  should  be  singled  out  tor 
such  an  arbitrary  measure  of  class  legi§- 
lation.  He  looked  upon  the  measures 
an  unjust  and  unreasonable  interference 
with  the  habits  of  the  poorer  and  indoi- 
trious  classes,  while  it  left  the  richer 
classes  untouched.  He  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  charge  of  the 
Bill  would  withdraw  it ;  but  if  the  Bill 
went  into  Committee  he  woold  vote 
against  tho  Amendments  of  the  Ooreni- 
ment,  and  if  the  Motion  were  pressed  to 
a  division  he  would  vote  for  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CALLAN,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Brooks),  expressed 
his  regret  that  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  had  not  carried  out  what  was 
generally  felt  to  be  the  authorised 
suggestion  of  tho  right  hon.  Gtotle- 
man    the    Member    for    Binnin^iam 


Ml  801$  of  IniMficating  Ziquari,  {AuausT  2,  1876}    Sfe.  {Ireland)  {No.  2)  BiU.   362 


when  he  invited  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
tlie  Chief  Secretary  to  place  his  Amend- 
ments  upon  the  Table.     It  was  then 

£nerally  understood  that  if  that  were 
ne,  80  as  to  afford  the  people  of  Ire- 
land during  the  Eecess  an  opportunity 
of  considering  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
Temment,  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
deny  (Mr.  B.  Smyth)  would  not  proceed 
fiirther  with  his  Bill.  On  that  belief 
many  of  the  opponents  of  the  measure 
took  their  departure.  One  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Waterford  he  (Mr. 
Oallan)  might  say  had  shaken  the  dust 
of  this  Pagan  city  off  his  feet.  The 
junior  Member  for  Louth,  the  Member 
Ibr  Drogheda,  and  others  had  left  for 
Ireland  in  |full  confidence  that  the 
House,  with  characteristic  fair  dealing, 
would  prevent  this  Bill  from  being  car- 
ried through  in  the  absence  of  the  Irish 
If  embers  at  that  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion. But  as  the  supporters  of  the  Bill 
had  not  redeemed  this  implied  promise, 
and  as  they  were  now  determined  at  all 
liazards  and  under  all  difficulties  to  force 
the  Bill  on  an  unwilling  House  and  an 
unwilling  country,  he  ti^ought  it  desi- 
rable that  the  House  should  fuUy  under- 
stand what  the  opinion  of  Ireland  was 
upon  this  point.  A  great  deal  had  been 
aaid  about  Petitions,  but  before  they 
were  heard  of,  a  kind  of  pocket  pistol 
was  presented  at  the  head  of  the  Irish 
Menibers  in  the  form  of  an  '*  electoral 
requisition."  He  had  had  the  honour 
of  representing  Dundalk  since  1868, 
and  notwithstanding  a  determined  Whig 
opposition  at  the  last  Election,  he  was 
returned  free  of  expense  as  the  avowed 
opponent  of  Sunday  closing.  He  sup- 
ported the  Permissive  Bill  on  the  same 
principle  that  he  opposed  Sunday  closing, 
•8  he  wished  to  give  each  district  the 
option  of  carrying  a  law  approved  by 
the  inhabitants.  He  had  been  in- 
formed by  a  prominent  supporter  of 
the  Alliance  that  he  supported  the 
Sunday  Closing  Bill  in  the  interests 
of  the  artizan  population  and  of  the 
employers  of  labour,  because  the  firm  of 
Sir  John  Brown  and  Co.,  of  Sheffield, 
with  which  he  was  connected,  employing 
7,000  hands,  lost  £35,000  in  consequence 
of  the  drunkenness  of  the  employh  on 
Monday  morning.  But  that  was  no 
reason  for  applymg  this  Bill  to  Ireland, 
where  an  employer  in  a  neighbouring 
town  to  his  TMr.  Callan's)  told  him  that 
aot  one  of  his  1,000  hands  was  ever  late 


on  Monday  morning ;  and  he  was  autho- 
rized by  the  junior  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Goulding) — who  had  been  obliged 
to  leave  for  Ireland  in  order  to  receive 
in  a  befitting  manner,  with  his  con- 
stituents, the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land —  to  state  that  the  7,000  people 
employed  by  his  firm  were  as  regular 
in  their  attendance  on  Monday  morning 
as  when  they  came  on  Saturday  even- 
ing to  receive  their  Wages.  If  such 
was  the  state  of  affairs,  it  was  evident 
that  the  argument  founded  on  the  alleged 
drunkenness  of  the  artizans  of  Ireland 
was  founded  on  incorrect  information 
furnished  to  Members  on  false  pretences. 
As  to  the  Petitions  he  had  presented, 
one  was  from  his  own  town,  signed  by 
2,100  inhabitants,  as  well  as  an  electoral 
pocket-pistol  signed  by  264  electors. 
He  was  returned  for  Dundalk  unpledged 
on  this  question ;  but  if  he  had  the 
slightest  doubt  as  to  the  opinion  of  his 
constituents,  he  would  not  think  of 
voting ;  but  he  was  confident  that  when 
the  people  of  Ireland  saw  that  there  was 
some  chance  of  this  Bill  being  passed 
unless  they  spoke  out  openly,  their  an- 
swer would  be  one  of  hostility  to  the 
Bill.  There  were,  however.  Petitions 
against  the  Bill.  He  was  surprised  that 
the  Society  for  Sunday  Closing  in  Ire- 
land, who  had  exhibited  so  much  wisdom, 
caution,  and  cleverness  in  their  mani- 
pulation of  the  Bill  and  the  Petitions  in 
its  favour,  should  have  allowed  their 
English  assistants  to  run  a  muck  in 
getting  up  Petitions ;  for  on  examma- 
tion  he  found  that  the  Petitions  in  favour 
of  Sunday  closing  were  from  almost 
every  town  and  Body  which,  in  an 
earlier  part  of  the  Session,  petitioned 
for  the  suppression  of  Monastic  and 
Conventual  Institutions.  That  was  a 
fact  which  the  people  of  Ireland  ought 
to  know.  Would  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  or  any  of  his  supporters 
rise  in  his  place  and  say  that  the  wishes 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  were  to  be  re- 
presented by  Bodies  which  had  presented 
Petitions  against  the  dearest  and  most 
revered  institutions  of  their  religion? 
Again,  he  found  that  the  Petitions  from 
Ireland  in  1869  against  the  Bill  for 
the  Disestablishment  of  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland  emanated  from  the 
same  Bodies  that  now  asked  for  Sunday 
closing.  At  considerable  trouble  he  had 
gone  through  the  newspapers  in  the 
last   two  years  to   see   the    addrea&e^ 
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issued  by  tlie  different  Members  for 
Ireland  when  wooing  their  constituents. 
The  Address  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  was  an  able  production, 
but  he  failed  to  find  in  it  the  slightest 
reference  to  the  burning  question  of 
Sunday  closing.  Neither  did  the  ad- 
dresses of  the  defeated  candidates  allude 
to  it.  Since  the  present  Parliament 
met,  hon.  Members  had  addressed  their 
constituents,  bUt  they  made  no  reference 
to  that  question.  For  example,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  B.  Whit- 
worth),  one  of  the  most  respected  sup- 
porters of  the  movement,  mentioned  in 
his  address  Home  Eule,  amendment  of 
the  Land  Laws,  reform  of  the  Grand 
Jury  Laws,  amelioration  of  the  condition 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  a  number  of 
other  interesting  topics,  but  he  did  not 
make  the  slightest  allusion  to  Sunday 
closing.  Yet,  if  the  Irish  people  felt  so 
very  strong|}y  on  this  point,  would  not 
some  allusion  have  been  made  to  it  in 
these  addresses?  He  heard  a  challenge 
made  to  one  of  the  Members  for  Cork 
County  that  he  should  resign  his  seat 
with  his  Colleague,  and  both  appeal  to 
their  constituents  on  the  two  **  burning 
questions"  of  the  day — Sunday  Closing 
and  Home  Eule ;  and  he  offered  to  bet 
the  amount  of  his  election  expenses  that 
the  opponent  of  Home  Rule  would  be 
routed  with  disgrace,  but  the  opponent 
of  Sunday  Closing  and  the  advocate  of 
Home  Rule  would  be  returned.  During 
the  Recess  that  would  be  a  very  good 
way  of  ascertaining  the  opinion  of  the 
poo|)le  of  Ireland.  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  would  resign  his  seat, 
and  test  the  question,  if  he  came  back, 
he  would  return  with  renewed  authority, 
and,  if  not,  he  would  be  regretted  by  all 
who  had  tlio  pleasure  of  his  acquaint- 
ance. !Aruch  had  been  said  about  the 
united  ])halanx  from  Ulster.  He  believed 
every  Ulster  Member  voted  in  favour  of 
tliis  Bill.  During  eight  years  he  had 
taken  part  in  every  division  on  any 
measure  of  a  coercive  character  relating 
to  Ireland,  and  on  every  occasion  he  had 
seen  the  Ulster  Members  go  into  the 
Lobbies  with  the  supporters  of  those 
measures,  except  in  the  present  Parlia- 
ment, wliich  included  Members  who  had 
won  seats  on  the  Liberal  side.  He 
thought  both  sides  had  gone  rather 
wide  of  the  mark  in  their  prophecies  as 
to  the  beneficial  or  injurious  effects  of 
this  measure,  as  was  shown  by  two  car- 
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toons  in  a  Dublin  publication,  cdU 
ZosimtUf  depicting  the  results  of  Smidiy 
closing  in  domestic  life  from  opposto 
points  of  view.  During  the  last  yev  k 
had  visited  the  City  of  Dublin,  and  gone 
round  to  the  public-houses  on  Satmdiy 
night  and  Sunday  to  see  for  himself  tk 
character  of  the  people  assembled  theRL 
He  found  them  just  the  same  as  in  dtb- 
houses  and  private  society — mixed  ud 
middling;  good,  bad,  and  indiffiBRsL 
He  had  consulted  the  artisans,  and  bt 
knew  that  their  opinions  "were  weU  ex- 
pressed in  some  of  the  newspapers,  whidi 
represented,  more  than  manynon.  Ifem* 
bers  in  that  House,  the  opinions  of  tbe 
people.  They  objected  to  the  Bill  u 
beinff  opposed  to  the  wishes  of  the  Iriik 
people.  With  reference  to  legislating  ia 
accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  peo^e, 
of  which  they  had  heard  so  much,  ]» 
would  remind  the  House  that  at  9  o'dock 
on  the  previous  night  one  of  the  ITliter 
Members,  the  senior  Member  for  T3rroM 
(Mr.  Macartney)  got  up  in  his  place  under 
the  shadow  of  the  Speaker's  Chair  and 
directed  attention  to  the  fact  that  then 
were  not  40  Members  present.  Consider- 
ing the  importance  of  the  question  whieh 
was  to  be  discussed,  that  act  did  not  ahov 
true  regard  for  Irish  interests.  And 
when  the  Division  Lists  were  examined  it 
was  seen  that,  with  the  exception  of  two 
respected  Presbyterian  Members — the 
Members  for  Londonderry  and  CsTtn 
Counties — the  Ulster  Members  to  a  mm 
either  absented  themselves  or  TOted 
against  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry would  admit  to  be  the  over- 
whelming opinion  in  Ireland  in  iavoiir 
of  amnesty.  The  Ulster  Members,  par- 
ticularly on  the  Conservative  side  of  the 
House,  were  most  ready  to  talk  of 
yielding  to  the  public  opinion  of  Ireland 
upon  coercive  measures  or  questiou 
which  ran  in  the  same  groove  as  their 
own  ideas,  but  they  treated  the  opinions 
of  the  people  in  the  other  Provincea 
with  unmerited  contempt.  But  both  the 
Members  for  Cork  County  might  be  re* 
garded  as  opponents  of  the  Bill,  aa  well 
as  such  Eepresentatives  for  large  and 
influential  populations  as  the  Membeta 
for  Youghal,  Kinsale,  and  Mayo.  By 
meeting  together  on  Sundays  the  peopb 
enjoyed  opportunities  for  the  interoMBigs 
of  opinion  frhisli  tended  to  foster  a  na- 
tional and  tent  rairit ;  and  hs 
would  ask  «Kf  aml  Meoibv 
present,  O"'-  ^to  fiin  t^ 
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mianve  Bill  Association,  would  yenture 
to  propose  such  a  measure  as  that  for 
liondon  ?  From  a  report  of  a  meeting 
at  Belfast  on  Monday,  ''held  by  order 
of  the  mayor  " — a  military  style  adopted 
in  Belfast  which  would  commend  itself 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Brighton  (General  Shute) — at  which  a 
•eriee  of  resolutions  were  adopted  against 
the  Gbvemment  Amendments,  he  per- 
oeiTed  that  it  was  the  Sabbatarian  spirit 
which  prompted  the  supporters  of  this 
BilL  As  regarded  the  demoralizing 
effect  of  the  restrictions  proposed  by  the 
legislation  now  before  the  House,  he 
would  only  refer  hon.  Members  to  the 
ease  of  Scotland,  where  similar  legisla- 
tion waa  already  carried  out.  He  would 
only  say  that  if  applied  to  Ireland  the 
xeaolt  would  be  to  breed  amongst  the 
people  a  feeling  of  contempt  for  the  law 
and  its  administrators,  and 

And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
before  Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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LORD   LIEUTENANTS— CHOICE  OF 
MAGISTRATES. 

PEBSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

The   Eakl   of   SANDWICH:    My 
Iiordsy  I  wish  to  trouble  jour  Lordships 
for  a  few   moments  with  a    personal 
matter  relating   to  a  charge  brought 
against  me  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Bright).    That  right  hon.  Gentleman,  a 
Member  of  the  late  Cabinet,  in  a  speech 
•4dz6ned  to  the  other  House  upon  a 
Ql  now  pending   there,  stated  that, 
"«g  othar  ffrivances  suffered  by  Non- 
rmiaiii  1   had  carefully  excluded 
^fiinniats  from  the  Commission  of 
"^  in  the  county  of  Huntingdon, 
oonnty  I  am  Lord  Lieutenant. 


To  that  statement  I  give  my  most  dis- 
tinct and  unqualified  denial.  I  will  tell 
your  Lordships  how  the  matter  arose. 
At  the  last  General  Election,  Mr.  Arthur 
Arnold  was  a  candidate  for  the  borough 
of  Huntingdon.  I  suppose  he  thought 
himself  a  fit  successor  to  the  distinguished 
men  who  had  in  turn  represented  that 
borough  —  Pollock,  Peel,  and  Baring. 
Mr.  Arnold,  however,  was  not  elected; 
and,  being  no  doubt  very  much  annoyed 
at  his  ill  success,  he  wrote  a  letter  to 
Mr.  Gladstone,  the  late  Premier,  declar- 
ing that  I  had  distinctly  refused  to  admit 
Nonconformists  to  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace.  Mr.  Gladstone  did  not  take  the 
course  which  I  should  have  expected 
him  to  take,  and  which  I  submit  would 
have  been  the  proper  course — namely, 
to  apply  to  me  to  know  whether  the 
statement  was  correct — but  he  at  once 
assumed  that  the  case  was  so,  and 
replied  to  Mr.  Arnold,  recommending 
him  to  write  to  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
The  Lord  Chancellor,  being  thus  ap- 
pealed to,  gave  a  very  dignified  and 
proper  answer — to  the  effect  that  he  did 
not  think  a  proper  time  to  enter  into  such 
a  matter  was  during  the  heat  of  a  con- 
tested election ;  and,  further,  that  if,  at 
any  time,  any  complaint  was  to  be  made 
upon  such  a  subject,  it  should,  in  his 
opinion,  come  from  a  gentleman  con- 
nected with  the  county,  and  not  from  a 
stranger,  and  should  be  addressed  to  him 
directly  and  not  indirectly  through  an- 
other. In  this  opinion  I  thoroughly 
agree,  and  I  think  your  Lordships  will 
also  be  of  opinion  that,  under  all'  the 
circumstances,  Mr.  Arnold  was  not  the 
man  to  make  such  a  complaint.  My 
Lords,  I  can  only  give  a  general  denied 
to  the  statement.  In  making  the  appoint** 
ments  to  the  magistracy  I  have  exercised 
my  discretion  without  reference  to  either 
religion  or  politics.  If  there  are  so  few 
Nonconformists  on  the  Bench  for  the 
County  of  Huntingdon,  the  fault  is  not 
mine,  but  probably  arises  from  the  fact 
that  there  are  so  few  Nonconformists  iu 
the  county.  I  have  never  made  politics 
a  ground  of  disqualification  for  the 
magistracy,  still  less  have  I  entered  into 
religious  questions  in  deciding  upon  the 
fitness  of  gentlemen  for  this  office.  It 
is  impossible  for  me  to  know  the  reli- 
gious opinions  of  the  different  gentlemen 
whose  names  are  submitted  to  me,  and 
the  course  I  have  usually  followed  has 
been  to  apply  to  the  different  chairuiii^vL 


367 


Gaslight  and  Coke 


ILOEDSJ 


Company  BUL 


of  petty  sessions,  or  else  some  gentle- 
man in  the  district,  so  as  to  ascertain 
from  those  who  are  best  qualified  to  give 
the  information  whether  the  gentleman 
recommended  to  me  is  a  proper  person 
to  be  appointed.  That,  I  think,  is  the 
right  course  to  adopt;  and  I  can  only 
repeat  that  I  have  never  in  any  one  in- 
stance suffered  politics  or  religion  to  in- 
fluence me  in  making  appointments  to 
the  magistracy. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON:  Perhaps  I  may  say  that 
when  Mr.  Arnold  wrote  the  letter  to 
which  my  noble  Friend  refers,  my  noble 
Priend  did  me  the  honour  of  consulting 
me  as  to  the  course  he  should  take.  I 
then  told  him  I  thought  his  reputation 
as  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county  stood 
so  high  that  it  would  be  beneath  his 
dignity  to  take  any  notice  of  a  letter 
written,  not  to  himself  to  complain  of 
what  had  occurred,  but  to  another  per- 
son. I  said  that  if  his  conduct  as  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  the  county  was  to  be  found 
fault  with,  it  should  be  in  this  House, 
where  he  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  his  conduct  and  the  course 
he  had  taken.  My  noble  Friend  followed 
that  advice  and  took  no  further  notice  of 
the  charge  then  made  against  him,  and 
I  think  he  acted  wisely  in  not  bringing 
it  forward.  On  the  present  occasion! 
think  he  has  been  justified  in  making 
this  explanation,  considering  the  charge 
has  been  repeated  by  a  gentleman  of  such 
high  position  as  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham. 

GASLIGUT  AND  COKE  COMPANY  BILL. 
TUIRD   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing, read. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3\" 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
it  was,  no  doubt,  unusual  to  oppose  a 
Private  Bill  on  the  third  reading ;  but 
he  had  opposed  the  Bill  at  a  previous 
stage,  and  sliould  have  accepted  that 
decision  but  for  a  complete  change  of 
circumstances.  On  the  last  occasion  on 
which  this  subject  was  discussed  the 
noble  Marquess  who  had  charge  of  the 
Bill  contradicted  him  when  he  stated 
that  it  was  promoted  by  the  Board  of 
Trade.  He  (the  Earl  of  Camperdown) 
could  not  contradict  the  statement  at 
the  time ;  but  on  looking  at  the  Bill 
Bubsequently,  he  found  that  Sir  Charles 
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Adderley's  name  was  at  the  back  of  it 
Moreover,  the  Permanent  Secretaiyct 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  the  first  vitMH 
examined  before  the  Committee.  Wbn 
the  Board  of  Trade  desired  was  tiut 
there  should  be  an  uniform  supply  «( 
gas,  the  initial  price  being  3«.  9«.,  ill 
over  the  metropolis.  There  wen  ik 
that  time  two  Bills  before  the  HooM, 
and  a  third  relating  to  the  Sontk  of 
London  was  before  the  other  Hodib. 
But  this  latter  Bill  was  objected  to  bj 
the  parishes  of  Camberwell  and  Lim- 
beth  on  the  ground  that  the  Compt^ 
had  for  years  been  supplying  gai  il 
3«.  6(^.,  and  that  if  they  were  empowered 
to  raise  the  price  it  would  increase  the 
income  of  the  Company  Texy  greatly  to 
the  injury  of  the  consumers,  and  thi 
Bill  fell  through.  Therefore,  ^eir  Lord* 
ships  would  have  to  consider  next  yen 
what  was  the  proper  initial  price  for  thi 
south  side  of  London.  There  were  soiim 
doubts  about  the  South  Metropolitu 
Gas  Bill ;  but  it  had  now  come  on  ftr 
the  third  reading,  and  the  Company  bid 
thus,  by  their  own  motion,  procured  tlie 
passing  of  a  measure  which  would  limit 
the  charge  in  their  district  to  St.  6dL 
Bills  on  this  subject  were  continually 
coming  out  and  in  like  rabbits  in  t 
warren ;  and  generally  ended  by  disap- 
pearing, and  it  seemed  to  him  it  wai 
highly  desirable  that  when  their  Lord- 
ships legislated  on  this  subject  the? 
should  consider  it  thoroughly  and  aU  ^ 
one  time.  They  were  now  asked  to  psai 
the  present  Bill,  which  related  only  to 
the  northern  portion  of  London,  and 
thereby  to  prejudge  the  question.  If^ 
however,  they  sanctioned  the  charge  of 
3«.  9(^.,  they  would  not  be  doing  what 
the  Board  of  Trade  originally  proposed, 
because  that  Department  wished  to  hare 
an  uniform  charge  of  3«.  9<^.  all  over 
the  metropolis.  If  their  Lordships  passed 
this  Bill  they  could  not  retreat  from  the 
position  they  had  taken  up ;  and  there- 
fore he  hoped  they  would  not  agree  to 
the  third  reading. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out 
(*•'  now  ")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the  Mo- 
tion (**  upon  this  day  three  months.") — 
{The  Earl  of  Camperdown,) 

The  Marquess  of  SALL3BUBT, 
said,  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Cam- 
perdown) had  spoken  of  these  Billa 
springing  up  like  rabbits  coming  from 
their  holes,  but  he  did  not  know  irhM$ 
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inference  tlie  noble  Earl  desired  their 
Iiordships  to  draw  from  this  metaphor. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  the  present  Bill  had 
passed  through  all  the  ordinary  stages 
and  been  subjected  to  all  the  precau- 
tions usually  applied  to  measures  of  this 
kind.  The  Bill,  moreover,  had  been 
mpproyed  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  the 
Itetropolitan  Board  of  Works,  and  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  London.  It 
iras  introduced  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, was  examined  by  a  Committee 
there,  as  it  was  subsequently  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  their  Lordships'  House.  It 
Ikad  been  discussed  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  and  ap- 
proved by  their  Lordships,  and  it  cer- 
tainly was  a  remarkable  course  to  take 
to  move  the  rejection  on  the  third  read- 
ing after  all  these  siftings  and  discus- 
sions. There  was  one  advantage,  at  all 
events,  in  the  present  proposal  of  the 
noble  Earl,  for  there  was  no  doubt  now 
as  to  whether  the  effect  of  his  action 
woald  be  to  destroy  the  Bill.  The  last 
time  this  matter  was  before  the  House 
there  was  considerable  difference  of  opi- 
nion as  to  whether  the  result  of  the 
noble  Earl's  Motion  would  be  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  measure,  but  there  could  be 
no  doubt  as  to  the  object  of  the  present 
Motion.  The  noble  Earl  said  that  if 
their  Lordships  sanctioned  a  charge  of 
8f .  9i^.  they  would  never  be  able  to  re- 
treat from  it.  Well,  if  that  were  a 
danger  we  were  exposed  to  it  already, 
toT  Parliament  had  sanctioned  a  charge 
of  3«.  9d.  in  the  case  of  these  Companies. 
If  this  Bill  did  not  pass  they  would  continue 
to  make  that  charge ;  and  if  the  Bill  did 
pass  there  were  means  provided  in  it  for 
reducing  the  charge  in  proportion  as  the 
dividend  of  the  Company  increased.  In- 
deed, in  the  opinion  of  competent  per- 
sons it  was  likely  that  at  an  early  period 
aome  reduction  in  the  charge  would  be 
made— and  it  was  probable  that  it  would 
be  a  larger  reduction  than  3(/.,  which 
was  the  object  of  the  noble  Earl's  move- 
ment. If  the  dividend  were  raised  even 
as  much  as  1 1  per  cent  the  price  would 
be  reduced  to  3«.  bd.<,  and  this  would 
be  a  larger  gain  to  the  consumer  than 
that  which  was  contemplated  by  the 
noble  Earl.  The  probability  was  that 
any  hostile  action  would  force  the  Com- 
panies to  recede  from  a  position  in  which 
great  advantages  were  already  guaran- 
teed by  Aot  of  I^arliament ;  and  the  real 
question  at  issue  was  whether  the  House 


would  prefer  a  bird  in  the  hand  to  two 
in  the  bush,  or,  in  other  words,  the  al- 
most certainty  of  having  the  price  of 
gas  reduced  according  to  a  sliding  scale 
provided  for  in  the  BiU,  or  the  putting 
the  matter  off  for  an  indefinite  period 
on  the  chance  that  the  noble  Earl  by 
the  unaided  weight  of  his  own  eloquence 
might  persuade  the  two  Houses  of  Par- 
liament to  that  which  Parliament  had 
never  done  before.  There  were  reasons 
why  the  price  of  gas  in  the  South  of  the 
metropolis  should  be  somewhat  higher 
than  in  the  North,  because  the  area 
being  smaller  the  capital  required  was 
larger  in  proportion  to  the  consumption 
than  it  would  be  in  the  North. 

Viscount  CAEDWELL  said,  the  ob- 
servations of  the  noble  Marquess  would 
mislead  the  House  as  to  the  law  in  re- 
gard to  at  least  some  of  the  Companies. 
It  was  not  correct  to  say  that  if  this  Bill 
were  rejected  the  Companies  would  have 
the  absolute  power  to  charge  3«.  ^d,  in 
perpetuity,  because  the  existing  Acts 
provided  the  limit  that  the  dividend 
was  not  to  exceed  10  per  cent ;  and  there 
was  also  this  further  limit,  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  could  be  applied  to  for  an  in- 
quiry as  to  whether  3«.  9rf.  was  or  not  a 
necessary  amount,  in  order  that  the  Com- 
pany might  be  enabled  to  pay  that  divi- 
dend with  due  care  and  management.  As 
to  the  greater  expenditure  of  capital  in 
proportion  to  consumption  of  gas  in  the 
South  of  the  Metropolis  as  compared  with 
the  North,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  consumption  of  gas  increased  very 
rapidly,  and  as  population  increased  in 
the  South  so  would  the  consumption  of 
gas  increase  also.  The  consumer  ought 
to  have  the  benefit  of  this,  but  by  this 
Bill  they  would  be  able  to  divide  more 
by  having  the  advantage  of  the  cheaper 
production  of  gas.  The  time  would  also 
probably  come  when  there  would  be 
some  improvement  in  the  institutions  of 
the  metropolis,  and  probably  gas  would 
be  placed  in  the  hands  of  some  public 
body.  Such  a  body  would  have  to  pur- 
chase up  the  great  Gas  Companies,  and 
it  would  have  to  purchase  also  an  addi- 
tional property,  which  the  Government 
by  this  Bill  were  seeking  to  make  provi- 
sion for. 

On  Question,  That  (**now"}  stand 
part  of  the  Motion  ?  Their  Lordships 
divided : — Contents  34 ;  Not-Contents  2 1 ; 
Majority  13. 
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Resolved  in  the  Affirmative. 


Bill  read  3=*  accordingly,  with,  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  sent  to 
the  Commons. 


NORTH    AMERICA—EXTRADITION. 
ADJOURNED   DEBATE    RESUMED. 

Adjourned  debate  on  the  Motion  of 
Earl  Granville — **That  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty 
for  further  Correspondence  respecting 
Extradition,"  resumed  (according  to 
Order). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  I  have  to  express  my  great  obli- 
gation to  your  Lordships  for  your  in- 
dulgence in  permitting  me  to-night  to 
resume  the  discussion  of  this  question. 
I  shall  endeavour  to  sliow  my  gratitude 
by  compressing,  as  far  as  the  importance 
of  the  subject  will  permit,  the  remarks 
I  have  to  make.  I  think  I  shall  make 
my  observations  more  distinct  if  I  re- 
mind your  Lordships  at  the  outset  that 
there  are  connected  with  this  subject  two 
questions  which  are  perfectly  separable 
the  one  from  the  other.  The  first  is 
whether  upon  the  subject  of  Extradition 
there  ought  to  be  a  new  Treaty  made 
between  this  countrv*  and  the  United 
States,  and  what  should  be  the  character 
of  that  Treatv :  and  the  other  is  whether 
Hor  Majesty's  Government,  in  executing 
the  Treaty  which  exists  and  the  powers 
which  thoy  possess,  have  properly  inter- 
preted thoir  duty.  The  importance  of 
keeping  these  two  questions  distinct  was. 
I  think,  rlearly  uianifestod  during  the 
debate  the  other  night.  The  noble  Earl 
who  introduced  the  Motion  y^Earl  Gran- 
ville' stated  vorv  fairlv  that  ho  did  not 
propose  to  enter  into  the  question  of 
a  negotiation  for  a  new  Treaty,  but  he 
would  eon  line  himself  entirelv  to  what 
had  alreadv  ooturred:  but  vour  Lord- 
ships  will  recollect  that  a  noble  Earl 
who  is  not  now  present  ^Earl  Grey\  in 
addressing  himself  to  the  subject.  s^arL-ely 
bestow etl  a  word  upon  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  in  rvferonce  to  what  has 
already  passtnl.  but.  with  great  point 
and  ability,  addressed  himself  to  the 
general  question  as  to  what,  according 
to  his  judgment,  ought  to  l»e  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Extradition  arrangements 
between  two  such  countries  as  Great 
Britain  and  the  United  S:ati>.     Uix^n 


one  of  these  questions  I  do  not  pop* 
to  say  more  than  a  single  word,   ui 
subject  of  the  arrangements  to  be  nadi 
for  the  future  is  one  which  may  nowk 
taken    to  be  under    neeotiation.   Ev 
Majesty's  Gx>vemment    nave  infomrf 
the  Gx>vemment  of  the  United  StttH 
that  they  are  prepared  to  enter  qm 
that  negotiation  without  any  bias  vi 
without  any  prejudice  arising  from  thi 
correspondencfe  which    has  passed  bt- 
tween  the  two  Grovemments.    I  am  p» 
fectly  willing  to  confess  there  are  maij 
points  in  respect  of  which  the  arrun- 
ments  between  the  two  countries  maybi 
improved ;  and  I  think  I  shall  have  tk 
assent  of  all  your  Lordships  when  I  nf 
this  was  a  question   upon  which  tk 
interests  of  Great  Britain  and  of  ^ 
United  States  are  not  only  not  antigo- 
nistic,  but  are  absolutely  identical  I 
have  heard  some  calculations  made  mb 
the  relative  advantages  which  an  Extn- 
dition  Treaty  bestowed    upon  the  tn 
countries;  but  I  cannot  see  any  diffem* 
whatever  between  the  adTantagesto  oh 
country  and  to  the  other.     I  have  sect 
it  stated  that  you  ought  to  take  into  ■^ 
coimt  and  compare  the  probable  nnmba 
of  criminals  which   each   oountiy  v3I 
have  to  demand  back  from  the  other.    U 
we  were  able  to  ascertain  that  there  wm 
two  countries,  one  of  which  would  re- 
quire the  surrender  of  10  and  the  other 
the  surrender  of  100  criminals,  stUl  1 
should  maintain  that  the  interests  of  th^ 
two  countries  were  entirely  identicsL  Of 
course  it  is  the  interest  of  a  counby  tu 
obtain  the  surrender  of  a  criminal,  siKi 
to  put  him  on  trial  for  the  oiSence  whidi 
he  has  committed ;  but  I  maintain  thii 
it  is  equally  the  interest  of  the  coontTT 
of  which  that  criminal,  if  he  be  a  cii- 
minal.  has  made  an  asylum  to  get  rid  of 
his  presence.     The  country  in  which  h« 
has  taken  refuge  is  in  this  position^it 
cannot  try  him  for  the  offence  he  hi* 
committed  abroad,  because  it  has  been 
committed  out  of  its  jurisdiction,  and  it 
cannot  have  his  presence  without  danger 
of  the  recurrence  of  the  crime  in  ooue- 
quence  of  which  he  has  been  obliged  to 
take  refuge. 

Uaving  stated  that,  I  now  come  to 
what  really  is  the  grave  question  raised 
bv  the  noble  Earl — I  mean  the  coune 
whiih  the  Government  has  taken  in  tke 
la:e  negotiations  with  the  United  States. 
It  is  extremely  important  to  bear  in 
miiiil.  in  a  mattt^r  of  this  kind,  what  the 
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tition  of  the  GK)yemment  is.  Primd 
ie  every  person  who  takes  refuge  in 
[^hiB  country,  who  makes  this  country  an 
>Mgrlum,  has  a  right  to  remain  in  it,  and 
iteanot  be  removed  from  it.  But  the 
Qovemment  of  this  country  is  made  by 
Hie  Legislature  the  depositary  or  trustees 
■nC  ceitEuin  powers,  by  the  exercise  of 
wliioh  that  individual  may  be  handed 
orer  to  the  country  from  which  he  has 
criginally  come.  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  construe  those  powers 
aoourately,  and  to  execute  them  up  to 
the  letter  of  their  power,  and  the  Gro- 
Teniment  have  no  authority  to  go  one 
lot  beyond  the  power  which  the  Legis- 
lature  has  entrusted  to  them.  What  the 
powers  are  which  are  entrusted  to  the  Go- 
vernment must,  of  course,  be  determined 
1>7  looking  at  the  nature  of  the  authority 
Wnich  the  Government  has  received,  and 
it  is  upon  the  construction  of  that  autho- 
rity inat  the  difference  in  the  present  in- 
stuice  has  arisen.  Let  me  remind  your 
liordahips  what  are  the  two  constructions 
which  nave  been  placed  on  the  powers 
giTen  to  the  Government  of  this  country 
with  reference  to  the  extradition  of  per- 
aoiiB  alleged  to  be  criminals.  The  con- 
struction which  was  placed  by  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Granville)  upon  the  power  of 
the  Government  is  this — the  noble  Earl, 
adopting  the  argument  of  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  of  the  United  States,  contends  that 
there  are  certain  crimes  for  any  one  of 
which  the  Gk)vemment  of  the  United 
States  may  require  the  surrender  of  a 
eriminU  who  is  within  this  country. 
The  noble  Earl  says  the  person  must  be 
aooosed  of  the  crime,  and  evidence  must 
be  given  which  would  justify  his  com- 
mittal in  this  country ;  and  if  such 
evidence  be  given  he  is  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  T^ted  States ;  but  once  he 
is  handed  over  to  the  United  States  the 
noble  Earl  contends  it  is  in  the  power  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Courts  of  that 
oountiy,  provided  they  go  through  the 
farm  of  trying  him  in  the  first  instance 
for  the  offence  for  which  he  is  sur- 
rendered, to  tiy  him  afterwards  for  any 
oflPence  greater  or  smaller  which  may  be 
alleged  ag^ainst  him.  That  is  the  con- 
atmcCion  which  the  noble  Earl  puts  upon 
the  duty  and  the  authority  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country.  On  the  other 
hand,  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  put 
this  oonstmction  on  their  authority — 
ihej  Bay  they  are  ready  to  entertain  the 
demana  for  the  extradition  of  any  person 


alleged  to  have  committed  any  of  the 
offences  mentioned  in  the  Treaty ;  they 
are  ready  to  hear  evidence  of  the  crimi- 
nality of  the  person ;  and  if  the  evidence 
amounts  to  tliat  whieh  would  justify  a 
magistrate  in  committing  that  person 
for  trial  in  this  country,  he  is  to  be 
handed  over  to  the  Government  and  the 
Courts  of  the  United  States ;  but  he  is  to 
be  handed  over  to  be  tried  for  that 
offence  only,  and  if  acquitted  of  that 
offence  he  is  not  to  be  tried  for  any 
other  offence  he  may  have  committed. 
That  is  the  issue  between  us.  It  appears 
to  me  a  very  simple  one,  and  I  think  I 
shall  be  able  to  satisfy  your  Lordships 
— not  by  any  legal  arguments,  but  by 
the  application  of  common  sense  to  the 
construction  of  common  words,  that  the 
construction  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  placed  on  their  duty  is 
the  true  and  correct  construction.  My 
Lords,  before  I  come  to  the  Treaty  which 
exists  between  this  country  and  the 
United  States  I  desire  to  make  a  few 
observations.  The  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Ghranville)  said  the  other  night  with 
great  accuracy  that  the  extradition  of  cri- 
minals or  alleged  criminals  was  founded 
upon  the  comity  of  nations.  Extra- 
dition is  not  an  obligation  created  by 
Treaty.  It  has  been  regulated  and 
moulded  by  certain  countries  through 
the  medium  of  Treaties, .  but  properly 
speaking  it  is  founded  upon  the  comity 
of  nations,  upon  principles  higher  and 
broader  than  ever  can  oe  laid  down  in 
any  Treaty.  My  Lords,  it  so  happens 
that  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States 
have  been  rather  lagging  behind  on  the 
matter  of  Extradition.  Extradition  was 
known  for  years  before  any  Treaty  existed 
between  this  coimtry  and  the  United 
States ;  and  when  a  Treaty  came  to  be 
made  between  this  country  and  the 
United  States  it  was  made  in  order  to 
supplement  the  power  of  the  Executive 
Government,  and  not  for  the  purpose  of 
introducing  any  greater  laxity  into  the 
general  principle  of  Extradition.  Now, 
my  Lords,  what  are  the  rules  laid  down 
with  regard  to  Extradition  in  those 
countries  where  it  has  prevailed  much 
longer  than  in  this  country  and  the 
United  States  ?  Nay,  what  is  the  cardinal 
rule  on  the  subject  of  Extradition  ?  I 
have  consulted  the  great  jurists  who 
have  written  on  this  subject  on  the  Con- 
tinent, and  I  will  now  lay  before  your 
Lordships  what  has  been  said  by  oni^  ol 
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them  who  wrote  not  very  far  distant 
from  the  time  when  the  Treaty  was  made 
between  this  country  and  the  United 
States.  I  take  the  treatise  of  Frolix  on 
Private  International  Law,  in  which  an 
entire  chapter  is  devoted  to  the  subject 
of  Extradition.  The  author  enumerates 
all  the  Treaties  which  at  the  time  he 
wrote  existed  between  the  different  coun- 
tries on  the  Continent ;  but  he  lays  down 
as  higher  and  older  than  any  of  the 
provisions  in  any  of  those  Treaties  certain 
general  rules  which  ho  says  are  implied 
in  the  whole  question  of  Extradition, 
and  which  govern  it  in  all  countries  at 
all  times.  And  this  is  one  of  his  general 
rules — 

"The  person  who  is  surrendered  cannot  bo 
prosecuted  or  condemned  uxcept  for  the  crime  in 
re8]>ect  to  which  his  extradition  has  been  ob- 
tained." 

My  Lords,  is  there  any  doubt  about  the 
meaning  of  those  words?  The  rule  is 
not  that  he  must  be  tried  first  for  the 
crime  on  which  he  has  been  surrendered, 
and  that  then  he  may  be  tried  for  any 
other,  but  that  he  must  be  tried  for  the 
crime  on  which  he  has  been  surrendered, 
and  for  that  crime  only.  And,  my 
Lords,  what  is  the  practice  observed  in 
France  ?  The  Minister  of  Justice,  in  a 
circular  dated  the  loth  of  April,  1841, 
lays  down  the  following  rules  on  the 
subject  of  Extradition  ; — 

"  The  extradition  dorlan's  the  oflfenco  which 
leads  to  it,  and  this  oflt-nco  alone  oup:ht  to  be 
inquired  into.  So  tliat  if  during  the  prosecution 
for  the  crime  which  has  led  to  the  extradition 
there  should  arise  the  evidence  of  a  new  crime, 
:i  new  demand  of  extradition  ought  to  be 
made." 

But,  my  Lords,  that  is  not  all.  In  a 
book  with  which  some  of  your  Lordships 
are  well  acquainted,  Dalloy's  Juris- 
prudence I  find  a  remarkable  case  in 
point  which  occurred  between  France 
and  Geneva.  A  man  of  the  name  of 
Dermenon  had  been  surrendered  for 
trial  for  fraudulent  bankruptcy.  He 
was  acquitted  on  that  charge  ;  but  there 
was  another  against  him  for  which  he 
had  not  been  surrendered.  Then  this 
is  what  I  find — 

**  The  Procurcur-General  to  the  Royal  Court 
of  Dijon  asks  whether  he  must  be  brought 
before  the  Tribunal  of  Correctional  Police  of 
that  city  or  sent  back  to  (ft-neva  to  be  placed  at 
the  di8i)osal  of  the  Grovemment  which  has  sur- 
rendered him.     The  Keeper  of  the  Seals  thinks 

T/te  Lord  Chancellor 


that  tho  later  altematiTe  ahonld  \(t 
Tho  letter  written  by  the  Miorter  of  tlie  1» 
terior  to  the  Prefect  of  the  Cote  d*Or  toirin 
him  of  his  decision  runs  thus: — ^'It  itodra 
accused  of  tho  crime  of  fraadulcnt  btBkrqfef 
that  Dermenon  has  been  deUvered  up  to  ran 
by  tho  Canton  of  Oeneva.  He  U  now  |a^ 
of  that  charge  by  tho  decree  of  acquittal  lS» 
menon  is  therefore  in  the  same  poatiaB  ■  i 
only  a  misdemeanour  had  been  laid tobisdnfL 
It  is  clear  that  in  that  caae  his  extnditioacn 
not  have  been  obtained.  It  f oUowi  tktt  « 
cannot  take  advantage  of  his  having  been  pm 
up  to  tho  French  authorities  upon  a  difcoi 
ground  to  try  him  for  acts  which  haTenolai 
could  never  have  been  the  g^rounds  off  hii  cHir 
dition.  The  Minister  of  Justice  has  connqiodb 
directed  tho  Procureur-G^6ral  to  plan  D» 
menon  at  your  disposal,  and  I  hasten,  for  ■? 
I)art,  to  request  you  to  have  him  condnctfld  nr 
mediately  to  the  frontier,  where  he  dtooU  Mt 
placed  once  more  in  the  ^^n<lff  of  the  Gcwn* 
authorities.' " 

That  is  pretty  strong  as  to  the  principh 
on  which  France  proceeded — a  principh 
which  forms  the  foundation  of  EiM- 
dition  and  does  not  depend  on  the  mm 
wording  of  any  Treaty  whatever.  Bit 
is  France  alone  in  this  matter  ?  I  tan 
to  a  jurist  of  Holland,  Kluit,  who  bii 
written  a  very  interesting  treatise  on  tk§ 
Surrender  of  Fugitives,  in  which  ki 
says — 

"  Is  it  la^-ful  to  punish  the  fugitiTe  for  OT 
other  crime  than  that  for  which  he  has  bm 
surrendered  ?  The  request  for  the  surrender  d 
a  criminal  is  p^enerally  accompanied  by  a  rttif- 
ment  of  the  pounds  on  which  it  is  nuuie.  IV 
State  in  which  he  has  taken  refuge  ought  not  ts 
surrender  him  until  those  grounds  have  bm 
made  clear  to  it;  in  other  words,  it  shoold as- 
certain whether  the  crime  committed  ii  cf  ■ 
character  to  justify  his  surrvndcr.  In  tntk. 
tho  criminal  hy  his  flight  to  another  State  be- 
comes (although  but  for  a  time)  tho  sabiecK^ 
the  supreme  power  of  that  State,  andimmeoiitelT 
enjoys  the  protection  and  g^uardianahip  of  thtf 
State.  From  that  guardianship  he  cannot  be 
forcibly  taken  except  under  a  special  agreemoit. 
the  terms  of  which,  wo  presume,  certainly  ^ 
not  extend  further  than  to  those  very  groBBdi 
on  which  tho  surrender  was  demanded  and 
granted.  Therefore,  if  a  State  were  to  denwid 
the  extradition  of  a  fugitive  for  a  girfs 
crime,  and  then,  letting  the  charge  of  tfaii 
crime  drop,  wcro  to  bring  him  to  tnal  and  in* 
flict  punishment  on  him  for  some  other  cxinw 
committed  by  him,  the  mutual  confidence  ex- 
isting between  the  two  nations  would  be  smoolj 
impaired  by  an  extradition  demanded  in  eo 
dishonest  and  underhand  a  manner.  The  nr> 
rc>ndering  Stato  could  not,  indeed*  thon^ 
rightly  maintaining  that  it  had  suffered  an  in* 
jury,  at  once  do  anything  to  prevent  the  ps* 
petration  of  this  fraud — for  it  would  be  abord 
to  flv  at  once  to  arms — yet  it  appears  that  it 
could  fairly  demand,  through  tho  medium  of  iti 
^linisttTs  representing  it  in  the  conntiT  of  the 
other  State,  that  the  injury  should  be  rcpaini 
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lor  example,  bj  iending  back  the  sur- 

~  criminal ;  and  in  such  a  caee  it  will  be 

&ir  that  all  extradition  shall  be  con- 

itlj  refused  to  the  offending  State  for  the 

I,  so  that  no  handle  may  be  g^ven  to  unjust 

itions And  even  if  it  be  not 

but  only  carelessness,  tiiat  leads  to  a 
after  demanding  and  obtaining  the  sur- 
of  a  criminal,  to  bring  him  to  trial  on 
other  charge  than  that  for  which  ho  was 
^^Mnzendered,  su(m  a  proceeding  should  not  on 
:'jiiiit  account  be  passed  over.  The  surrendering 
> jBteto  gave  up  tne  criminal  on  consideration  of 
VM  grounds  stated,  not  of  any  different  grounds. 
.A  may  be  alleged  that  it  was  a  fair  presumption 
argument  to  say  that  the  surrendering 
would  have  been  likely  to  surrender  with 
greater  willingness  a  man  accused  of 
crimes  than  one  than  a  man  accused  of 
only.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  a  fair 
oTweiiation  to  make  that  that  State  might  have 
dsdined  to  g^rant  the  surrender  had  it  known 
ttiftt  the  other  State  would  bring  the  criminal 
to  trial  on  such  a  charge.  Because  it  surrendered 
A  man  accused  of  incendiarism  or  murder,  it 
anut  not  be  presumed  that  it  would  be  equally 
^wflling  to  surrender  one  for  political  reasons,  for 
ttion  on  account  of  religion,  or  for  any 
infringement  of  the  law." 

KnaUy,  I  turn  to  a  German  writer, 
Softer,  who  states — 

"  The  individual  whose  extradition  has  been 
granted  cannot  be  prosecuted  or  tried  for  any 
s  except  that  for  which  the  extradition  has 
obtained.  To  act  in  any  other  way,  and  to 
him  to  be  tried  for  other  crimes  or  misde- 
lOurs,  would  be  to  violate  the  mutual  prin- 
C^e  of  asylum  and  the  silent  clause  contained 
%j  implieation  in  every  extradition." 


K^ow,  my  Lords,  I  think  these  authorities 
—and  uiej  might  be  multiplied — will 
mtiflfy  your  Lordships  that  apart  alto- 

S»ther  from  the  wording  of  Treaties, 
ere  is  a  silent  and  implied  condition  in 
Extradition  that  the  crime  for  which  the 
smrender  of  a  man  is  asked  must  be 
neoified,  and  that  it  is  for  that  crime 
•lone  that  he  must  be  tried.  I  am  abso- 
lutely unaware  of  any  authority  who  has 
eiver  written  the  other  way.  So  much 
Cvr  the  general  principle.  Until  I  hear 
the  contrary,  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  ask 
TOor  Lordships  to  hold  with  me,  that  it 
IB  {he  generfd  principle  of  Extradition 
that  a  man  is  to  be  tried  only  for  the 
oflbnee  for  which  he  is  surrendered. 

I  now  come  to  the  Treaty  of  1842  and 
to  the  British  Act  of  ParUament  which 
nye  effect  to  it.  I  take  the  Treaty  first. 
What  does  it  provide?  It  embraces 
eertain  offences — namely,  murder,  as- 
aaalta  and  attempts  to  murder,  forgery, 
the  littering  of  forged  paper,  piracy, 
fobbeiyy   and   arson.    It   takes   those 


seven  offences,  and  authorizes  a  demand 
and  a  surrender  by  way  of  Extradition  of 
any  person  who  is  accused  of  one  of  these 
offences  provided — I  speak,  of  course, 
with  regard  to  this  coimtiy — the  evidence 
given  amounts  to  that  which,  according  to 
British  law,  would  justify  a  person's 
being  committed  in  this  country  for  trial. 
I  ask  what  is  the  reason  why  seven 
offences  out  of  the  whole  catalogue  of 
crime  are  singled  out,  and  why,  also, 
there  is  this  provision  made — that  the 
evidence  given  must  be  such  would  show 
a  primd  facie  criminality  according  to 
British  law  ?  What  is  the  theory  which 
would  explain  why  this  provision  was 
made  in  the  Treaty?  I  listened  with 
some  anxiety  to  hear  whether  the  noble 
Earl  had  any  theory  on  this  point.  I 
have  heard  two  theories — one  suggested 
by  the  noble  Earl  and  the  other  sug- 
gested elsewhere.  I  have  seen  it  said 
that  the  reason  why  the  Treaty  provides 
that  this  evidence  of  criminality  accord- 
ing to  British  law  is  to  be  given  is  merely 
to  guard  against  arbitrary  arrests.  But 
that  is  no  answer  at  all,  because  it  does 
not  explain  the  reason  why  seven  crimes 
are  singled  out.  If  the  only  object  was 
to  guard  against  arbitrary  arrest,  it 
would  be  sufficient  to  say  that  a  man 
may  be  surrendered  for  any  crime  what- 
ever, provided  there  is  primd  facie  evi- 
dence according  to  British  law.  But  the 
suggestion  of  the  noble  Earl  is  that 
those  seven  offences  only  are  taken  be- 
cause the  object  was  not  to  invoke  that 
cumbrous  administrative  machinery  of 
the  two  countries  and  put  it  in  motion 
for  anything  except  large  and  consider- 
able crimes  ?  But  I  ask  him  are  these 
seven  the  only  large  and  considerable 
crimes?  What  does  the  noble  Earl 
say  to  embezzlement,  or  to  obtaining 
money  under  false  pretences,  or  to  man- 
slaughter, or  to  rape,  or  to  abduction — 
and  I  might  name  many  others?  None 
of  these  are  mentioned  in  the  Treaty — 
no  provision  whatever  is  made  for  them  ; 
and  therefore,  they  being  as  considerable 
as  the  crimes  that  are  mentioned,  it 
cannot  be  that  the  object  was  to  avoid 
the  trouble  of  putting  this  cumbrous 
machinery  in  motion  for  insignificant 
offences.  Now,  I  venture  to  give  my 
explanation.  The  reason  why  the  Treaty 
was  framed  in  this  way  is  a  very  simple 
one.  It  is  that  these  seven  offences  are 
agreed  upon  between  the  two  countries 
as  the  delicta  tnqfora,  about  which  there 
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could  be  no  dispute,  no  controversy,  as 
to  whether  they  trench  on  political  con- 
siderations or  not.  They  are  singled  out 
and  taken,  as  the  only  crimes  for  which 
Extradition  is  to  be  permitted ;  and  evi- 
dence is  to  be  given  which  shall  show 
that  the  particular  crime  had  heQnprimd 
facie  committed  according  to  British  law 
in  order  that  this  country  when  it  sur- 
renders a  person  who  is  alleged  to  be  a 
criminal  may  know  beforehand  what  is 
the  crime,  and  the  only  crime,  for  which 
he  is  to  be  tried,  and  what  is  the  cha- 
racter of  that  state  of  facts  which  is  said 
to  lead  up  to  and  indicate  that  it  has 
been  committed.  And  the  moment  that 
you  pass  from  the  offences  named  in  the 
Treaty,  and  the  evidence  in  support  of 
those  offences,  and  say  that  afterwards 
the  person  surrendered  may  be  tried  for 
any  other  offence,  you  absolutely  reduce 
to  silence  the  whole  of  the  provisions  in 
the  Treaty.  For  what  is  the  object  of 
specifying  one  offence,  and  being  made 
the  judge  of  the  evidence  with  regard  to 
it,  if  after  his  trial  for  it — which  may  be 
a  mere  formality  and  result  in  an  ac- 
quittal, and  show  that  he  ought  never  to 
have  been  accused  of  that  offence  at  all 
— he  may  be  tried  in  the  country  to 
which  he  is  surrendered  for  any  other 
offence  they  may  please  to  lay  at  his 
door?  I  may  here  quote  one  of  the 
highest  authorities  in  dealing  with  the 
subject — namely,  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  President  Tyler  commu- 
nicated his  Treaty  by  the  Message  to 
Congress.  In  a  Message  to  the  Senate 
he  gave  this  explanation  of  the  character 
of  the  Treaty.     He  said — 

"  The  Article  on  tho  suhjcet  in  tho  proposed 
Treaty  is  carefully  confined  to  such  offences  as 
all  mankind  agriH^  to  regard  as  heinous,  and  de- 
structive of  the  security  of  life  and  property. 
In  this  careful  and  specific  enumeration  of 
crimes  the  object  has  bei-n  to  exclude  all  political 
ofFencort  or  criminal  charges  arising  from  wars 
or  intestine  commotions.  Treason,  misprision  of 
treason,  libels,  desertion  from  military  8er\'i('o, 
and  other  offences  of  simiLir  character  are  ex- 
cluded." 

What  is  the  use  of  excluding  them  if, 
after  a  surrender  for  any  one  of  the 
offences  named,  the  person  may  be  tried 
for  those  other  offences?  Here  is  the 
Message  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  explaining  the  Treaty  that  was 
entered  into,  and  explaining  it  in  a  sense 
which  at  once  sweeps  away  the  whole  of 
the  theory  that  a  person  can  be  tried  for 
anything   except  what  are    called  the 
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crimes  specifically  enuxaerated— becnn 
if  he  comd  be  tried  for  any  one  of  ^ 
other  offences  the  guarantee  and  nfc- 
guard  on  which  Pi^ident  l^ler  xaU 
would  be  entirely  remoTed. 

So  much  for  the  Treaty.    Ab  far  ii 
this  country  is  concerned,  it  does  not  nA 
merely  on  the  Treaty.     I  find  that  lot 
Ashburton,  who  negotiated  the  Tmti, 
on  the  9th  of  August,  1842,  irrotetolb. 
Webster  and  told  him — what  all  jov 
Lordships  know  —  that,    althoujrii  Ai 
negotiators  had  agreed  to  this  Treitr, 
it   could    have   no   force    against  tlui 
country,    except    by    the    authoritj  ct 
Parliament,  and  therefore  that  the  n- 
thority  of  Parliament  must  be  obtaiaai 
Therefore,  whatever  terzna  the  Fufift- 
ment  of  this  country   imposed  in  Ai 
Act  by  which  they   gave   their  anot 
to    the    Treaty    became     part    of  thi 
Treaty  and  govern  its  execution.    Wbt 
does  the  Act  of  Parliament  which  wattt 
give  it  vitality,  and  which  was  passed  ii 
1 843  say  ?    Your  Lordships  will  obsem 
that  the  form  was  this — that  Parliamnt 
had  to  give  to  the  Executive  of  tUi 
country    power,    which    otherwise  thi 
Executive  would  not  possess,  of  handint 
over  the  persons  who  were  sunrendenl 
No  Secretary  of  State  could  issue  a  ▼a^ 
rant  or  arrest  any  person  in  this  oonntry 
to  be  handed  over  to  the  United  Statei, 
except  by  the  authority  of  Parliamsnt, 
and  therefore  Parliament  had  to  ratify 
the  Treaty  and  give  authority  for  thii 
particular  act  to  be  done.     What  is  the 
language  in  which  Parliament  gave  this 
authority  ?    This  is  the  third  section  of 
the  Act,  and  it  does  not  require  a  lawyer 
to  construe  it.     It  says,  upon  the  ceiti- 
ficate  of  the  justice  of  the   peace  that 
the    supposed   offender  has  been  com- 
mitted to  gaol — 

"  It  shall  ho  lawful  for  ono  of  Her  Majefty*! 
principal  S«.'crotaries  of  State  .  .  by  wariMt 
und(T  his  hand  and  Bc-al  to  order  the  penon  ■> 
committed  to  hu  delivered  to  such  peraun  or 

Persons  as  shall  ho  authorized  in  the  nameof  tlie 
inited  States  to  receive  the  person  so  committed 
to  he  delivcre<l  to  such  person  or  iMnsonB  as  shiU 
he  authorize<i  in  tho  namo  of  tho  said  Uaittd 
States  to  receive  tho  person  so  committed,  tad 
to  convey  such  j)ors(m  to  the  tcrritoriea  of  ths 
said  United  States  "— 

"What  for  ? — to  be  tried  for  all  offencM 
whatsoever  ?    No,  but — 

"  to  he  tried  for  tho  crime  of  which  such  per- 
son shall  ho  so  accused."    [6  &  7  Viet,  c.  ii. 

B.  3.] 

That  is  the  authority  which  Parliament 
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given  to  the  Secretaiy  of  State. 
Tiirliament  has  giyen  no  authority  to 
Hm  Secretary  of  State  to  hand  over  any 
aaan  within  the  asylum  of  this  country 
to  be  tried  for  all  offences  whatsoever. 
The  authority,  and  the  only  authority, 
yiven  to  Her  Majesty's  Groyemment  is, 
nfter  evidence  given  showing  a  primd 
fim0  case  of  criminality  as  regards  the 
particular  offence,  that  of  handing  over 
•  person  to  the  United  States  to  be  tried 
ito  the  crime  of  which  such  person  shall 
lie  ao  accused.  It  is  sometimes  said  that 
lawyers  are  given  to  special  pleading. 
X  am  sorry  to  observe  that  the  special 
vleading  on  this  subject  has  not  come 
Srom  lawyers.  I  have  seen  it  stated — 
and  the  argument  of  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  OranviUe)  the  other  night  requires 
aim  to  maintain  this  proposition — that 
'because  there   are  no  negative  words, 

Sing  that  he  is  not  to  be  tried  for  any 
er  offence,  therefore  he  may  be  tried 
fbr  any  other  offence.  I  should  like  to 
Imow,  in  regard  to  documents  passing 
"between  man  and  man  within  this  coun- 
tiy,  what  would  be  thought  of  an  argu- 
ment like  that?  Suppose  any  one  of  your 
Iiordships  handed  over  a  sum  of  money 
to  a  trustee  and  told  him  it  was  handed 
to  him  that  he  might  invest  it  in  a  par- 
ticular security — Consols.  If  the  trustee 
■aid — '^  You  told  me  I  was  to  invest  the 
money  in  Consols,  but  you  did  not  say 
I  was  to  invest  it  in  nothing  else.  If  I 
baTe  invested  the  money  in  Consols,  I 
oan  then  invest  it  in  any  other  securities 
I  please."  What,  I  ask,  would  be 
thought  of  that  doctrine  ?  The  words 
bere  are  clear.  The  person  is  surren- 
dered by  the  Act  of  Parlianent  to  be 
tried  for  the  offence  of  which  he  is  ac- 
eused,  and  so  far  as  he  is  concerned,  our 
daty  is  to  protest  against  his  being  tried 
tat  any  otner  offence.  But,  my  Lords, 
I  nu^y  go  further,  and  refer  to  the  cir- 
oamatanees  under  which  the  Act  of  1843 
was  passed.  The  Act  was  not  passed 
through  Parliament  in  silence ;  it  was 
folly  debated  in  both  Houses  at  the  time. 
Those  were  the  times  when  the  Members 
of  the  great  Liberal  Party  were  peculi- 
arly sensitive  about  the  liberties  of  those 
who  had  received  the  hospitality  of  this 
oountiy;  and  they  were  careful  that  no 
power  was  siven  or  should  be  exercised 
whkdi  mimt  unduly  endanger  those 
Bbertiee,  x  have  read  the  most  striking 
apeodiof  Lord  Maoaulay  on  the  subject, 
HMwh  ia  eovtained  in  the  Beports  of 


the  proceedings  of  the  other  House  of 
Parhament,  and  also  that  which  was  de- 
livered by  Lord  Aberdeen  in  this  House, 
both  of  which  were  directed  against  the 
criticisms  to  which  the  measure  had  been 
subjected.  [See  3  Mansard,  Ixxi.  564.]  At 
that  time  slavery  was  an  institution  of 
the  United  States,  and  great  apprehen- 
sion was  felt  here  that  persons  might  be 
surrendered  here  for  offences  mentioned 
in  the  Treaty,  and  be  subsequently  tried 
in  America  for  offences  connected  with 
their  status  as  slaves  and  those  who  were 
defending  the  Treaty  in  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  took  one  by  one  {lie  offences 
for  which  persons  were  to  be  surren- 
dered, and  asserted  that  none  of  them 
would  allow  any  person  to  be  put  on  his 
trial  for  an  offence  committed  as  a  slave. 
But,  my  Lords,  if  Lord  Aberdeen  in  this 
House,  and  Sir  Bobert  Peel  in  the  other, 
had  adopted  the  construction  placed 
upon  the  Treaty  by  the  noble  Earl  they 
would  have  said — '*  It  is  no  use  embar- 
rassing yourselves  about  the  effect  of  the 
particular  offences  named  in  the  Treaty, 
because  we  candidly  tell  you  that  if  once 
a  man  is  surrendered  under  the  Treaty, 
he  can  be  tried  for  any  offence  what- 
ever, whether  arising  out  of  his  status  as 
a  slave  or  not."  My  Lords,  had  any 
Minister  made  such  a  statement  as  that 
in  either  House  of  Parliament  in  1843 
do  your  Lordships  suppose  that  this 
Treaty  would  ever  have  received  the 
assent  of  Parliament  ?  But  there  is  an- 
other matter  which  is  of  considerable 
importance  in  considering  this  case.  The 
other  night  the  noble  Earl  objected  to 
any  reference  being  made  to  the  Ameri- 
can Act  of  Congress  passed  in  1848, 
stating  that  the  Americans  themselves 
were  the  proper  judges  of  the  construc- 
tion to  be  put  upon  their  own  Act.  That 
view  might  perhaps  be  open  to  criticism, 
inasmuch  as  the  Act  of  Congress  is 
practically  a  transcript  of  the  English 
Act,  and  may  fairly  be  taken  to  have  the 
same  meaning.  I  will  not,  however, 
enter  into  any  debateablo  ground  upon 
this  question  which  I  can  avoid,  and 
therefore  I  will  pass  over  the  point  as  to 
what  construction  should  be  placed  upon 
the  Act  of  Congress.  I  must,  however, 
refer  to  an  American  document  which 
becomes  of  the  utmost  importance  when 
we  are  construing  the  meaning  to  be 
placed  upon  the  Treaty.  I  will  ask  your 
Lordships  to  allow  me  to  read  the  war- 
rant under  which   the  United    States 
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surrender  a  prisoner  to  us.  It  is  to  be 
found  in  pages  69  and  70  of  the  Papers 
whicli  have  been  laid  before  the  House. 
This  is  the  document  which  accompanies 
the  prisoner  when  we  receive  him  from 
the  United  States,  and  it  contains  the 
instructions  which  tell  us  what  we  are  to 
do  with  him.  The  document  is  a  very  im- 
portant one,  and  seems  to  my  mind  to 
be  almost  conclusive  of  the  case.  It  is 
as  follows : — 

"  Now,  therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  Section  5272  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the 
United  States,  these  presents  are  to  require  the 
United  States  Marshal  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  New  York,  or  any  other  public  officer  or 
person  ha\'ing  charge  or  custody  of  the  afore- 
said James  Bowen,  alias  William  Miller,  to  sur- 
render and  deliver  him  up  to  Adam  Bligh,  a 
constable  of  the  united  counties  of  Stormont, 
Dundas,  and  Glengarry,  Canada,  who  has  been 
authorized,  in  the  name  and  on  behalf  of  the 
British  Government,  by  Her  Majesty's  Minister 
at  this  capital  to  receive  him,  or  to  any  other 
person  or  persons  who  may  in  like  manner  bo 
authorized,  in  the  name  or  on  behalf  of  the  said 
Government  to  receive  the  said  James  Bowen, 
alias  William  Miller,  to  be  tried  for  the  crime  of 
which  he  is  accused."— [-Y.  A.  No  1  (1876), 
No.  163.] 

Therefore  we  have  on  the  one  hand  the 
British  Parliament  authorizing  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  **  to  hand  over  the  person 
to  bo  surrendered  from  this  country  to 
be  tried  in  the  United  States  for  the 
crime  for  which  he  is  accused,"  and  we 
have  on  the  other  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  issuing  their  warrant  for 
the  handing  over  to  the  officer  authorized 
by  Her  Majesty  to  receive  him  in  the 
United  States  a  prisoner  **  to  be  tried 
for  the  crime  of  which  he  is  accused." 
Both  countries,  therefore,  use  the  same 
words,  which  can  only  fairly  admit  of 
one  interpretation.  So  much,  therefore, 
for  the  general  principles  which  regulate 
the  system  of  Extradition  and  for  the 
documents  which  pass  between  the  two 
countries,  and  which  constitute  the 
means  by  which  it  is  carried  into  effect. 
The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  re- 
ferred to  a  great  many  cases  which  have 
occurred  since  1842,  and  said  that  he 
had  got  the  evidence  of  public  men  and 
the  evidence  of  witnesses  which  would 
show  that  the  meaning  which  had  always 
been  placed  upon  the  Treaty  was  diffe- 
rent from  that  for  which  we  contend.  lean 
very  shortly  indeed  put  your  Lordships 
in  possession  of  all  that  appears  to  me  to 
be  material  with  regard  to  the  cases  that 
have  occurred.   By  far  the  greater  num- 
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ber  of  the  oases  cited  by  the  nobis  Eri 
I  put  aside  altogether  as  iiTele?ant  Ii 
that  class  of  cases  to  which  I  refer,  tb 
prisoners  who  had  been  snnendendn 
one  charge  and  who  were  being  tml 
upon  another  themselves  attempted  ti 
raise  the  defence  that  they  oonlanotti 
tried  for  an  offence  different  from  tbk 
for  which  they  had  been  surrendend. 
Such  cases  certainly  have  no  applicttki 
whatever  to  the  present  question,  beena 
nothing  can  be  more  clear  than  dial  a 
prisoner  himself  has  no  right  to  nw 
such  a  defence.     Even  in  France  vhcR, 
as  I  have  shown  your  Liordships,  tkt 
law  and  the  practice  of  Cxtradition  goM 
far  beyond  that  which  prevails  in  thii 
country  and  in  the    United   States,  t 
prisoner  is  not  permitted  to  set  up  nek 
a  defence,  for  the  clear  reason  thit  ka 
is  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Coot 
which  has  the  authority  to  tiy  him  for 
the  offence  of  which  he  is  charged,  aai 
that  whether  he  ought  to  be  tried  for 
an  offence  other  than  that  for  which  h» 
has  been  surrendered  is   a  matter  d 
diplomacy  between  the   two   countxieif 
and  not  of  question  between  the  prisoMr 
and  the  Court  before  which  he  is  beiag 
tried.  That  circumstance,  therefore,  dis- 
poses of  by  far  the  larger  number  of 
cases  referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl  audi 
by  Mr.  Fish.     The  cases  really  in  point 
are  only  three  in  number.     One  is  tlut 
of   Heilbronn,    which    if    the   Ckyren- 
ment  of  this  country  had  ever  known 
and  had  approved  what  was  done,  it 
would  not  have  been  very  creditable  to 
this  country.     I  will  tell  your  Lordships 
what  happened  in  that  case.  Heilbronn 
was  a  man  who  was  brought  up  in  Nev 
York  under  a  proceeding  of  Extraditkm 
for  the  purpose  of  being  sent  home  to 
tliis  country  in  order  to  be  tried  here. 
He  was  charged    in  New   York  with 
robbery,  and  he  grounded  his  defence 
upon   the  circumstance  that   the  facts 
proved  disclosed  not  robbery,  but  em- 
bezzlement, which  was  not  an  offence  tat 
which  he  could  be  surrendered  under 
the  Treaty.     The  Commissioner  before 
whom  the  case  was  heard  decided  that 
the  offence  of  which  he  was  charged  was 
robbery,  and  the  man  was  surrendered 
and  was  sent  over  to  this  country  for 
trial — and  I  may  mention  that  the  proee- 
cution  was  conducted  not  by  the  Crown, 
but  privately.     When  he  was  tried  here 
this  actually  occurred — the    Judge   at 
once  said  that  the  facts  showed  that  the 
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oommitted  was   embeEElement,   was  made  by  tliehon.  Member  for  Glae- 
•nd  not  robbeiy,  and  the  man  was  tried    gow  (Mr.  Dalelish),  who  was  told  that 


Lord  BuaaelT  bad  addressed    to   Her 

Majeaty'a  Charg6  d'Affaifes  at  Wash- 

ingtoa    sucb  instructionB    as    the  case 

admits  of."     Now,    observe  what  were 

beard  i  the    instructioiiB    sent   to    our    Cbarg4 

did    d' Affaires,  and  what  was  the 


and  sentenced  for  the  fonner  offence,  for 
vhich  he  ong;bt  not  to  have  been  sui- 
rondored  under  the  terms  of  the  Treaty. 

to  tbe  Qoremment  if  they  had  ( 

of  it;  but  the  Qovetmnent  i 

]l«ftr  of  it.     It  was  never  brought  under  cation  made  by  bim  to  tbe  American 

ih«ir  notice  at  the  time  of  the  prosecu-  ]tfiniater.  These  are  tbe  instructions  sent 

iion,  or  until  it  was  mentioned  in  tbe  to    Mr.    Burnley,    then    our     Charg4 

Oominittee  of  the  other  House  in  1868.  d' Affaires — 

Olat  was  tbe  case  of  HeUhronn.     The  ..  j  1^,^  to  rtato  to  you  that,  baring  con- 

Other  two  cases  were  the  cases  of  Burley  gidered  this  application  in  comnmnication  with 

■ad  Caldwell.      As  to  these  cases  it  ap-  the  proper  Law   Adi-iaera  of  the   Crown,  Her 


peaiB  that  the  Law  Officers  of  tbe  day  I  Majesty 
~  "  «  consulted;  and  no  person  can  speak    *  "    "'' 


_,.._,...  of  opinion  that  i( 

tho  United  States  Government,  having  obtained 
tho  extradition  of  Burley  on  tho  charge  of  rob- 


yith  greater  respect  than  i  do  ot  the   bcry,  do  not  put  him  on  hia  trial  upon  this 

Jjaw  Officers  at  these   two    particul—     '  ■  ■  --....--     _ _: 

dates.  But  I  am  bound 
■hould  have  liked  to  see 
■asi^ed  by  tbe  Law  Officers  for 
crpiniODS  said  to  have  been  given  by  H, 
them,  and  I"  should  bare  liked  to  know 
irhstber  tbe  attention  of  the  Law  Officers 
was  called  to  tbe  principles  of  Extradi- 
tion to  which  I  have  referred,  as  well  as 
to  the  other  documents  I  have  mentioned. 
Even  if  I  were  unable  to  agree  with 
what  appears  to  have  been  the  opinion 
erf  the  Law  Officers  of  tbe  Crown,  if  tbe 
result  bad  been  communicated  to  the 
American  Govemment,  and  they  had 
1>eea  told,  "These  are  the  principles 
upon  which  the  British  Qovemment 
ooted"  I  could  understand  tbe  ailment 
md  AomiWm  now  urged  on  behalf  of  the 
American  Ooremment — that  this  country 
diould  not  depart  &om  tbe  solemn  deter- 
mination then  arrived  at.  But,  so  far  from 
thai  being  the  case,  the  American  Go- 
TOmmBut  were  never  informed  of  the 


charge,  but  upon  another  —  namely,  piracy 
Bay  that  I  {which,  if  it  had  been  made  bofote  tho  Canadian 
authorities  they  might  have  held  oot  Buffideotly 
established  to  warrant  hia  extradition),  this 
would  be  a  breach  of  good  Caith  aguinet  which 
Majesty's  Government  might  justly  re- 
monatrate.  If,  however,  the  United  States  Go- 
TOrnmcnt  does  bond  Jidt  put  liurlry  on  hie  trial 
(or  the  offence  in  respect  to  which  he  was  given 
up,  it  seems  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
it  would  bo  diaicult  to  question  tho  right  of  that 
Government  to  put  him  upon  his  trial  for  piracy 
also,  or  any  other  offence  which  he  may  be  ac- 
cused of  having  committod  within  their  terri' 
tory,  whether  such  an  offence  was  or  was  not 
a  ground  of  extradition  or  even  within  the 
Treatv."  —  [jVorfA  Amtriea,  No.  a  (1876), 
p.  20.] 


views  said  to  have  been  entertained  by  '  put  hii 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown ;  and  more-  another 
over,  in  the  outset  of  tbe  late  Corrospon- 1  "i"'''. , 
deuce  with  tbe  American  Govemment 
tiiOM  two  cases  were  not  referred  to  at 
•11.  The  case  of  Burley  was  a  singular 
tme.  It  occurred  in  1665.  Burley  had 
been  surrendered  to  tbe  United  States 
from  Canada  on  a  charge  of  robbery. 
His  friends  in  this  country  apprehended 
that  he  was  going  to  be  tried  for  piracy, 
.  and  they  appealed  to  tbe  Foreign  Office, 
asking  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
wonid  so  &r  exert  their  good  offices  on 
his  behalf  as  to  secure  "  that  be  may 
not  bo  tried  on  any  other  charge  than 
tfiat  on  which  the  claim  was  made  for 
bifl  Eztzadition."  The  Foreign  Office 
ttvenpon  answered  the  appeal,  which 
TOL  C0XZ2Z     [third  assiza,! 


This  is  a  la^e  view,  and  one  with  which 
I  cannot  concur.  But  now  let  us  see 
what  was  the  communication  to  Mr. 
Seward,  founded  upon  this  despatch. 
Mr.  Burnley  wrote  to  Mr.  Seward — 

"  Her  Majesty's  Government  having  conw- 
dered  this  application,  are  of  opinion  that  if  the 
United  States  Govommeut,  hating  obtained  the 
extradition  on  the  charge  of  robbery,  do  not 


n  hia  trial  upon  this  charge,  but  upon 
lamely,  piracy,  which,  if  it  had  been 
)ro  the  Canadian  authorities,  they 
I  held  not  sufficiently  established  to 
9  extradition,  this  would  be  a  breach 


Govemment  might  justly  remonstrate. 
Majesty's  Govemment  are,  therefore,  willing, 
should  the  groimda  upon  which  Burley  is  to  be 
tried  take  the  above  turn,  to  comply  so  far 
with  the  application  of  Mr.  Burley,  senior,  as 
to  instruct  me  to  protest  against  any  attempt 
to  change  tho  gronnd  of  accusation  upon  which 
Burley  was  surrendered  in  pursuance  of  the 
Treaty."— [7*ii7.  p.  22.] 

Now,  if  I  had  been  Mr.  Seward,  re- 
ceiving this  despatch,  without  knowing 
what  was  behind,  I  should  have  said — 
"  This  is  an  expostulation  with  me 
against  allowing  a  man  to  be  tried  foe 
any  offence  but  tiiat  on.  -w^iicb.  Uft^wi 
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surrendered."  Mr.  Seward,  in  fact,  did 
so  understand  it,  and  thus  replied — 

"  The  Honourable  the  Attorney  General  in- 
forms me  that  it  is  his  purpose  to  bring  the 
oflFendcr  to  trial  in  the  Courts  of  the  States  of 
Ohio  and  Michigan  for  the  crimes  committed 
by  him  against  the  municipal  laws  of  those 
States — namely,  robbery  and  assault,  with  in- 
tent to  commit  murder.  He  was  delivered  up 
by  the  Canadian  authorities  upon  a  requisition 
which  was  based  upon  charges  of  those  crimes, 
and  also  upon  a  charge  of  piracy." 

This,  I  believe,  was  a  mistake — 

"  which  is  triable,  not  by  State  Courts,  but 
by  the  Courts  of  the  United  States.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  admit  the  principle  claimed  in  the 
Protest  of  Her  irajesty's  Govommont,  that  the 
offender  could  not  legally  be  tried  for  the 
crime  of  piracy  under  the  circumstances  of  the 
case." 

Mr.  Seward  thus  shows  that  he  considers 
it  a  protest  against  the  principle  of  try- 
ing a  prisoner  for  any  other  crime  than 
that  upon  which  he  has  been  surren- 
dered— 

"Nevertheless,  the  question  raised  upon  it 
has  become  an  abstraction,  as  it  is  at  present 
the  purpose^  of  the  Government  to  bring  him 
to  trial  for  the  crimes  against  municipal  law 
only:'— [North  America,  No.  3  (1876),  p.  22.] 

Tlicso  are  the  crimes  upon  which  Mr. 
Seward  says  Burley  was  surrendered ; 
and  therefore,  says  Mr.  Seward,  I  do 
not  admit  your  protest,  which  I  believe 
to  be  a  protest  against  trjung  a  man 
for  any  different  crime  from  that  for 
which  he  has  been  surrendered;  but 
the  point  is  now  an  abstraction,  for  we 
do  not  mean  to  do  so.  That  is  the  case 
of  Burley.  The  case  of  Caldwell  is  a 
lesson  to  us  as  to  the  caution  which 
should  be  exercised  by  the  Government 
in  these  matters.  Caldwell  was  handed 
over  from  Canada  to  the  United  States 
in  1871,  and  was  surrendered  for  forgery. 
He  appealed  to  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment, and  through  them  to  the  Homo 
Government,  upon  tliis  ground — that  he 
was  going  to  be  ti-ied  for  a  different 
offence — namely,  bribing  an  officer  of 
Customs.  Now,  it  is  quite  true  that  in 
1871 — I  do  not  know  for  what  reason — 
possibly  because  there  were  then  many 
other  matters  in  controversy  with  the 
United  States,  and  it  was  not  thought 
desirable  to  add  to  tlie  number — there 
is  a  despatch  from  the  Colonial  Office 
stating  that  there  does  not  seem  to  be 
any  ground  for  interference.  Lord 
Kimberley  addi 


**  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  further  ad- 
vised that  there  is  nothing  in  the  Convention 
which  would  preclude  the  indictment  of  the 

TA^  Lord  Chancellor 


petitioner  in  the  United  SfBtea  for  an  additinri 
offence  which  is  not  enumerated  in  the  €» 
vention,  so  long  as  such  prooeedinge  wen  Ml 
substituted  for  proceedings  agauuA  him  <m  tti 
charge  by  reason  of  which  he  waa  sairendeni* 
—[North  America,  No.  4  (1876),  p.  7.] 

What  happened?  The  ease  is  died  ii 
I  a  book  which  Mr.  Fish  saya  is  of  gmt 
I  authority — **  Clark  on  Extradition  "^ 
and,  as  I  say,  is  a  lesson  to  us  of  the  ie» 
suits  of  laxity  in  these  mattexs.  Ctld- 
well  never  was  tried  for  the  offence  lor 
which  he  was  surrendered,  and  he  vu 
tried  for  the  offence  of  bribing  an  officer 
of  Customs.  My  Lords,  I  think  that  tbe 
less  said  about  the  case  of  Caldwell  the 
better.  This  disposes  of  all  the  cuei 
which  it  is  necessary  to  notice. 

My  Lords,  I  now  oome  to  what  tlie 
noble  Earl  (Earl  (Danville)   calls  the 
declarations  made  by  public  men  npoa 
this  subject.     I  heard  what  was  saia  is 
the  House  of  Commons  in  1 866  by  mj 
noble  Friend  the    then    Seci^tazy  fiv 
Foreign  Affairs,  being  myself  at  that  time 
Attorney  General ;  and  I  only  mention 
the  fact  now  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  in  1866,  and  after  the  case  of  Bozlej 
Iiad  occurred,  whatever  the  constmctioB 
put  upon  it,  a  distinct  and  clear  dedan- 
tion  was  made  in  the  face  of  the  oonntij 
in   the  other  House  of  Parliament  oif 
what  the  Foreign  Office  conceived  to  be 
the  position  of  the  Extradition  questioa 
as  regards  the  trial  for  criminal  offenoee. 
The    noble  Earl   says   the  words  used 
on  that  occasion  were  words  used  ia 
I  the  heat  of  debate.     Nothing  can  be 
I  more  inaccurate.     There  was  no  heat  of 
!  debate.      What  occurred  was  this— A 
I  Bill  was    passing    through    the    other 
I  House  on  the  subject   of  Extraditioo. 
!  It    was    earnestly    criticized,    and   an 
i  Amendment  was  moved  requiring  that, 
I  before   any  person   was  given  up,  ths 
'  country  to  which   he  was  surrendered 
I  should  be  askod  for  an  assurance  that 
he  should  not  been  tried  for  any  other 
offence  except  that  for  which  he  was  snr- 
rondered.     My  noble  Friend  (the  Eari 
of  Derby)  objected  to  that  Amendment 
We  said  to  the  House  of  Commons— 
*'In  the  first  place,  if  it  is  included  in 
the  Treaty,  it  is  not  necessary  to  take  a 
pledge  from  the  other  country  on  the 
j  subject ;  and  in  the  second  place,  as  we 
\  understand  the  law,  this  country  wooid 
I  have  a  right  to  complain  of  any  other 
country    which,   after    a  prisoner   had 
been  surrendered,  should  try  that  nii- 
iBoner  for  any  offence  other  than  Uii 
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jbr  wMoh  he  was  sorrendered."     This  any  other  offence  named  in  the  Treaty  ariBmg 

is  what  my  noble  Friend  said,  as  the  o'** ^^ <^® ««^® ^*c*»" 

head  of  tiie  Foreign  OflSce  at  that  time,  That  is  a  very  different  thing  from  what 

and  speaking  in  his  position  as  Secre-  is  contended  for  now.   Sir  Eobert  Collier 

taiy  of  State—  next  asked— 

-IftwM  L^*J2?^*^*  ^^^  ^"^  ^^T'  "  AMuming  this  case,  that  a  man  has  com- 

2£?   "^w^I^  ^"^  ^  rif  ""^  ^  "^^T'  netted  m^er  in  this  country  and  afterwards 

5^^*  "^Z^^^t  *^l^,!f7:r^VfJ  larceny  and  escapes  to_  Fmnci,  and  that  ho  is 


argument 
in  tlie  manner  suggested — and  he  really  begged 
Won  for  assuming  it,  even  for  that  p^pos^    Mr.  Mullens  answered— 
-^he  ooold  only  say  that  a  Power  which  could 

•fit  in  sach  a  manner  would  not  be  bound  by  an  ''I  think  we  should  not  let  him  go,  but  we 
undertaking  of  the  kind  proposed/* — [3  Sansard,  should  get  the  consent  of  the  Government  which 
"-^ "T.  2114.]  gave  him  up  before  wo  tried  him  for  murder." 


"What  I  said  as  Attorney  General  was  Who  is  the  next  authority  appealed  to 

tliat —  by  the  noble  Earl  ?    Lord  Hammond — 

**  With  respect  to  the  latter  part  of  the  hon.  of  whom   I   desire   to   speak   with   tlie 

Member^B  Amendment,  which  required  that  the  crreatest  respect  and  who  was  then  Under 

SS:Z^^l'.^°L^^|?^r„VrsS  secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs-came  to 

ontainly  have  a  well-founded  complaint  against  he  examined  on  the  matter,  and  he  ap- 

any  country  that  demanded  a  man  to  be  g^ven  pears  to  have  given  evidence  which  was 

np  for  one  offence  and  then  proceeded  to  try  and  very  far  indeed  from  being  in  favour  of 

poniBh  him  for  another."-[/*irf.  2122.]  t^^  ^^^  taken  by  the  noble  Earl.     In- 

8o  much,  my  Lords,  for  the  declaration  deed,  his  evidence  was  very  remarkable. 

which  was  made  in  the  face  of  the  Par-  He  was  asked  on  the  first  day  of  his 

liajnent  of  this  country,  and  acted  upon  examination  whether  he  had  any  recol- 

ia   1866  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia-  lection  of  the  demands  made  in  respect 

ment,  where  the  Amendment  was  with-  to   trials  for  different  crimes,  and  he 

drawn  in  consequence  of  that  declaration,  said — 

The  Papers  with  regard  to  Buriey  and        u  i  cannot  remember  any.    There  was  a  case, 

Oftldwell  were  not  exhibited  to  Parlia-  but  I  do  not  think  that  it  was  a  case  of  murder, 

ment,  but  this  was  a  declaration  made  connected  with  the  Canadian  troubles.    A  man 

in    the  face  of   Parliament,    and  about  ^^  ^^  Canada,  and  the  question  was  whether 

which  there  could  be  no  mistake.     The  ^^  man  should  be  give^n  up;  and  the  further 

w«»va*  v**w*«  ^*«^  WW  «v  xx**«i»w«.«.      -i-xxw  question  then  arose  whether,  if  ho  was  given  up, 

Omuon  of  the  late  Sir  ihomas  Henry,  ho  should  be  triable  for  anv  other  oflence.  I 
whose  loss  we  all  deplore,  was  clear  that  think  that  it  was  ruled  that'if  he  WH8  bofid  Jide 
the  course  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Go-    tried  for  the  crime  for  which  he  was  given  up 

Teniment  was  the  course  required  by  the  ^^J^^}^  ^  *^^  ^""^  ^^^^'  offence*  after- 

practice  and  by  the  documents  in  the  ^" 

oase.    The  next  authority  the  noble  Earl  Then  he  was  asked — 

(Bttl  Granville)  refers  to  is  Mr  MuUens,  ,,jjave  you  anv  record  or  minute   of  the 

Who  18  described   by  Mr.   Uish    as   the  particulars    of    this    case   you  aro  now  allu- 

Solidtor  General  for  England.    That,  of  ding  to?" 

oonrte,  is  a  mistake ;  but  at  all  events  ^        ,.  , 

Ifp.  MaUens  is  a  most  respectable  soH-  ^®  replied— 

dtor.  ^  And  what  is  his  opinion  as  to  the  «  j  ^^^^  t^j^k  that  probablv  the  Jaw  Offi- 

propnety  of  trying  prisoners  for  offences  cers'  opinion  was  taken  upon  it,  but  that  could 

other  than  those  for  which   they  were  |  not  be  given  to  the  Committee.'* 

ffiyeniip?  Sir  Eobert  Collier  asked  him    mi         -x  jj   i  xi.  x  v  u 

Sifl  auction—  witness  added  that  he  would   see 

,,^       ,  .     .  .   .,  .     whether  he  could  get  any  particulars  of 

•^iP^T^ifT".?r^'?l'"?'*^'''"Tithat  case.      On  the  second  day  of  his 
Bum  that  he  should  not  be  triable  for  any  quite  I  .     ;.        \i  .     Z^  o^vv/«v*  v^^j   vx  ^iio 

different  offence,  or  that  he  should  only  be  tried  ;  examination  Mr.  Hammond  said  the 
for  that  offenoe,  and  then  sent  back  again,  at  \  case  was  that  of  Buriey,  and  he  de- 
•Q  eveotiy  and  not  put  upon  his  trial  for  any  ;  scribed,  just  as  I  have  done  this  evening, 
•*■•''  '  how  that  case  arose.     He  was  asked — 

Ifr.  Mullens  replied —  I      u  p^  y^^  mention  this  case  to  show  that  a 

**!  tlnnk  he  should  only  be  triable  for  the    man  can  possibly  bo  tried  fox  anoWvox  ct^vwci^ 
Mined  in  the  Eztraoition  warrant,  or  for  ,  than  thut  for  which  he  was  ^\en.  xx^'i;  — \  \^x^x!^s^ 

0  a 
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the  questions  led  to  that  point.  But  does  this  | 
case  decide  the  point  ei&er  one  way  or  the 
other  ? — No ;  only  that  we  admit  id  this  country 
that  if  a  man  is  bondjide  tried  for  the  offence  for 
which  he  was  given  up,  there  is  nothing  to  pre- 
vent his  being  subsequently  tried  for  another 
offence,  either  antecedently  conmiitted  or  not. 
Did  we  make  any  demand  upon  the  American 
Government  after  wo  had  learnt  that  the  man 
had  been  acquitted  upon  the  first  charge  ? — The 
man  was  not  actually  acquitted,  because  the 
jury  disagreed  and  ho  was  held  over  for  trial 
another  time.  Then  we  never  made  any  further 
inquiry  about  him  ? — No." 

Mr.  Hammond  also  said  it  would  be 
very  troublesome,  if,  supposing  a  man 
were  given  up  under  an  Extradition 
Treaty,  wo  were  to  instruct  our  Minister 
at  the  Court  of  the  country  to  which  he 
was  given  up  to  keep  his  eye  upon  the 
case  and  to  ascertain  what  became  of  the 
man.  And  then  came  this  remarkable 
answer,  which  I  suppose  exj^resses  Lord 
Hammond's  own  opinion  on  the  subject. 
After  remarking  that  there  is  nothing  in 
our  Treaties  to  prevent  a  man  being  given 
up  even  for  political  offences,  ho  said — 

"In  dealing  ^-ith  foreign  nations,  we  can 
only  go  by  our  Treaty  relations.  If  you  ask  me 
what  is  my  own  feeling  on  the  subject,  I  should 
say  it  would  be  a  great  breach  of  faith  and  mo- 
rality on  the  part  of  a  foreign  Government  if, 
after  having  tried  a  man  for  the  offence  for 
which  he  ^^•as  given  up  and  having  failed  in 
convicting  him  of  that  offence,  they  should  tlien 
put  him  upon  his  trial  for  a  political  t>flence, 
knowing  well  th.'tt  if  w(f  had  been  aware  tliat 
there  was  a  political  offenco  in  the  background 
we  should  never  have  given  him  up." 

Let  me,  now,  substitute  for  "political 
offence"  any  oflonco  wliich  is  not  the 
subject  of  extradition.  Would  not  a 
foreign  Government  know  perfectly  well 
that  if  we  had  been  asked  to  give  up  a 
man  for  another  oflenco  we  should  not 
have  done  so,  and  does  not  Lord  Ham- 
mond's reasoning,  therefore,  apply  just 
as  much  to  sucli  an  offence  as  it  does  to 
a  political  ottence  ? 

I  have,  I  trust,  satisfied  your  Lord- 
sliips  that  on  the  general  principles  of 
Extradition  and  on  the  wording  of  our 
Treaty,  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  of  1843 
and  of  tlie  American  warrant  the  course 
laid  down  for  tlio  Government  was  a 
clear  and  distinct  one,  and  that  we  could 
not  have  taken  any  other  course.  And 
now  let  me  say  a  few  words  about  poli- 
tical offences.  Li  the  Treaty  with  the 
United  States  of  America  tliere  is  not  a 
word  about  political  ofFences.  If  tlie 
noble  EarPs  construction  bo  the  right 
one,  and  if  a  person  handed  over 
can    ho    fried    for    any    other    offence 
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besides  that  for  wliich  he  was  huiM 
over,  there  is  nothinf^  in  the  Tretty 
which  prevents  his  being  tried  fbrt 
political  offence.  I  heard  with  grak 
interest  and  some  surprise  the  aigi- 
ment  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey) 
on  this  subject  the  other  night  Tb 
noble  Earl  was  very  bold  indeed.  Hi 
said  people  in  this  country  are  ftr 
too  thin-skinned  in  regard  to  politieiL 
offences  —  that  politicfu.  offences  wen 
very  serious  things,  and  that  the  met 
who  committed  them  ought  to  be  giTW 
up  just  like  other  offenders.  Furam, 
the  noble  Earl  said  that  if  this  were  not 
the  view  of  the  people  of  this  countiT, 
they  ought  to  be  taught  not  to  regud 
political  offences  as  they  do  now.  I  Imov 
the  boldness  of  the  noble  Earl,  and  I  am 
sure  that  if  any  one  is  competent  to  in- 
struct public  opinion  on  this  subject  it  ii 
himself.  But  I  do  not  wish  him  to  be 
successful,  and  I  should  be  very  much 
surprised  if  he  were  successful.  I  heliert 
the  people  of  England  have  peifectlr 
made  up  their  mind  on  this  subject.  \ 
believe  they  will  not  consent  to  delirer 
up  persons  for  political  offences.  Whtt- 
ever  may  be  the  form  of  Treaty  or  Act 
of  Parliament,  they  will  take  care  thst 
no  persons  are  delivered  up  for  poiitidl 
offences.  But  if  the  construction  con- 
tended for  by  the  United  States  and  by 
the  noble  Earl  be  correct,  we  have  no 
security  whatever  against  the  surrender 
of  political  offenders  under  this  Treaty. 
If  it  is  in  the  power  of  another  conntrr, 
after  trying  a  prisoner  for  the  offence 
for  which  he  was  surrendered,  to  tiy  him 
for  another  offence,  that  other  offence 
mif^ht  involve  political  consideration!. 
There  are  two  principles  which  are  per- 
fectly clear.  The  first  is,  that  no  mm 
shall  be  surrendered  for  a  politicil 
offence ;  tlie  other  is,  that  this  countzj 
itself  shall  bo  the  judge  whether  nn 
offence  is  i)olitical  or  not.  Even  inside 
of  our  own  country  differences  of  opinion 
on  that  j^oint  constantly  arise,  and  some 
persons  think  an  offence  is  political 
which  others  do  not  regard  as  soch. 
This  is,  at  all  events,  a  point  which  we 
will  not  leave  to  the  judgment  of  another 
country — we  must  judge  of  it  oorselvee, 
and  we  cannot  do  so  unless  we  knov 
what  is  the  offence  or  what  are  the 
offences  for  which  the  surrendered  cri- 
minal is  to  be  tried.  My  Lords,  what  seca- 
rity  did  the  Minister  of  the  United  States 
wish  for  in  this  matter  ?  Mr.  Fish  says 
that  he  never  desired  to  have  a  criminal 
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surrendered  for  a  political  offence;  but 
in  the  very  same  despatch  in  which  he 
says  so  he  tells  us  that  as  to  all  offences 
against  the  law  of  the  States,  as  distin- 
guished from  Federal  offences,  the  Go- 
Temment  of  the  United  States — with 
which  observe  alone  we  have  the  power 
of  communicating — is  powerless.  They 
cannot  control  the  prosecution  in  such 
caaes ;  they  cannot  order  it  be  suspended 
-—nay,  more,  if  a  man  be  convicted  the 
President  of  the  United  States  cannot 
Mrdun  him.  The  security  of  which  Mr. 
fish  speaks  is,  therefore,  no  security  at 
alL  But  I^ould  appeal  from  Mr.  Fish 
to  President  Tyler,  who  says,  in  effect — 
**Here  is  the  Article  in  the  Treaty; 
■oan  it  over.  In  the  careful  enumera- 
tion of  crimes  which  you  see  there  the 
object  has  been  to  exclude  all  political 
offences." 

I  wish,  in  the  next  place,  my  Lords, 
to  say  a  word  as  to  a  misapprehension 
which  has  arisen  with  respect  to  the  Act 
of  1870.  I  have  not  up  to  this  moment 
aaid  a  word  about  that  Act ;  but  I  must 
now  venture  to  correct  what  fell  from  the 
noble  Earl  who  brought  forward  this 
subject  on  that  point.  The  noble  Earl 
aaid  that  we  at  first  relied  upon  the  Act 
of  1870,  and  that  then  we  gave  it  up. 
Sut  we  have  not  given  it  up ;  and  I  wish 
it  to  be  distinctly  understood,  so  far  as 
the  Government  are  concerned,  that  we 
are  disposed  to  agree  entirely  with  the 
Tiew  of  the  United  States  Government, 
that  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed  in  this 
oountry  in  1870  cannot  alter  the  terms 
of  a  Treaty  made  in  1842.  But  the  Act 
might,  whether  by  oversight  or  not, 
have  imposed  shackles  and  impediments 
on  the  Executive  of  a  country  in  dealing 
with  a  prisoner  whose  surrender  was 
demanded.  Whether  it  has  that  effect 
Hft  not  it  is  difficult  to  say,  because  that 
depends  upon  the  construction  of  a  clause 
which  I  am  bound  to  tell  your  Lordships 
honestly,  after  the  best  consideration  I 
ooold  give  it,  is  absolutely  and  utterly 
nninteOigible  to  my  mind.  I  may  add 
that  upon  the  only  occasion  when  it  came 
under  the  notice  of  one  of  our  Courts  of 
Iaw — the  Ck>urt  of  Queen's  Bench — all 
the  Judges  of  that  Court  said  they 
thought  it  was  very  doubtful  what  the  j 
Aflt  meant,  and  recommended  that  it 
ahould  on  the  earliest  possible  occasion 
be  aet  right  by  the  Legislature.  It  im- 
poaee  in  its  present  shape  upon  any 
Qovemment  a  very  g^eat  difficulty ;  be- 
lif  aGovemment  were  to  hand  over  a 


prisoner  without  taking  those  assurances 
which  the  Act  requires,  he  might,  for  all 
I  know,  obtain  his  Habeas  Corpus  and  be 
set  at  liberty.  That  is  the  purpose  for 
which  we  referred  to  the  Act  of  1870. 
It  is  quite  immaterial  as  regards  the 
broader  and  higher  ground  of  what  our 
obligations  are  under  the  document  of 
1842. 

I  will  now  say  a  word  as  to  the  policy 
of  raising  this  question,  as  the  Govern- 
ment have  felt  themselves  obliged  to 
raise  it  at  the  present  time.  The  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Granville)  said  the  other 
night  that  if  we  had  let  things  go  on, 
the  great  probability  was  that  Lawrence 
would  never  have  been  tried  for  any 
other  offence  than  that  for  which  he  was 
surrendered,  and  that  we  ought  to  have 
waited  for  some  other  occasion  when  if 
it  were  attempted  to  try  a  prisoner  for  a 
different  offence  we  might  have  objected 
to  the  adoption  of  such  a  course.  Well,  it 
was,  no  doubt,  open  to  the  Government  to 
act  in  that  way ;  but  I  think  I  can  show 
yourliordships  that  we  were  entirely  jus- 
tified in  acting  as  we  have  done.  Lawrence 
was  in  the  United  States  handed  over 
on  a  charge  of  forgery.  There  was  an 
indictment  found  against  him  for  some 
offence — I  think  against  the  Revenue 
Laws — which  was  not  the  subject  of 
Extradition.  There  was,  therefore,  a 
distinct  and  clear  announcement  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  that  it  was 
intended  to  proceed  against  Lawrence 
for  the  two  offences.  Now,  we  were 
able  to  say  that  although  we  could  not 
agree  with  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  in  the  construction  which  they 
put  upon  the  Treaty,  we  believed  them 
to  be  perfectly  sincere  in  contending 
that  that  was  the  view  which  they  had 
always  entertained,  and  that  although 
we  differed  from  them,  we  were  not  pre- 
pared to  make  any  serious  demand  upon 
them  with  regard  to  Lawrence.  But 
how,  my  Lords,  would  the  matter  stand 
on  another  occasion?  Suppose  we 
had  gone  on  surrendering  prisoner 
after  prisoner  to  the  United  States,  and 
that  on  some  other  occasion — perhaps 
with  regard  to  some  offence  which 
excited  more  interest  in  this  country^ 
the  United  States  had  pursued  the  same 
course,  and  proposed  to  try  a  criminal 
for  a  different  offence  from  that  for 
which  he  had  been  surrendered.  Suppose 
the  demand  then  made  which  has  been 
made  now ;  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment would  turn  round  and  ^aj  \jd  \x& — 
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* '  You  knew  perfectly  well  what  our  view 
of  the  Treaty  was.  Wo  told  you  months 
ago,  and  with  full  notice  you  have  gone 
on  surrendering  prisoners  ;  we  had, 
therefore,  a  right  to  assume  that  you 
were  satisfied  with  tlie  attitude  which  we 
had  taken  in  the  matter."  Now,  my 
Lords,  if  there  be  one  course  more  than 
another  which  would  be  likely  to  land 
us  in  complications  and  embarrassments 
it  would  be  to  leave  open  a  sore  of  that 
kind  to  be  dealt  with  on  some  future 
occasion  in  the  case  of  some  criminal 
with  regard  to  whom  a  greater  amount 
of  public  interest  might  have  been 
aroused.  I  should  very  much  deprecate 
the  discussion  of  a  question  of  this  im- 
portance with  reference  to  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  any  particular  person  whose 
surrender  might  be  asked  for  by  the 
United  States.  The  noble  Earl  spoke 
the  other  night  of  those  men  as  mur- 
derers, robbers,  and  rogues — and  for  all 
I  know  they  may  be  what  he  describes 
them  to  be,  although  the  tenderness  of 
our  law  assumes  that  a  person  is  inno- 
cent until  he  is  pn^veu  to  be  guilty. 
But  be  that  as  it  may,  I  can  conceive 
nothing  more  dangerous  than  to  bring 
down  a  gi*eat  and  important  principle  to 
the  level  of  the  merits  or  demerits  of 
the  individual  in  whose  case  that  prin- 
ciple is  brought  in  question.  That  is 
not  the  way  in  which  we  act  in  this 
country  with  regard  to  our  criminal  law, 
on  tlio  gi'cat  principles  of  which  and  on 
the  cardinal  rules  of  evidence  we  all 
depend  for  our  lives  and  liberti'-s.  If 
in  a  pailicular  case  we  were  to  overstrain 
or  ovrrtlirow  those  great  principh'S  and 
tli()s(?  rules,  the  (?vil  which  we  would 
hiivu  done  would  bo  sure  to  come  back 
upon  us  in  some  great  political  i)rosecu- 
tion,  or  some  trial  of  a  man  against 
whom  an  unjust  and  violent  prejudice 
happened  to  have  arisen  in  the  public 
mind.  So  it  is  with  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion of  Extradition.  There  are  some 
words  wliich  f«'ll  on  the  subject  from  a 
grt'Ut  master  of  history  which  are  the 
wortls  not  only  of  a  historian,  but  of  a 
2>hilosopher,  and  which  I  should  like  to 
read  to  your  Lordsliijis.     lie  says — 

"  Wc  arc  over  too  rt'iidv,  wlion  it  is  the  rcdrofw 
of  our  own  iiijurioM  that  i.-*  in  question,  to  strsiin 
and  conijutmiiso  those  jrenrntl  laws  to  which  wo 
have  all  to  look  for  protection  in  the  time  of  our 
advui-sity  ;  and  thus,  when  tho  day  of  trial 
comes,  wo  find  those  laws  no  longer  in  existence." 

These  are  words  of  warning  which  I 
think  we  should  do  well  to  lay  to  our 
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hearts  at  a  time  when  there  is  fid^ 
political  excitement.     I  have  now  liii 
before  your  Lordships  as  condsely  m  I 
could  the  principles  on  which  the  G»> 
vemment  has  acted ;    and  I  mabtiii 
that  the  obligations    under  which  v« 
acted  not  only  justify  the  conduct  wbi^ 
has  been  pursued,   but    rendered  laj 
other  course  of  conduct  absolutely  in- 
possible. 

Lord  SELBORNE  :  My  Lozds,  thm 
are  some  points  about  wmeh  there  viH 
be  universal  agreement,  and  one  is  thtt 
it  is  our  duty  to  discuss  this  qnestki 
with  the  most  perfect  dispassionateiWM, 
with  the  greatest  possible  desire  to  be 
fair  and  candid,  and  certainlj  with  the 
remembrance  that  no  triumph  of  men 
ingenious  argument,  even  though  it 
might  be  successful  for  a  time,  could  ccnb- 
pensate  for  the  mischief  that  might  be 
done  by  the  possible  unsoundnees  uf 
that  argument.  Your  Liordships  mitft 
have  observed  that  my  noble  Friend 
who  introduced  this  subject  (Eazl  Oraa- 
ville)  was  careful  to  do  so  in  a  tone  or 
manner  which  could  not  possibly  bear  the 
construction  of  a  Party  attack  or  indi- 
cate a  desire  to  magnify  the  errore— if 
errors  there  were — of  Her  Majesty! 
Government.  I  desire  to  imitate  mr 
noble  Friend  in  that  respect ;  and  at  the 
outset  I  have  to  make  three  acknow- 
ledgments to  Her  Majesty's  Goven- 
ment,  and  so  far  to  place  the  correctoeM 
or  incorrectness  of  tho  course  they  hare 
pursued  beyond  the  possible  limits  oft 
Party  atta(^k.  First,  it  is  undoubtedly 
true,  as  has  been  stated  by  the  noble 
and  learned  I^ord  on  the  Woolsack,  that 
wlien  this  question  camo  incidentollT 
under  discussion  in  tho  other  IIouso  in 
1860,  both  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Derby),  then  and  now  Foreign 
Secretary,  and  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  tho  Woolsack  expressed  viewi, 
the  full  effect  of  which,  as  now  explained 
by  them,  may  possibly  not  have  been 
obvifms  to  all  who  heard  them,  but 
views  entirely  consistent  with  the  argu- 
ments on  which  they  now  rely,  and,  I 
have  no  doubt  whatever,  intended  br 
them  at  that  time  in  a  sense  substan- 
tially the  same  with  the  opinions  they 
now  express.  Whether  they  are  riffht  or 
wrong  in  the  view  they  take  of  the  obliga- 
tions of  this  country  under  the  Treaty  of 
1842,  no  one  is  fairly  entitled  to  call  in 
question  the  consistency  of  their  present 
and  fonner  opinions,  or  to  deny  that  thej 
were  justified,  whatever  might  be  this 
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different  views  taken  by  others,  in  acting 
upon  the  opinions  which  they  expressod 
in  1866.  The  next  point  to  be  borne  in 
mind  in  favour  of  the  Government  is 
this — although  undoubtedly  the  Act  of 
1870  could  not  alter  the  provisions  of 
the  Treaty,  which  it  professed  to  respect 
and  keep  alive,  and  must,  I  think,  be 
supposed  to  have  intended  to  do  so ;  on 
the  other  hand,   so  far  as  the  future 

S)lioy  of  this  country  is  concerned,  the 
ct  of  1870  did,  in  substance — as  to  the 
precise  extent  there  is  something  to  be 
said  —  point  out  to  those  who  might 
afterwards  have  the  negotiation  of  any 
Hztradition  Treaties  on  behalf  of  this 
country  a  line  of  policy  in  accordance 
with  that  now  followed  by  Her  Majesty's 
GK>yemment.    Therefore,  they  were  not 
only  justified,   but — so  far  as  general 
policy  is  concerned,  so  far  as  any  action 
intended  to  be  independent  of  the  Treaty 
of  1842  is  concerned — they  were  more 
than  justified  in  acting  upon  the  views 
and  principles  which  Parliament  had  laid 
down  as  the  general  rule  for  the  future. 
The  third  concession  I  desire  to  make 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government — and  it  is 
reaUy  very  important  with  reference  to 
the  position  of  this  country — is  that  the 
Treaty  of    1842  being  terminable    by 
either  party  at  will  and  without  notice, 
no  question  of  a  breach  of  international 
faith  could  fairly  be  raised,  even  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government   \irere  wrong  in 
the  construction  which  they  put  upon 
that  Treaty,  when  they  gave  notice  of  what 
their  construction  was,  in   wliat   sense 
they  understood  their  obligation,   and 
that  they  should  not  act  upon  the  Treaty 
in  any  other  sense.    In  form,  no  doubt, 
that  was  not  a  declaration  of  their  choice 
and  will  to  put  an  end  to  the  Treaty ; 
but,  having  the  power  to  do  so  without 
previous  notice,  it  is  manifest  that  an 
intimation  of  that  sort  was  to  all  intents 
and  purposes  equivalent  to  a  conditional 
declaration  of  an  intention  to  put  an  end 
to  it  if  there  were  continued  diiierence  of 
opinion  as  to  its  construction.    In  that 
state  of  things,  I  think  no  question  of 
good  faith  as  between  nation  and  nation 
can  be   involved  in    the    course    Her 
liajesty's  Gk>vemment  have  taken,  even 
if  they  have  been  wrong  in  the  view  they 
liave  taken  of  their  obligation.    I  must 
now  take  exception  to  two  expressions 
naed  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend. 
He  spoke  more  than  once  of  my  noble 
Enend  (Earl  Granville)  having  adopted 
the  argument  of  the  United  btates.    It 


may  be  that  the  view  we  take  is  the 
same  with  that  which  has  been  taken  by 
the  United  States ;  but  I  protest  against 
it  being  said  that  we  adopt  the  arguments 
of  the  United  States.  The  arguments 
are  our  own,  the  interpretation  that  of 
two  Governments  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  belonged,  and  that  for  which 
I  myself  am  responsible  as  the  principal 
Law  Adviser  of  the  Crown  in  1865.  It 
is  our  own  view,  our  own  interpreta- 
tion, which  we  are  justifying,  and  not 
the  argument  of  the  United  States,  and 
I  venture  to  think  we  do  not  go  too 
far  in  asserting  that,  until  the  accession 
to  office  of  the  present  Administration, 
it  was  the  view  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment. We  may  have  been  wrong,  but 
believe  ourselves  to  have  been  right; 
and,  having  acted  hondjide  when  former 
Governments  took  steps  founded  on  our 
view,  we  had  no  option  but  to  defend 
our  own  course,  our  own  action,  and  our 
own  opinions,  although  they  happened 
to  be  the  same  as  those  of  the  United 
States.  The  other  expression  of  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  to  which  I 
take  exception,  was  that  in  which  ho 
Htated  it  to  be  our  construction  of  the 
Treaty,  that  the  country  to  which  extra- 
dition was  made  was  at  liberty  to  try 
for  any  other  offence,  provided  it  **  goes 
through  the  form"  of  trying  for  the 
first  oifence.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  will  excuse  me  saying  that 
this  was  a  piece  of  rhetoric  hardly 
characterized  by  his  usual  candour,  be- 
cause throughout  the  Papers  wliich  ex- 
press the  views  formerly  taken  by  our 
Government  and  throughout  the  argu- 
ments, it  has  always  been  said  there 
must  be  a  bondjide  trial  upon  the  charge 
on  which  the  man  was  delivered  up ;  that 
being  the  test  of  the  ho7ia  Jidea  of  the 
requisition ;  because,  if  he  were  not  tried 
at  all  for  the  oll'ence  for  which  he  was 
asked  to  be  surrendered,  it  might  bo 
strong  evidence  that  there  was  an  in- 
direct purpose  in  asking  for  the  surrender 
on  particular  grounds.  Therefore  a  bund 
fide  trial  for  that  particular  oifence  has 
always  been  regarded  on  our  side  as  in- 
volved naturally  in  the  demand  for  ex- 
tradition. I  will  now  follow  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  in  his  arguments.  I 
confess  it  was  with  some  surprise  that  I 
heard  him  endeavour  to  lay  the  founda- 
tion for  everything  which  was  to  follow 
— not  in  the  terms  of  the  Treaty  be- 
tween the  two  Powers,  but  in  some 
vague  notion  of  d  priori  ^m\»^  \<^9ij^^:ki:^ 
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to  a  law  of  Extradition  independent  of  | 
Treaty,  and  importing  silent  clauses  and  i 
expressions  of  jurists,  on  which  he  laid 
much  stress.  These  arguments  do  not 
seem  to  have  been  thought  good  enough 
to  be  worth  producing  in  the  Correspon- 
dence laid  on  the  Table ;  and  the  able 
despatch  in  which  the  arguments  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  summed  up, 
so  far  from  parading  the  opinions  of 
jurists  and  text- writers,  disputes  the 
propriety  of  introducing  them.  But  if 
the  argument  developed  from  those 
writers  had  any  really  legitimate  bearing 
on  the  question,  it  is  not  conceivable 
that  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  or  the 
Law  Advisers  of  the  Crown  would  not 
have  discovered  the  passages  he  has 
just  quoted  in  time  for  them  to  do  duty 
not  merely  in  your  Lordships'  House, 
but  in  the  important  Correspondence 
with  the  United  States  Government. 
My  Lords,  I  confess  that  for  my  part  I 
have  not  been  persuaded  by  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend's  able  speech  to 
accept  the  views  of  those  writers  as  in 
any  degree  affording  a  solution  of  this 
question.  There  is  no  such  thing — cer- 
tainly there  never  has  been  such  a  thing 
recognized  in  or  by  this  country — as  an 
d  priori  international  obligation  to  grant 
extradition  at  all.  That  depends  with 
us  entirely  on  Treaties.  The  terms  of 
those  Treaties  must  contain  in  themselves 
the  whole  measure  of  the  obligation  as 
between  country  and  country.  I  am 
fully  aware  that  even  in  the  United 
States  there  have  been  great  writers — 
at  least  as  great  as  any  of  those  quoted 
by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend — 
who  have  advocated  the  doctrine  that 
there  is  a  certain  d  priori  right  to 
demand  extradition.  But  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  did  not  refer  to  them, 
because  he  would  not  find  in  them  any- 
thing in  support  of  the  view  that  it  is  an 
implied  condition  of  extradition  that  a 
man  shoidd  be  tried  only  for  the  crime 
on  which  he  has  been  surrendered.  The 
real  truth  is,  all  the  writers  to  whom 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  referred  do 
but  generalize  from  the  laws  of  their  own 
countries  or  particular  Treaties  of  their 
own  or  other  countries  which  they  col- 
lect in  their  books.  That  is  more  espe- 
cially the  case  of  Frolix  with  regard  to 
France.  Now,  as  to  the  law  of  France, 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  stated  very 
truly  that  in  1841  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice laid  it  down  as  a  rule  that  a  man 
was  not  to  be  tried  for  any  offence  but 


that  on  which  he  was  given  up,  indbe 
referred  in  illustration  of  that  principle 
to  a  case  which  occurred  between  Fnncc 
and  Geneva.    But  what  is  the  betting 
of  all  that  on  the  question  now  before 
us,  except  that  another  g^at  and  dTil- 
ized  country  has  taken  the  same  viev, 
not  of  law,  but  of  policy,   which  vm 
taken    by   the    British    Parliament  ii 
the   year    1870?     In   France    extradi- 
tion   depends,   not    on     law,    but    en- 
tirely on  the  absolute    despotic  actioi 
of  the  Government.     The  SxecutiTe  Go- 
vernment of  France  in    1841  laid  dovi 
for  its  own  guidance  and  the  guidtntt 
of  its  Executive  officers   the  same  nk 
which  was    afterwards    laid    down  bf 
the  Legislature  of  this  country  in  the 
Act  of  1870.     How  that  bears  upon  our 
engagement  of   1842  with  the   United 
States  passes  my  comprehension.    I  wiB 
not,   therefore,   detain   your   Lordahipi 
long  on    that    point.      Not    only,    my 
Lords,  does  the  Executive  GoTemment  ia 
France  possess  absolute  power  with  re- 
spect to  extradition,    but    the   Coor  de 
Cassation  in  1867,  at  the  instance  of  M. 
Baroche,  the  then  Minister  of  Justice, 
decided  that  the  French  Courts  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  rule  laid  down  in 
the  Circular  referred  to ;  and  I  beliefe 
the  Minister  of  Justice  in  that  year  did 
actually  cause  a  man  to  be  tried  for  an 
offence  other  than  that  on  which  he  had 
been  surrendered,  and   established  hii 
right  to  do  so  before  the  Cour  de  Caaea- 
tion.      I  ought    to    apologize  to  your 
Lordships    for    having    said    even   so 
much  as  this  on  the  subject  of  the  law 
and  practice   of  France;    because  the 
question  is  not  as  to  the  law  and  prae- 
tice  of  France,  but  as  to  the  Treaty  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  United  Statei. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  said  he 
did  not  know  of  any  authority  who  ex- 
pressed views  different  from  those  enter- 
tained by  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment 
My  Lords,  we  have  a  writer  of  veiy 
great  learning  who  has  collected  a  body 
of  International  Law  with  perhaps  more 
fulness  than  most  others — a  writer,  I 
believe,   to   whom   foreign  jurists  look 
with  considerable  respect — I  mean  Sir 
Bobert    Phillimore.      I   do    not    think 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  would  find 
it  laid  down  in  Sir  Bobert  Phillimore'e 
book  as  a  principle  of  International  Law 
with  respect  to  Extradition,  that  a  man 
should  not  be  tried    for    any    offence 
but   that  on  which  he  has  been  sur- 
rendered, though  I  beUeve  he  would 
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*-^'flnd  it  to  be  there  stated  as  a  recog- 
^?'  sued  principle  of  international  usage 
r^  that  an  extradited  person  should  not 
^'  be  tried  for  a  political  offence.  Now 
I  oome  to  what  governs  the  whole 
snatter — namely,  tbe  Treaty  of  1842. 
^  Mj  noble  and  learned  Friend  asked,  if 
£'^m  man  could  be  tried  for  any  other  offence 
l^'tiian  that  on  which  he  had  been  surren- 
t  deredy  why  were  certain  crimes  specified 
:',  in  the  Treaty,  and  a  provision  laid  down 
y.  HkkMX  there  should  he  primd  facie  evidence 
\'.  aiMxnding  to  British  law  that  he  was  guilty 
^  of  one  of  them  ?  My  noble  and  learned 
f  Kiend  noticed  that  that  list  of  offences 
'.  did  not  include  embezzlement,  man- 
I '  fldauffhter,  rape,  and  abduction,  and  he 
ohaUenged  us  to  say  why  there  should 
1)6  that  selection.  He  thought  it  was  not 
m  sufficient  reason  to  say  that  this  was 
done  to  provide  against  arbitrary  arrests, 
and  then  he  went  on  to  state  his  own 
iriew.  Well,  my  answer  is,  that  the 
specification  of  offences  is  made  because 
it  is  not  consistent  with  the  principle  of 
Extradition  that  a  person  should  be 
given  up,  except  for  a  crime  which  has  a 
common  character  in  both  countries. 
For  that  reason  the  practice  has  been 
to  specify  offences  as  to  which  the  juris- 
prudence of  both  countries  is  understood 
to  agree,  and  as  to  the  meaning  of 
which,  therefore,  there  should  be  no 
ambiguity.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  the 
specification  of  offences  does  not  go  as 
fir  as  it  might  do ;  but  it  goes  as  far 
as,  at  the  time  of  negotiating  the  Treaty 
between  the  two  parties,  it  was  thought 
necessary  or  convenient  to  go,  in  the 
direction  of  ascertaining  what  are  the 
graver  offences  which  have  a  common 
oesignation  and  a  common  meaning 
under  the  laws  of  both  countries.  Then 
mj  noble  and  learned  Friend  went 
on  to  ask,  why  does  the  Treaty  require 
jM^md  facte  evidence  in  the  first  instance, 
according  to  English  law,  as  to  the  guilt 
of  the  man  in  respect  to  the  crime  for 
which  his  surrender  is  asked  ?  Plainly 
because  the  crime  is  specified — because 
the  same  principles  in  both  countries 
apply  to  it,  though  each  country  may 
hiave  its  own  particular  method  of  deal- 
ing with  it.  That  provision  as  to  primd 
fmet$  evidence  cannot  mean  that  British 
law  is  to  govern  for  any  other  purpose 
than  for  that  of  determining  the  suffi- 
ciency of  the  case  for  giving  up  the  man 
to  American  justice.  When  he  gets  to 
America  he  must,  of  course,  be  tried,  not 
Igr  British,  but  by  American  law,  and 


according  to  American  rules  of  evidence, 
and  if  found  guilty  must  undergo  the 
punishment  which  American  law  pro- 
vides. The  sole  purpose  of  applying  the 
test  of  British  law  in  this  country  is  that 
before  we  give  the  man  up  we  should  have 
primd  facie  evidence  that  he  is  guilty  of 
one  of  the  crimes  specified  in  the  Treaty 
of  Extradition.  We  give  him  up,  then, 
because  we  have  confidence  in  the  justice 
of  the  country  which  claims  him ;  and  if 
the  conditions  on  which  we  give  him  up 
are  fulfilled,  I  am  utterly  at  a  loss  to 
understand  why  he  should  not  after- 
wards be  tried  for  any  offence  what- 
ever— other  than  political — for  which 
American  law  can  try  him.  Let  us  look 
at  the  abstract  question  from  the  com- 
mon sense  point  of  view : — and  it  is  very 
material  to  do  so  when  we  are  asked 
to  interpolate  what  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  calls  **  a  silent  clause,"  not  ex- 
pressed, as  is  admitted,  in  the  Treaty. 
Of  course  if  the  d  priori  reason  were  so 
plain,  so  manifest,  that  no  two  sensible 
persons  could  differ  about  it,  then  I  could 
understand  the  argument  as  to  interpo- 
lating a  silent  clause.  But  that  is  not  the 
case.  I  hope  that  many  of  your  Lordships 
now  present  heard  the  speech  made  by 
the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  when  this  question  was  last  before 
the  House.  Putting  political  offences 
aside,  he  appeared  to  me  to  show,  in  the 
most  convincing  manner,  how  contrary 
to  the  true  spirit  of  international  justice 
it  would  be  to  fetter  the  demands  of  that 
justice  by  requiring  that  a  man  should 
be  tried  only  for  the  precise  offence 
for  which  he  was  given  up.  If  you 
really  place  confidence  in  the  justice  of 
the  country  with  which  you  make  the 
Treaty,  what  possible  interest  can  the 
country  which  delivers  a  man  up  have 
in  sheltering  him  from  trial  and  punish- 
ment for  any  crime  that  he  has  com- 
mitted? Have  you  any  engagement 
with  him  to  shelter  him  in  that  way? 
Certainly  not.  Your  only  engagement 
is  that  which  you  have  with  the  country 
with  which  you  have  made  the  Treaty. 
Are  you  to  assume  that  he  will  be  fairly 
tried  for  the  crime  for  which  you  have 
surrendered  him,  but  that  he  would  not 
be  fairly  tried  for  any  other  ?  Surely  not. 
The  mode  of  examining,  the  mode  of 
trial,  the  law  of  evidence,  and  the  con- 
sequences of  the  crime  may  differ  en- 
tirely in  the  two  countries ;  yet  he  is  sent 
to  be  tried  according  to  the  law  of  the 
country  to  which  he  is  gWeu  u'g,  uoX*  «j(^- 


403  fforth  Amtriea—  [LOBDS] 

cording  to  ours.     But  it  is  said  that  if  he    for  the  pnipose  of  exdnding  it    1W 

is  acquitted  the  inference  theu  is  that  if  ""  '  ' 
the  facta  which  corao  out  in  evidence  had 
been  brought  before  the  mag-istrate  of 
the  country  which  surrendeTS  him  he 
would  not  have  been  surrendered,  and 
the  country  to  which  he  is  sent  would 
avail  themselves  of  their  own  wrong  if 
they  tried  him  for  another  offence.  That, 
however,  is  an  at^ument  which  puts 
aside  the  substance  in  dealing  with  the 
form  of  the  matter.  Take  the  case  of 
murder  and  manslaughter.  Murder  is 
the  greater,  manslaughter  the  less  of- 
fence.    I  rather  think  that  by 


Treat;  is  as  far  aa  anything  ii  ti 
world  can  be  Irani  implying  uj  wk 
thing.  It  says,  the  two  oounbriHipi 
that  on  mutual  rSQuiutions  nuds ' 
them  or  their  Miuistets  they  will 
spectively  deliver  up  to  justice  ill  p» 
sons  who,  being  charged  with  anj  at 
of  the  specified  offencoa  committed  it 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  other,  ^ 
seek  an  asylum  in  the  territanM  of  ^ 
other.  The  noble  £bt1  the  Foi«igBa^ 
cretaryheld  that  the  peraan  auzreDdml 
was  only  lent  to  the  foreign  QorenuBH 
for  the  purposes  of  that  auireader,  to  k 


I 


Q  if  the  indictmeut  brought    tried  for  the  particular  offence.  ThepR- 


aent  law, 

against  a  man  is  for  murder  alone, 

may  be  found  guilty  of  manslaughti     , 

upon  the  very  same   evidence,  because    of  1843  were  utterly  ignorant  of  tl" 


theory.     Nay,  more,   a  contraiy  thtai; 
i  merciful    was  distinctly  expressed  and  noogi' 
in  the    debates   on    that    occaaiaa 
though  the  only  question  that  wm 
seriously  discussed  was  the  bearingid^ 
Treat;  on  the  subject  of  elareiy.    Vitk 
,   your  Lordships' permission,  I  willtmbb 
you  with  a  few  extracts  from  the  AAati 
in  the  House  of  Commons  when  the  Si 
of  1843  was  under  diacuaaion.    Befeninf 
to  the  case  of  a  slave    vho    bad  eow 
Mr.    T«M 


iiI>posing  ho  was  roally  goiltj'  of  *x 
,  wan  hf,  whun  tiken  buck,  to  bo  tnaUd  if 
.'c  or  n  fn-vmaii  1'  Tbo  cunditiuu  U  tn. 
very  diB'urant,  und  no  were  thu  pmic- 
I  iif  bLivui  and  frtiMiica.  In  tht-  caM  tL- 
]f  :i  Kliivo  (s.iiimittui  bj-  n  muKutnlr  ii=- 
ui.lKwoii  DuipHtmifa  in  thr  OJ  - 
UiT  tiuin  unywliun!  I'lae;.  andii- 
ti^rwiinln  iiHiuiitiii,  wluit  bii'amo  of  min ':  XI 
tliu  viodii^livu  fi.t-tin|pi  ut  tLu  uwncr  mipii  i- 
I'xaHiH'mttiJ  ii^inut  him  un  ui'L'uunt  of  hit  ligb^ 
und  hu  iiiight  1m>  ini'lini.<d  to  vrcuk  his  vmpw^ 

upon  hifn  vliun  thus  rcHtortxl  to  his  ~ ~~* 

[3  llau'tnl,  Ixxi.  ofii.' 


tlie  latter  oCfeuce  ia  leas  than  the  for- 
mer, and  the  jury  may  take 
yiow  of  the  facts.  Can  it  be  said 
that  this  country  has  an  interest  is 
protecting  a  man  who  has  been  do' 
bvered  up  for  murder  from  being  con- 
victed for  manslaughter,  when  under  e 
more  merciful  view  of  the  evidence  ad- 
duced to  convict  him  of  murder  theolfence 
may  be  reduced  to  the  lower  crime 
Surely  if  the  man  is  handed  over  by  u 

on  BulEcient  grounds  wo  have  no  interest  within  our  jurisdictioa, 
in  fettering  the  action  of  justice-  Take  ;  Smith  said — 
the  case  of  extradition  crimes  only.  Sup- 
posing a  man  is  acc'used  in  America  of 
all  the  seven  oll'cncus  mentioned  in  the 
Treaty,  would  you  actually  impose  on 
the  United  States  the  burden  of  sending 
over  to  England  all  tho  voluminous 
proofs  of  every  one  of  the  various  oltcnces 
of  which  it  might  bo  necessary  to  accuse 
him?  And  all  this  not  because  it  is 
sujiposed  that  thoy  have  somo  sinister 
end  in  view,  or  a  desire  to  do  that 
particular  man  some  wrong,    but    bo- 

cause   you    say    it    la    our    right  that    ,y^g^l^^^^^,^.(l^^^jj^Q^^^ 
ho  shall  not  be  convicted  of  any  otfence  I ,,.   ,,.„  ,  .  ,,  „■»  „„,„„„,  ./ .  .. 


justly  (.in 


a  to  the 
I   sought   by  all 


I  that 
soon   tlie   evidence, 
pohtical  offenders  wo: 
Buroly  it  would  be  cc 
teresta    and   the   obji 
Extradition  Treaties  that  where  sufficient 
evideUce  is  produced  to  justify  the  sur- 
render of  a  criminal,  he  should  be  tried 
in  tho  country  to  which  he  goes  upon 
any    criminal    oharge    that    might    be 
brought  gainst  hiui.     That  view  is,  I    circu 
hold,  at  all  events    not    so   manifestly   »  ■>" 
wrong  or  unreasonable  that  you  should   VP  ? 


y  onence    ^^^^  ,      ,,  ^^^  argument  that  the 
U   tt  ^I^^'^IV:''^''  °°'y  ^'-'°'  '"  ^'^«  ""'t*^  state. 


introduce  a    silent   i-onditio 


i  .  f  ■  1..  I  oe  tried  for  the  particular  crime  fts 
i!!"' °°..  .  "*f.'  !  "bi«h  to  h.J  been  given  up,  u>d  lk.1  if 
he  was  acquitted  there  was  an  implied 
condition  that  he  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  returning  to  our  jurii- 
diction?  Sir  Frederick  Pollock,  tlw 
Attorney  Ooneral,  then  answered — 

"  Wii  hnd  nothing;  whatever  to  do  with  H* 
BtunccB  uf  thu  penwn  delivered  up  half 
3  iir  a  frteman.  Wo  should  dslim  bis 
I  vrimEnal.  .  .  All  that  we  iniiit  npan 
buf  in-  liny  mnn  Hhall  be  dulirered  up  to 
»  lie  kIiuII  be  rhat^^od  with  aae  li 


.liiA  i.; 


not  expressed  in  this  particular  Treaty,  i  liia  vrimua  niuuUouvd  in  thu  Xiwty. 
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done  we  did  not  care  whether  the  man  had 
a  slave  or  not.  .  .  The  magistrates 
iroul^  have  to  deal  with  a  man  charged  with 
bftvinK  committed  an  offence  in  a  foreign  State, 
Wkd  hiB  status  in  that  State  had  nothing  to  do 
'With  the  case.  That  was  a  point  to  be  settled  on 
•tha  man's  rotum  to  America." — [Ibid.  666.J 

Iiord  Macaulay  was  not  satisfied  with 
that  answer.  He  thought  it  made  mat- 
ten  worse,  and  ho  would  rather  give 
Up  the  Bill ;  and  he  asked — 

^  Suppose  the  man  was  acquitted  in  America, 
yghai  was  to  be  done  with  him  then  'i  Was  he  to 
mnain  a  slave  in  the  hands  of  a  master  incensed 
-Inr  the  attempt  to  run  away  P  Would  the  slave's 
Im  in  such  a  case  be  safe,  even  after  his  ac- 
qmUair*— [/*«/.  671.] 

The  late  Lord  Derby,  then  Lord  Stanley, 
xeplied  to  that  thus — 

**No  doubt  it  was  possible  that  persons,  whe- 
tlier  guilty  or  not,  ii  sent  back  to  a  country 
where  slavery  prevailed,  might  bo  returned  to  a 
■Ute  of  slavery."— [/^tV/.  677.] 

That  was  the   language    of  the  Lord 
Stanley  of  that  day,  and  there  was  no 
man  in  this  country  who  was  more  op- 
posed to  slavery,  or  who  would  have 
been  more  ready  to  take  any  proper 
■taps  to  rescue  a  man  from  slavery  than 
he  was.    I  have  referred  to  these  pas- 
sages to  show  that  the  idea  that  a  man 
was  only  lent  to  the  foreigpi  State,  to  be 
tried  for  the  offence  for  which  he  was  sur- 
rendered under  the  Treaty  of  Extradition, 
was  not  then  entertained  by  the  British 
Gh>Temment.     The  noble  and  learned 
Liord  on  the  Woolsack  laid  great  stress 
on  the  words,  which  are  undoubtedly 
found  in  the  Act  of  1843,  though  not  in 
the  Treaty,   to  the  cilect  that  a  man 
should  be  surrendered  **to  be  tried  for 
the  crime  of  which  he  was  accused.'' 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  'insisted, 
that  this  affirmative  implied  the  negation 
of  everything  else :  and  he  endeavoured 
to  foitity  that  conclusion  by  several  illus- 
tratioxui ; — such  as,  that  a  man  cannot  be 
tried  in  one  county  under  a  warrant  di- 
reoted  to  another  county,  and  that  trust 
funds  cannot  be  invested  in  one  security 
when  it  is  directed  that  they  shall  be  in- 
Tested  in  another.     Illustrations  of  that 
kind  have  no  application  whatever  to  the 
present  question.    It  is  true  that  a  man 
oannot  be  tried  in  one  county  under  a  war- 
rant directed  to  another  county;  but  that 
does   not   prohibit  a    second    warrant 
direeted  to  another  county  from  being 
issued  bj  any  competent  authority :  and 
it  is  not  because  trust  funds  are  di- 
xsoled  to  be  invested  in  a  particular 


class  of  security  that  a  subsequent  order 
may  not  be  made  directing  them  to  be 
invested  in  other  securities.  The  autho- 
rity of  the  English  Act  of  Parliament, 
\  of  course,  goes  no  further  than  the  par- 
ticular purpose  expressed  in  it ;  aud 
that  authority  is  spent  and  exhausted, 
when  the  man  has  passed  beyond  British 
jurisdiction.  Another  authority,  that  of 
the  State  into  whose  jurisdiction  he 
passes,  then  comes  in  ;  and,  unless  that 
State  has  agreed  by  Treaty  to  make  a 
particular  and  limited  use  of  that  autho- 
rity, it  cannot  be  bound  by  any  nega- 
tive inferences  from  the  terms  of  an 
English  statute ;  which,  indeed,  are  in- 
ferences not  drawn  by  the  Courts  of  the 
United  States  from  the  exactly  similar 
terms  of  their  own  Act  of  Congress. 
There  is,  therefore,  no  analogy  at  all 
between  those  cases  and  the  point 
now  at  issue.  What  can  such  cases 
have  to  do  with  the  power  of  a 
country  to  whose  justice  a  man  has 
been  surrendered  to  try  him  for  any 
offence  he  may  have  committed  ac- 
cording to  their  own  law  ?  I  therefore 
demur  entirely  to  the  proposition  that 
because  an  English  Act  of  Parliament 
and  an  American  Act  of  Congress  state 
that  a  man  is  to  be  delivered  up  to  be 
tried  for  a  particular  offence,  there- 
fore he  cannot  be  tried  for  any  other. 
To  show  that  in  trying  him  for  any 
other  offence  a  breach  of  faith  under  the 
terms  of  the  Treaty  would  be  commit- 
ted, we  must  do  something  more  than 
put  forward  words  contained  in  the 
English  Act  of  Parliament.  In  my 
opinion,  we  ought  to  treat  with  some 
respect  the  construction  which  has  been 
put,  not  only  on  their  own  Act  of  Con- 
gress, but  also  upon  the  Treaty,  by  the 
American  Courts  of  Justice.  In  the 
United  States,  Treaties  confirmed  by  the 
Senate  are  law,  without  any  Act  of  Con- 
gress, and  are  proper  subjects  of  judi- 
cial interpretation.  The  words  to  which 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  refers  have 
been  the  subject  of  judicial  interpreta- 
tion in  the  Ainerican  Courts,  as  appears 
from  the  Papers;  and  these  Courts, 
having  before  them  the  terms  of  the 
British  and  American  Acts,  of  the 
Treaty,  and  of  the  warrants,  have  held 
that  the  language  used  in  them  does  not 
;  bear  the  construction  the  noble  and 
i  learned  Lord  seeks  to  put  upon  it :  and 
the  same  view  has  also  been  taken  by  the 
Canadian  Courts.  But  the  matter  does 
not  stand  there;  becau&e  i£  Xk^^tt^  "vox^ 
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in  the  Act  of  1843  have  the  force  and 
the  importance  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  attributes  to  them,  how  is 
it  that  they  were  omitted  in  the  Act, 
otherwise  similar,  which  was  passed  to 
carry  into  effect  the  Extradition  Treaty 
with  Denmark  in  1856?  The  next  step 
brings  us  to  a  matter  to  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  made  no  reference 
whatever,  but  the  importance  of  which 
was  pointed  out  by  the  noble  Lord  near 
me  (Lord  Hammond).  I  refer  to  the 
terms  of  the  Convention  made  with 
France  in  1853.  Those  terms  showed  that 
there  was  then  no  objection  whatever 
on  the  part  of  the  British  Government 
to  a  man  being  tried  for  any  Extradition 
crime  other  than  that  for  which  he 
had  been  surrendered,  after  he  might 
have  been  tried  and  acquitted  of  the 
offence  for  which  he  had  been  delivered 
up.  The  words  of  the  7th  section  of  the 
Convention  are — 

"  No  accused  or  conxdcted  person  who  may  bo 
surrendered  shall,  in  any  case,  bo  proceeded 
against  or  punished  on  account  of  any  political 
offence  committed  prior  to  his  being  surrendered, 
nor  for  any  offence  or  crime  not  described  in  the 
present  Convention,  which  ho  may  have  com- 
mitted previously  to  being  surrendered.*' — 
[Hertslet,  ix.,  281.] 

i 

On  which  Mr.  Clark,   in  his  book  on 
Extradition,  observes — 

**  It  will  bo  obscTvod  tliat  under  this  Conven- 
tion a  person  who  has  been  surrendered  could 
have  been  tried  for  other  offences  than  tliat  fur 
wliich  his  rendition  had  been  granted,  proWded 
that  sucli  offences  wore  not  political  and  were 
"^nthin  the  list  of  crimes  contained  in  the  Con- 
vention." 

It  will  be  remembered  that  at  that 
period  Parliament  was  very  jealous  of 
any  concession  on  this  subject  being 
made  to  France — a  circumstance  which 
made  it  very  difficult  to  arrive  at  any 
agreement  on  the  question  of  Extra- 
dition. The  Convention  failed,  but 
on  other  grounds  than  the  terms  of 
the  section  which  I  have  just  read 
to  your  Lordships,  and  I  merely  re- 
fer to  them  to  show  what  was  the 
understanding  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment on  the  point  at  that  time.  I  now 
come  to  the  case  of  Burley,  in  which 
the  British  Government  had  every  pos- 
sible motive  for  raising  in  favour  of  the 
prisoner  the  point  now  taken  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord.  At  this  distance 
of  time  I  am  not  committing  any  indis- 
cretion in  stating  to  your  Lordships 
the  views  which  were  then  held  by  the 


British  Government  with  refemmti 
that  case.     Burley  was  a  commiMUNMi 
officer  of  the  Confederate  States,  vk^ 
with    assistance  from   sympathinn  ii 
the  British  Provinces,  maimed  a  veiidto 
carry  on  warlike  operations  on  the  labi: 
and  he  made  an  attack,  involTuig  tk 
capture  of  goods  and  danger  to  life, « 
Johnson's  Island,  a  part  of  the  ITiutil 
States,  to  which  the  war  had  not,  up  to 
that  time,  penetrated.     For  these  Aefii 
he  was  charged  in  Canada  under  the  Ei- 
tradition  Treaty  with  robbery  and  vitk 
assault  with  intent  to  commit  mordiBr. 
The  Canadian  Judges    held  that  they 
were  bound  to  surrender   him  on  tk 
charge  of  robbery.     The  Home  GoTsn- 
ment,  however,  did  not  approve  the  de- 
cision of  the  Canadian  Judges,  cxmtids- 
ing  the  evidence  to  proTe  that  the  adi 
done  were  political  and  belligerent,  sod 
not  civil  offences.      They  thought  thtt 
the  man  ought  not  to  have  been  snrrei- 
dered ;  and,  moreover,  they  weie  a&sid 
that  he  would  be  treated  as  a  politieil 
offender.    They,  therefore,  would  ksvc 
been  most  anxious  to  raise  the  point  that 
the  man  could  only  be    triea  for  thff 
offence  for  which  he   had    been   ss^ 
rendered,  had  they  felt  that  the  tennsef 
the  Treaty  would  have  enabled  them  to 
do  so.     It  was  my  duty  as  one  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  to  advise  tltf 
Government  on  the  matter ;  both  I  and 
my  Colleagues  were   satisfied  that  the 
Treaty  would  not  bear  the  interpretation 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  now  desiick 
to  put  upon  it,    and  we    came   to  the 
conclusion,  that  the  Government  oonld 
not  interfere  in  the  matter,   if  Buxier 
was  bond  fide  put  on  his  trial  for  the 
crime  of  robbery,  for  which  he  had  be«i 
surrendered.      The  Secretary  of  State 
acted  accordingly.     I  do  not  mean  my 
noble  Friend  (Viscount  Card  well),  who 
was  then  Secretary  of   State   for   the 
Colonies,  and  who  does  not  seem  to  me, 
from  the  Papers,  to  have  had  occaska 
to  form  or  express  an  official  opinion  of 
his  own  on  that  point ;  but  the  then  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs.  AnH 
the  fact  is,  that  Burley  was  tried,  not 
only  for  the  crime  of  robbery,  for  whidi 
alone  he  had  been  surrendered,  but  also 
for  that  of  assault  with  intent  to  commit 
murder,  as  to  which  the  Canadian  ma- 
gistrates had  thought  the  evidence  in- 
sufficient to  j  ustify  his  surrender  on  that 
ground.     This  case,  therefore,  was  be- 
yond all  doubt  an  instance  in  which  the 
British  Government  directly  acted  npoa 
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iiiterpretation  of  the  Treaty  directly 
Fttie  contrary  to  that  of  the  noble  and 
iMurned  Lord.     My  noble  and  learned 


proved  by  the  facts  on  which  the  Buirender  is 
grounded/* 

And  the  corresponding  Clause  19,  ex* 


i 


Vrirad  Bays  that   in   1866  his  opinion  pressing  the  obligation  which  we  took 

lad  been  stated  in  Parhament.     True  ;  „pon  ourselves,  is  in  these  words— 
llDt  m  1868,  before  the  Committee  of       ,_„       . 

tiie  House  of  Commons,  evidence  was  „•  vY^,*;!|i?  R^rTfJlL^L'!!:!;!;?^^'^^^ 

^v  J.    xi>       •  "L*  i_  xi_     T^       •  With  a  foreign  otato,  any  person  accused  or  con- 

STen  as  to  the  view  which  the  J?  oreign  victed   of    any  crime  which,  if  committed  in 

Bee    then    took,    and    upon    which    it  England,  wouid  be  one  of  the  crimes  described 

kad   acted,    and  this  evidence  was  laid  i^  the  first  schedule  to  this  Act,  is  surrendered 

#  before  Parliament  and  published  to  the  ^^..^^^  J°^??^  ^**,^»  such  person  shall  not, 

Jl ij      fwn  1,      ^  ax^     r\  -j-i.     >  until  he  has  been  restored  or  had  an  opportunity 

•  T"L^-  T^®  ^^^^*  ^^  *^®  Committee's  ^^  returning  to  such  foreign  State,  be  triable 
OAUberatlon  was  strongly  against  the  or  tried  for  any  oflfence  committed  prior  to  the 
▼iew  now  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  surrender  in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's  domi- 
GoTemment.  The  Committee  did  not  '^o^^  ^^^^  ^^^  such  of  the  said  crimes  as  may 
«iy_-We  find  the  existing  Treaty,  in  ^  ^^^ed^.?*^^  ^*'*''  onv^hic\,  the  surrender 
ftoeordance  with  the  view  of  all  civilized 

t  nations,  has  a  tacit  clause  which  provides  It  appears  highly  probable  that,  even 
that  a  man  when  surrendered  shall  only  ^^  this  country,  a  man  might  now  be 
be  tried  for  the  offence  on  which  he  has  tried  under  an  Extradition  Treaty  ne- 
been  surrendered;"  but  they  proposed  gotiated  since  1870  for  a  different  crime 
that  in  future  Treaties  there  should  be  fro^a  that  upon  which  he  had  been 
an  express  agreement  to  that  effect.  This  given  up,  provided  it  was  one  of  tho 
is  strong  evidence  that  the  Committee  crimes  enumerated  in  the  Act  of  1870, 
did  not  think  it  was  already  provided  for  and  provided  it  was  proved  by  the  facts 
in  all  the  Treaties.  It  is  clear,  too,  that  on  which  the  surrender  was  grounded. 
this  understanding  was  not  then  con-  For  example :  the  same  evidence  of  facts 
fined  to  the  Foreign  OflSce ;  for  Mr.  might  prove  both  robbery  and  murder 
liullens,  to  whom  Sir  Thomas  Henry  — ^^  «<>,  though  the  criminal  had  been  de- 
referred  as  the  solicitor  who  knew  most  manded  for  the  robbery  onl}-,  he  might  be 
npon  the  subject,  also  gave  evidence  of  tried  also  for  the  murder,  or  vice  versd,  A 
the  existing  understanding.  Mr.  Stuart  further  and  material  part  of  the  case  is 
liill  asked  this  question : '  contained  in  the  last  section  of  the  Act 

of  1870,  which  provides  that — 
"At  I  understand  it,  the  Treaty  with  Ame-        ,, »_.     .   .       ...    .,  ..         .         ,,. 

rica  will  not  prevent  a  man  from  being  tried  for         ,  V^^^  A^*».,^*^  *J®.  exception  of  anvthing 

another  offence  ?  "  contained  in  it  which  is  inconsistent  with  the 

Treaties  referred  to  in  the  repealed  Acts'* — that 

i»  -ar     "tr  11  ^»  *^®  American,  the  French,  and  the  Danish 

And  the  answer  of  Mr.  Mullens  was —  Treaties—"  shall  apply  for  the  purpose  of  the 

execution  of  those  Treaties." 
"It will  not.    There  in  no  stipulation  that 

he  ihall  not  be  tried  for  any  other  offence."  Now,  the  Legislature  must  have  meant 

It  is  dear  that,  according  to  the  whole  f^T^lK^^K*'^    w?  't'''^-  "o»'T'V 

eridence.  no  such  obligation  was  then  tent  with  the  existing  Treaties  ?  "    But, 

.  Mippoeed  to  exist,   without  being   ex-  '^^'^g  *«  the.  argument  of  my  noble 

prSSedT  and  accordingly  the  Commit-  ?nd  learned  Fnend  there  was  nothing 

toei««i»mended  that  it  should  be  ex-  '"^.t^®  4^*  inconsistent  with  any  of  the 

TOe«ed  in  aU  future  engagements.    The  easting  Treahes.    U  hy  then,  was  this 

Swaauseofthe  Act  oil  870,  there-  clause  inserted  ?    According  to  our  view. 

fore,  proTides  that  future  arrangements  ^^^  ^^''t  "^'^  conditions ;  and  to  apply 

for  extoadition  to  any  foreign  State  shall  them    retrospectively,   to  the    exis  ing 

not  be  capable   of  becoming  law  by  Treaties,  would  have  been  inconsistent 

TiitaeofOkersinCouncil-IwiUread  ^'th    those    Treaties      But,    if    these 

the  words,  to  which  sufficient  attention  conditions  were  reaUy  in  the  existing 

haa  hardlv  been  siven Treaties,  then  the  exception  introduced 

^  ^  into  the  Act  was  perfectly  idle  and  use- 

^UnlMiproviBionisinadeby  thelawof  that  less.      This   appears  to  be  strong  evi- 

Steto  or  by  ammgement  that  the  fugitive  cri-  dence  that  Parliament  knew  it  was  lay- 

a^biil  thall  not,  until  he  has  been  restored  or  {^g  down  a  new  law  and  was  imposing 

!±-fH«SSSlrSlSl<!;?^nr^^^^  new  conditions  for  the  future.     It  knew 

iMiv •  dommiona,  be  detained  or  tnea  in  that  .,     .    .,  j...  •,■,        .  -t      » 

•vipi  State  far  any  offence  committed  prior  that  these  conditions  could  not  be  im- 

ii  Mmnder  other  than  the  extradition  crime  ported  into  existing  Txea^i^^  \  \\i  didi  Ti<^\» 
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wish  that  those  Treaties  should  be  put 
an  end  to ;  but  it  provided  new  ma- 
chinery, which  was  capable  of  being 
applied,  and  which  it  intended  to  be 
applied,  for  the  purpose  of  executing 
those  Treaties;  and,  in  point  of  fact, 
there  has  never  been  the  smallest  diffi- 
culty in  applying,  for  the  purpose  of 
tlio  surrender  of  criminals  under  the 
Treaty  of  1842,  the  judicial  machinery 
of  the  Act  of  1870.  It  is  rather 
singular  that  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  should  have  taken  no  notice  of 
the  Note  in  Mr.  E.  Clark's  book  on 
Bouvier'fl  Case.  Mr.  Clark  is  a  lawyer 
of  considerable  experience,  who  has 
btuui  engaged  in  several  of  these  Extra- 
dition (Misos,  and  in  hi»  book  is  collected 
the  whole  history  of  Extradition.  His 
Note  is  as  follows  : — 

**  It  iH  curioiia  that  this  point  has  not  yet  boon 
niiHcd  in  anv  vhho  iin»liT  tho  Amorictm  Tn^atv.  It 
iri  qnit<?  cU'jir  that  ntsithor  that  IVcaty  nor  tho  law 
of  tlu»  Uniti'il  Stat*'S  contains  tlie  provision  rc- 
(piircd  by  tlio  Kxtnidition  Act,  1870.  'ITic  ([ues- 
tiou  is  a  very  important  one,  and  d(»scrvoH  to  1)0 
fully  ar;^iu'd.  N«>r  can  tho  case  of  Boiivicr  be 
a(*cc])t4Ml  an  conchisive,  even  with  n.'.u:ard  to 
Knnicc.  'ITm*  ])oiut  may  In*  raiw*d  apiin  npon 
nioro  Katisfactorv  atlidavits  as  to  tho  Liw  of 
Knmcu    tliuu  were  bcforo  tho  Court  in  that 

CiWO.** 

To  Mr.  Clark,  therefore,  it  seemed  clear 
that  this  was  a  now  rule  in  the  Act  of 
1870,  and  that  no  such  condition  was 
rxpn^ssod,  or  implied,  in  tho  existing 
Trratios.  Those  who  advised  the  Go- 
vornniont  in  a  diJltTent  8».'nso  from  that 
of  the  argument  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Fri<»ud  were  certainly  justified  in  that 
advice  ui)()n  every  ])rinoiple  apjdicable  to 
the  construction  of  written  instruments ; 
and  but  for  th(»  political  argument  as  to 
politi(?al  olh^nders,  I  should  say  with 
(jonfiihnice  that  the  common  sense  of  tho 
matter  is  also  entirely  against  the  view  of 
tlie  noble  and  learned  Lord.  But  I  admit 
there  is  a  good  deal  to  be  said  in  favour 
of  tho  argument  as  it  bears  on  the  case  of 
political  (ji lenders.  I  admit,  fully  and 
freolv,  that  the  rule  which  is  laid  down 
in  the  Act  of  1870  is  the  only  one  which 
provides  absolute  security  against  the 
possible  case  of  a  man,  surrendered  for 
an  extradition  crime,  being  afterwards 
tried  for  a  political  offence.  This  may  or 
maynotbe  a  suilicient  reason  for  adhering 
to  the  policy  of  the  Act  of  1 870.  It  may  or 
may  not  be  a  sufficient  reason  for  doing 
that  which  the  Legislature  was  not  pre- 
pared to  urge  upon  the  Government  in 
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1870 — namely,  put  an  end  to  the  Ancri- 
can,  French,  and  Danish  Treaties.  Bil 
it  cannot  have  the  effect  of  interpohtiig 
into  those  Treaties,  by  reason  of  tbi 
ulterior  consequence,  conditions  wUA 
are  not  there.  Nor,  indeed,  as  &r  ■ 
the  understanding  of  the  two  ooimtriei, 
between  which  the  present  qnestion  Im 
arisen,  is  concerned,  was  it  neoessair  to 
do  so  ;  because  the  United  States  adroit 
as  fully  as  we  do,  not  that  there  is  intiie 
terms  of  the  Treaty  an  implied  excep- 
tion as  regards  political  offenders,  Vti 
that  by  the  understanding',  common  to 
them  and  ourselves,  and  to  most,  if  viaC 
all,  other  civilized  nations,  sneh  offend^i 
ought  not  to  be  put  upon  their  trial  f« 
a  2)olitical,  after  extradition  for  a  dril, 
offence.  I  must  say  that  if  ever  tboe 
was  a  nation  which  was  entitled  to  con- 
fidence in  this  respect,  it  ib  the  United 
States.  I  do  not  know  of  anrthing 
much  nobler  than  the  conduct  of  the 
United  States  towards  the  citizens  wii 
whom  they  had  been  in  deadly  coa- 
fli(?t,  after  the  suppression  of  the  (M 
War.  .  Men  whom  in  their  dispaM 
with  us  they  branded  over  and  ot« 
again  as  pirates  and  everything  elM 
that  was  bad,  were,  on  coming  into 
their  own  power,  recognized  as  politxnl 
offenders,  who  had  simply  tried  bj 
force  of  arms  to  alter  tho  constitution  of 
their  country.  There  never  was  an  in- 
stance of  equal  leniency  under  such  cir^ 
cumstanccs.  Moreover,  that  leniencT 
does  not  stand  alone.  The  facta  re- 
lating to  the  case  of  Barley  btronglj 
tend  to  justify  confidence  in  the  United 
States  on  this  8ubj(H;t.  He  was  pat 
upon  his  trial  for  robbeiy,  and  abo 
for  assault  with  intent  to  commit  mur- 
der ;  and  the  facts  on  which  he  had  been 
surrendered  being  proved,  the  Judge  in 
the  Unit(»d  States  pointed  out  that  the 
complexion  of  the  case  was  really  poli- 
tical, and  he  summed  up  decide^y  for 
an  acquittal.  It  is  true  tho  jury  did 
not  agree  upon  their  verdict,  but  the  man 
had  the  bencjfit  of  the  doubt,  and  was 
not  convicted.  I  think  he  was  put  on  his 
trial  a  second  time,  but  tho  result  was 
the  same.  It  was  impossible  to  elimi- 
nate the  political  element  from  the  case, 
and  consequently  ho  was  not  convicted. 
I  would  here  remind  your  lordships  of 
I  the  remark  which  Lord  Aberdeen  made 
in  1843.     He  said— 

"  Tho  prroat  wH^urity  wnfl  the  provirion  thit 

{  tliis  part  (tf  th(?  Tit-aty  rtlioiiM  continue  in  force 

only  till  one  or  otlitT  of  thu  two  GovenuBflDU 
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1843;  and  the  question  now  is,  what 
modification  is  possible  of  its  tenns. 
Any  conceivable  modification  would  be 
better  than  that  there  should  be  a  per- 
manent cessation  of  a  Treaty  so  impor- 
tant to  both  countries  and  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice. 


its  intention  to  terminate  it,  lo  that,. 

inoonveniencea  aroae,  either  Gk)yem- 

at  liberty  to  put  an  end  to  ^at  part  of 

Treaty  without  being  under  the  neoes^ty  of 

any  notice   beforehand." — [3  Saruard, 

■Bl  is  plain  that  Lord  Aberdeen  would 
rkttve  rollowed  the  course  which  the  noble 
rl  opposite  was  first  disposed  to  take, 
:viitil  another  view,  which  he  at  last 
acoepted,  was  pressed  upon  him  by  an- 
ofher  Department  of  the  Government.  I 
SiTMlf  very  much  agree  with  a  passage 
'wnioh  I  find  in  a  letter  from  Mr.  Fish, 
under  date  the  22nd  of  May,  1876,  in 
these  Papers.    Mr.  Fish  says — 

**  The  rights  of  society  and  the  duties  of  the 
Slate  in  the  punishment  of  criminals  should  not 
1m  naiTowea  and  unduly  restricted,  upon  the 
"Wm^e  suji^^feBtionB  or  fear  that,  at  some  time, 
MNne  pohtical  criminal  may  be  placed  in  jeo- 
pardy. The  duty  of  Oovemmont  to  protect  its 
own  citizens  and  punish  crime  is  equally  a  duty 
^rilh  that  of  aiForaing  hospitality  and  snoltor  to 
pcMtical  offenders  from  abroad.  The  Govem- 
ment  of  the  United  States  sees  no  reason  why 
siUier  should  be  sacrificed  to  the  other,  any 
more  than  why  all  criminals  should  escape,  for 
iSoar  some  political  offender  may  suffer."— [iV^.^k. 
Ko.  S  (1876)  p.  6.] 

Again,  I  find  in  a  letter  written  by  the 
late  Sir  Thomas  Henry  on  the  4th  of 
januaxy  last  the  following  passage, 
irhich  also  appears  to  me  to  have  an  im- 
portant practical  bearing  on  this  point : — 

**  After  an  experience  of  upwards  of  30  years, 
I  can  aay  that  I  have  never  known  a  single  in- 
ikaiice  in  which  there  was  any  occasion  to  oon- 
ii^ier  whether  there  was  anything  of  a  political 
cliaiacter  in  the  offence  charged ;  and  I  there- 
fon  think  there  is  no  cause  for  the  least  alarm 
upon  that  ground.  Extradition  Treaties  are  in 
the  natoie  ol  Mercantile  Treaties,  and  are  in- 
tended to  afford  protection  chiefly  against  dis- 
hfliiest  derka  and  fraudulent  (bankrupts." — 
[JTwi.  No.  1  (1876)  p.  46.] 

The  present  question  has  reference  to  no 
other  nations  which  have  Extradition 
Treaties  with  us,  but  only  to  the  United 
States.  They  are  perfectly  willing  to 
enter  into  the  strictest  engagements  to 
try  no  man  for  a  political  offence  who  is 
■nirendered  under  the  Treaty;  and  I 
think  it  would  be  greatly  to  be  de- 
plored if  negotiations  which  had  so 
neaxfy  reached  a  practical  end  be- 
fore this  difference  oetween  the  two 
oountries  arose  should  now  be  made 
more  diffloolt  in  their  further  progress. 
Her  Migesty's  Ooyemment  have,  on 
•eeoont  it  that  difference,  taken  a  course 
wkUh  is,  in  my  yiew,  equivalent  to  a 
to  pat  an  'end  to  the  Treaty  of 


Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  trtVA- 
draum. 

House  adjourned  at  Nine  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  qnart^T 

before  Five  oclock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  3rd  August,  1876. 


MINTTTES.!— -Public  BiLLO—Firat  Reading-- 

Parochial  Records*  [283]. 
Select    CotHtnittee — Tramways    (Ireland)    Acts 

Amendment  (Dublin)  ♦  [207],  nominated. 
Considered  as  amendid — Elementary  Education 

[277]. 
Third  Jisading—TmLee  Savings  Bank*  [276]. 
Withdrawn — Sale  of  Intoxicating   Liquors  on 

Sunday  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  ♦  [104] ;  Union  of 

Benefices*  [248]. 


ARMY— COURT  MARTIAL  ON  CAPTAIN 
ROBERTS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  STACrOOLE  asked  the  Judge 
Advocate  General,  \\Tiether  it  is  the 
fact  that  Captain  Koborts,  of  the  94th 
Kegiment,  made  formal  application  to 
the  Horse  Guards  that  the  Court  Martial 
directed  to  be  held  on  his  conduct,  while 
stationed  at  Newrj,  should  take  place, 
not  at  Belfast,  but  in  London,  in  order 
that  he  might  have  the  benefit  of  the 
evidence  of  two  Members  of  Parliament, 
Lord  Francis  Conyngham  and  the  Bight 
honourable  Sir  Colman  O'Jjoghlen,  who 
were  unable  to  absent  themselves  firom 
the  House  of  Commons;  whether  such 
application  was  not  refused,  and  Captain 
Eoberts  thereby  deprived  of  his  common 
law  right  to  a  change  of  venue,  and  of 
the  material  advantage  to  be  derived 
from  the  aforesaid  evidence ;  whether  it 
is  not  the  fact  that  the  charges  made 
against  Captain  Hoberts  were  framed  in 
direct  violation  of  the  instructions  con- 
tained in  the  third  paragraph  of  the 
Appendix  (A)  to  the  Q,\iQeQ7a  Bj^^gvi^Ar 
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tions,  which  directs  that  ''in  framing 
charges  care  should  bo  taken  to  render 
them  specific  in  names,  dates,  and 
places,"  inasmuch  as  there  was  no  men- 
tion made  in  the  charges  of  the  name  of 
the  gentleman  to  whom  Captain  Roberts 
is  alleged  to  have  written,  or  of  the  date 
of  such  communication  ;  whether  an 
Officer  holding  Her  Majesty's  Commis- 
sion is  thereby  deprived  of  the  legal 
right  to  address  a  communication  to  a 
private  friend  seeking  counsel  and  advice; 
whether,  after  the  close  of  the  case  for  the 
prosecution,  it  was  either  legal  or  equit- 
able to  admit  the  evidence  of  Sergeant 
Burgess  ;  whether  the  finding  of  the 
Court  Martial  was  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  Officers  constituting  that 
tribunal ;  and,  whether  there  will  be  any 
o>)jection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  before  the  promulgation  of  Cap- 
tain Roberts'  sentence.  Coi)ies  of  the  full 
record  of  the  charges,  evidence,  state- 
ments of  prosecutor  and  prisoner,  and 
of  the  Deputy  Judge  Advocate,  and  the 
finding  of  the  Court  Martial  ? 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK,  in 
reply,  said,  it  was  the  fact  that  Captain 
Roberts  made  the  ai)plication  stated  in 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member ;  but 
the   application   was   refused   as   being 
contrary  to  usage,  and  also  on  the  suffi- 
cient ground  that  of  about  60  witnesses 
examined  57  were  in  the  B(jlfast  district, 
while  only  throe  were  in  London,  and  of 
these  three  not  one  was  summoned  by 
the  prisoner  as  necc^ssary  to  his  defence, 
lie  would  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
there  was  no  such  thing  as  a  common 
law  right  to  a  change  of  venue  ;  and 
having  a  regard  to  all  the  circunistancos, 
the  prisoner  was  clearly   not  deprived  i 
of  any  advantage  by  the  course  which  j 
was  followed.     The  charges  upon  which  ( 
Captain   Roberts   was   arraigned,    both  j 
h^gally  and  specifically  alleged,  the  of- 
fences for  which  he  was  tried,  and  he 
was  of  opinion  that  those  charges  were  : 
framed,  not  in  violaticm  of,  but  in  con-  | 
fonnity    with    the     paragrai)h    of    the  j 
Queen's  Regulations  to  which  the  hon. 
Member    referred.       lie    was    also    of 
opinion    that    an   officer   holding    Her 
Majesty's  Commission  was  not  thereby 
deprived  of  the  legal  right  to  address 
a  communication    to   a   private    friend 
seeking  counsel  and  advic(\     He  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Court  acted  both  legally 
and  equitabl}'  in  admitting  the  evidence  ; 
of  Sergeant  Burgess  at  the  time  when  ' 
he  was  examined  as  a  witness.     He  had  ■ 
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no  information  as  to  whether  the  findbi 
of  the  court  martial  was  or  was  not  Ai 
unanimous  opinion  of  the  tribnnsl;  ai 
having  regard  to  the  oaths  presoiM 
by  the  152nd  Article  of  War,  he  coaU 
not  inform  the  hon.  Member  if  the  Con 
were  unanimous.  It  was  not  in  sccoii 
ance  with  the  usual  practice  to  enteitui 
any  application  for  the  production  of 
proceedings  until  after  the  promnlgi- 
tion. 

TREATIES  RESPECTING  NOX-ETBa 
PEAN  COUNTRIES  —  HERTSLET^ 
"MAP  OF    EUROPE    BY    TREATY." 

QUESTIOX. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOXD  WOLFF  aikei 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  WIm- 
ther  Her  Majesty's  Ciovemment  lill 
hokl  out  any  inducement  to  Mr.  Heitslet 
Librarian  of  the  Foreig^n  Office,  to  pub- 
lish a  Collection  of  Treaties  respecidaf 
non-European  Countries  on  the  samt 
plan  as  his  recent  work  entitled  "1^ 
Map  of  Europe  by  Treaty  ?" 

TiiK  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  the  GoTemment 
highly  a])preciated  the  'vrork  alluded  to. 
and  he  believed  it  would  be  a  usefnl 
thing  if  a  similar  book  respecting  Treatiei 
affect iug  non- European  countries  tu 
published.  No  representation  had,  hov- 
ever,  been  made  to  the  Treasury  by  the 
Foreign  Office. 

Sir  H.  DliUMMOND  WOLFF  Mul 
he  would  repeat  the  Question  to-moirov 
to  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  fcr 
Foreign  All'airs. 

PUBLIC    HEALTH  —  THE    SHEERXG^ 
SEWEHS.— QUESTION. 

Mk.  PEMBERTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  ii 
true  that  on  the  21st  ultimo  a  man  em- 
ployed by  the  authorities  of  the  Wir 
Office  at  Sheemess  lost  hi.s  life  in  clean- 
ing out  a  drain  owing  to  the  foul  air  and 
gas  ;  and,  whether  such  drain  had  been 
allowed  to  remain  uncleansed  for  manj 
months,  although  the  attention  of  the 
officer  who  had  charge  of  the  drainace 
was  repeatedl}'  called  to  its  condition  by 
the  Local  Board  of  Health  in  the  dis- 
trict ? 

Mr.  GATHORXE  HARDY:  Te«,  it 
is  true.  The  drain  in  question  was 
regularly  emptied  ever}'  24  hours,  and 
special  means  of  flushing  are  proTided ; 
but  tliese  means  had  not  been  in  use  ia 


417       Army—Tk9jtanmeff       {August  3,  1876} 


Oun  Carriage. 


418 


I; 

1 1 

\ 

p. 

\ 


iRmaeqaenoe  of  the  water  in  the  moat 
ftom  which  it  is  flushed  having  been 
drawn  off  to  allow  the  Local  Board  to 
obtain  earth  from,  the  moat  for  forma- 
tion  of  the  sea  embankment,  which  earth 
iras  ffiven  them  by  the  War  Office.  The 
liooal  Board  have  on  two  occasions  stated 
tile  outlet  of  this  drain  to  be  a  nuisance, 
lutthe  accident  occurred  over  400  yards 
ikom  this  outlet,  at  a  man-hole  which 
lias  never  been  complained  of,  and  which 
.  lias  not  been  opened  for  20  years.  At 
the  Coroner's  inquest  a  verdict  of  ''  Ac- 
eidental  Death''  was  given  after  a 
thorough  investigation.  The  drain  has 
alwaysbeen  in  good  working  order,  and 
•  letter  received  this  morning  from  the 
Town  Clerk  of  Eochester  reports  that  the 
qpot  has  been  inspected  by  the  principal 
water  bailiff,  and — 

**  that  there  is  no  nuisance  existing  by  reason 
cf  the  discharge  of  the  sewage,  and  that  no 
atusanoe  is  occasioned  provided  the  sluice  is 
Opened  at  proper  intervals  (it  is  opened  regu- 
larly every  24  hours),  and  that  due  provision 
Mipem  to  have  been  made  in  this  respect  up  to 


ABMY  (INDIA)-ARBEARS  OF  PAY. 

QUESTION. 

Colonel  JEBYIS  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  any  reply  has 
jel  been  made  to  the  letter  of  His  Ex- 
eellency  the  Commander  in  Chief  in 
India,  dated  Head  Quarters,  Simla, 
9th  Augpist,  1875,  addressed  to  the 
Adjutant  General  to  the  Forces,  Horse 
Ghiards,  War  Office,  London,  respecting 
ftnrears  of  pay  due  to  certain  officers  of 
Her  Majesty's  British  troops  by  the 
Government  of  India,  and  as  such  letter 
refers  to  previous  communications  and 
ocmcems  a  nimiber  of  officers  of  high 
standing  in  the  service,  he  can  explain 
fhe  cause  of  so  unusual  a  delay ;  and, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  His  Excel- 
lency the  Commander  in  Chief  in  India, 
by  letter  dated  Simla,  1st  April,  1875, 
IJNBpnty  Adjutant  General's,  Boyal  Ar- 
tillery, directed  the  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  Presidencies  of  Bombay  and 
Madras  not  to  forward  any  further  ap- 
plioationB,  as  a  reply  was  shortly  ex- 
peeted  on  the  subject  from  the  Horse 
Chuirds? 

Mb.  OATHOBNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 

•aid,  that  no  reply  had  been  made  to 

, fhe  letter  dated  9th  August,  1875,  asno 

had  yet  been  received  from  the 
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India  Office  to  the  references  made  to 
that  Department  on  the  subject  of  the 
claims  put  forward  in  that  letter.  Nothing 
was  known  in  the  War  Office  of  the  letter 
dated  Simla,  April  1, 1875. 

ARMY— CAPTAIN   ROBERTS— THE  94th 
REGIMENT.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Khe  has  any  objection 
to  produce  the  Certificate  regarding  the 
soldierly  and  satisfactory  condition  of 
Captain  Roberts's  Company,  94th  Eegi- 
ment,  which  Captain  Mackinlay,  at  the 
recent  Court  Martial  in  Belfast  on  Cap- 
tain Roberts,  admitted  having  written 
and  signed  when  he  took  over  that  Com- 
pany on  the  occasion  of  Captain  Roberts 
being  removed  from  the  command  by 
Colonel  Lord  John  Taylour ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  is  not  the  fact  that,  at  the  same 
Court  Martial,  Captain  Mackinlay  de- 
posed on  oath  that  Captain  Roberts's 
Company,  at  the  time  of  his,  Captain 
Mackinlay,  being  appointed  to  the  com- 
mand thereof,  was  in  a  most  unsatisfac- 
tory and  bad  condition  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  The 
certificate  regarding  the  company  of  the 
94th  Regiment  referred  to  is  connected 
purely  with  the  interior  economy  of  a 
regiment,  and  does  not  refer  to  the  order 
of  the  company  as  regards  drill  and  ap- 
pearance or  cleanliness  of  the  men,  but 
to  the  condition  of  the  arms  and  accoutre- 
ments, accounts,  &c.  The  document  is 
as  follows : — 

"  I  certify  that  I  have  received  over  the  arms 
and  accoutrements,  great  coats  and  necessaries, 
together  with  the  accounts  of  Letter  H  Com- 
pany, from  Captain  F.  Roberts.  I  am  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  same  and  become  responsible 
for  company  from  this  date. 

"J.  Mackinlay,  Lieutenant 
94th  Regiment. 

"  John  W.  Tatloue." 

Should  it  appear  to  His  Royal  Highness 
the  Field-Marshal  Commanding-in-Chief 
that  there  is  any  discrepancy  between 
Captain  Mackinlay' s  certificate  and  his 
evidence  on  oath,  the  matter  will  be  dealt 
with  by  the  military  authorities  as  a 
question  of  discipline. 

ARMY—THE  MONCRIEFF  GUN 
CARRIAGE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MAITLAND  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  For  what  reasons  th^ 
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experiments  on  Major  Moncrieff  s  hydro- 
pneumatic  system  of  gun  carriages  have 
not  been  further  proceeded  with  ? 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL,  in  reply, 
said,  the  experiments  had  not  been  pro- 
ceeded with,  because  such  gun-carriages 
were  not  required  for  heavy  guns.  The 
question  as  to  whether  such  carriages 
should  be  used  for  siege  purposes  was 
now  under  consideration. 


PUBLIC  .HEALTH  ACT,  1872— TMEDICAL 
OFFICERS  OF  HEALTH.— QUESTION. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  (for  Dr.  Lush)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  If  ho  will  state  to  the  House  the 
reasons  why  he  has  recently  refused  to 
confirm  the  appointments  of  medical 
officers  of  health  for  a  longer  period 
than  one  year ;  and,  on  what  grounds  it 
is  believed  that  such  a  limitation  of 
tenure  is  likely  to  operate  beneficially  in 
securing  activity  and  efficiency  in  the 
performance  of  the  duties  of  sanitary 
officers  ? 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  under  the  Act  of  1872  it  was  pro- 
vided that  the  first  appointment  of 
medical  officers  of  health  should  be  for 
a  period  of  five  years.  An  experimental 
period  was  adopted  in  order  to  see 
whether  the  arrangement  was  satisfac- 
tory, or  whether  any  change  would  be 
desirable.  He  agreed  that  the  efficiency 
of  an  officer  was  increased  by  the  per- 
manency of  his  appointment,  and  the 
practice  was  to  sanction  permanent  ap- 

E ointments  where  the  medical  officer  of 
ealth  devoted  his  whole  time  to  the 
performance  of  his  duties.  In  cases 
whore  he  did  not  devote  his  whole  time 
ho  (Mr.  Sclater- Booth)  thouglit  that  the 
rule  of  ?iVQ  years  would  be  convenient. 
The  Ecport  of  an  experienced  Inspector 
reviewing  the  whole  question  would  soon 
be  submitted  to  him. 

ARMY— THE  AUXILIAKY  FORCES— 
THE  BUCKS  YEOMANRY. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  J.  G.  nUBBARD  (for  Mr.  E. 
IIuijijard)  askod  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  \\Tiether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  letter  written  by  the  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  of  the  Koyal  Bucks  Y'eo- 
manryon  January  1st,  1876,  to  the  Inspec- 
tor of  Auxiliary  Cavalry,  acknowledging 
the  letter  of  the  War  Office  0070  \  734, 
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which  not  only  ordered  the  g^uns  attidil 
to  the  Eegiment  to  be  returned  to  rton, 
but  disbanded  the  men  and  seijeiiktiif 
the  two  troops  of  Artillery  themadm; 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  tfiitiauay 
of  ilie  Commanding  Officer  to  the  ift- 
ciency  of  these  two  Troops  as  Yeono, 
and  to  the  great  aacrifice  of  time  nd 
money  made  oy  both  officers  and  mn  ii 
learning  the  additional  duties  of  vtil- 
lerymen,   he  would    think  it  light  to 
accept  the  offer  of  their  oontinued  n^ 
vice  in  the  Regiment  as  light  Gaviliy, 
with  some  acknowledgment  of  the  n^ 
vices  they  have  already  rendered  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HAKDY,  in  wph, 
said,  his  attention  was  drawn  to  tu 
letter  in  question,  which  was  duly  n* 
plied  to.  In  communicatinKto the Ofika 
Commanding  the  Bucks  xeomanzy  <a 
the  15th  December,  1875,  that  the  tro 
Artillery  troops  could  no  longer  be  po^ 
mitted  to  form  part  of  the  establishmnt 
of  the  regiment,  and  that  they  must  be 
disbanded ;  it  was  not  the  intrntioii  tbii 
these  troops  should  be  necessarily  dii- 
banded  in  the  literal  sense,  but  that  tkcj 
should  be  discontinued  as  Artillery  and 
their  guns  withdrawn,  the  troops  re- 
maining in  the  regiment  as  Cavahy,  and 
retaining  with  their  officers  their  regi- 
mental positions.  This  was  subsequently 
explained  to  the  Officer  Commanding  bj 
letter  dated  the  26th  of  Januaiy  luL 
The  services  rendered  by  the  ArtiUeiy 
troops  and  their  efficiency  were  fuDj 
appreciated,  and  an  expression  of  the 
appreciation  of  Her  Majesty's  Goven- 
ment  of  their  efficiency  was  made  to  the 
Officer  Commanding  on  the  15th  De- 
cember last. 


TIIE  KOYAL  MINT— TIIE  NEW  SITE. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  HANKEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  a*  map  hai 
been  prepared  and  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  showing  that  the  site  of 
the  present  Mint  comprised  in  the  groes 
203,624  superficial  feet,  or  a  little  more 
than  four  acres  of  ground,  of  which 
13,775  superficial  feet,  are  now  let  on 
an  unexpired  term  of  six  and  a  quarter 
years,  and  that  the  ground  rcqui!^  for 
the  ^lint  wliicli  it  was  proposea  in  1871 
to  build  on  the  Thames  Embankment 
was  only  123,174  supei-ficial  feet,  thni 
showing  that  a  new  Mint  oould  be 
erected  on  the  present  site,  and  Ieaf6 
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[  M,67S  mpcsficial  feet,  or  about  one  and 
I  *-lulf  Mres  to  ipare,  and  wluoli  could 
I  ^  aold  in  part  payment  of  the  cost  of  a 
f  Btw  IGnt  on  the  present  site  ? 
[       Ub.   W.  H.  smith,  in  replj,  said, 
J  tiwt  the  fi^orea  vhioh  the  hon.  Member 
'i'  kad  given  were  accurately  quoted  from 
'  tts  map  in  the  Library.   The  frontage  of 
lite  Hint  was  very  narrow,  and  a  new 
ttint  oonld  not  be  erected  on  a  part  of 
Ab  preaent  site  without  pulling  down 
tiw  main  building  and  inoorring  enor- 
Bioua   ezpenee.     There  was  only  one 
Unt  in  this  conntry,  and  the  coinage 
Mnld  not  be  carried  on  during  the  re- 
•OlutTUotlon  of  tbe  building,  nor  could  it 
1w  nupended.    Owing  to  the  shape  of 
tte  existing  site  the  oack  part  of  the 
premises  could  not  be  eold  with  advan- 
tage, as  there  would  be  great  difficulty 
in  obtaining  aocess  to  it.    It  would  be 
'   imidi  cheaper,  even  if  it  were  not  abso- 
hitetT  neceasaiy,  to  sell  the  present  un- 
wieldlj  dte  and  place  a  new  Mint,  pro- 
pnlj  arranged  and  concentrated,  on  a 
new  and  more  convenient  one. 

MEBCHAHT     SHTPPINQ    ACTS— LIGHT 
DUES.— QUESTION. 

Ms.  NORWOOD  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the  in- 
oreaae  of  five  per  cent,  recently  made  in 
Idgbt  Dues  on  Shipping  was  rendered 
neoeesary  by  a  falling  off  of  receipte 
below  the  amount  required  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  service ;  and,  if  that  be 
not  the  case,  to  inquire  the  purpose  to 
vhiob  this  increased  revenue  will  be 
applied? 

Six  CHAELE8  ADDEBLET :  The 
recent  increase  of  5  per  cent  in  the  light 
dnes  has  been  rendered  necessary  by  a 
fidling  off  of  receipts  below  the  amount 
leqnired  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
aervice.  The  reserve  fiind,  which  in 
April,  1874,  was  £250,000,  had  in  April, 
1876,  fallen  to  £60,000.  There  is  also 
an  inoreaaed  expenditure  going  on  in 
inpplying  fog  signals  at  eeveial  light 


PUBLIC  HEALTH— THE  EAGLET  BOLE 
EPIDEMIC.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  CHARLKT  asked  the  President 
of  the  Loool  Oovemment  Board,  When 
the  Beport  <j  Mr.  Power,  the  Com- 
Tniwffrmrr  appointed  by  the  Board  to  in- 


quire into  the  cimumstances  connected 
with  the  Eagley  milk  epedemic,  will  be 
presented? 

Me.  SCLATEE  -  booth,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Beport  on  the  subject  bad  been 
communicated  to  the  sanitary  autboritioB 
interested. 

AEMT— MIUTART  PRISONERS-HAlfD- 
CUFFS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  HATTEE  asked  the  Secretarj-  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  hie  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  injury  done  to  a 
soldier  travelling  under  arrest  in  the 
Bourton  accident  to  the  Great  Western 
Express  on  the  27th  ult. ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  in  the  West  Drayton  acci- 
dent to  the  same  esprosa,  another  case  of 
injury  through  a  prisoner  travelling  in 
handcuffs  occurred ;  and,  whether  he 
will  either  direct  that  prisoners  under 
arrest  be  not  conveyed  by  these  fast  ex- 
press trains  or  will  permit  the  removal 
of  their  handcuffs  F 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HAEDT  :  It  has 
been  mentioned  in  the  newspaper  that  a 
soldier  was  injured  in  the  late  railway 
accident,  but  no  official  report  has  been 
received  at  the  War  Office.  I  am  not 
aware  that  a  prisoner  when  travelling  in 
handcuffs  was  injured  in  the  West  Dray- 
ton accident;  no  report  was  made  of 
such  an  occurence.  Soldiers  do  not,  as 
a  rule,  travel  by  fast  express  trains; 
but  it  would  be  undesirable  to  prevent 
prieoners  being  taken  by  these  trains 
when  necessaiy.  Handcuffs  are  neces- 
sary for  the  safe  custody  of  prisoners. 

COMMERCIAL  FRAUDS.— QUESTION. 
Sib    QEOKOE   CAMPBELL   asked 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  the  Oovemment 
has  yet  considered  the  question  of 
amending  the  Law  and  procedure  for 
dealing  with  Financial  and  Commercial 
Frauds  ia  their  modem  developments; 
and,  whether  it  is  proposed  to  take  any 
action  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  AS8HET0N  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  the  question  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  was,  no  doubt,  one  of  con- 
siderable difficulty ;  but  he  was  advised 
that  a  Bill  bad  been  brought  in  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Macclesfield  (Mr. 
Chodwick)  which  would,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, prevent  the  frauds  which  were  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Macclesfield  had^beea  «»■ 
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sured  by  the  Q-ovemment  that  they 
would  be  very  glad  to  see  that  Bill  be- 
come law,  and  if  it  did  not  become  law 
during  the  present  Session,  he  trusted 
that  either  under  the  auspices  of  the 
hon.  Member  or  of  the  Government, 
some  similar  measure  might  be  passed 
into  law  during  next  Session. 

TURKEY— GUARAIin'EED  LOAN  1865. 

QUESTION. 

Colonel  MTJEE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the 
coupons  and  drawings  of  1855  Turkish 
Guaranteed  Loan,  due  on  the  Ist  August, 
have  been  paid  ;  if  so,  whether  the 
funds  out  of  which  such  payments  have 
been  made  were  deposited  in  the  Bank 
of  England  or  France  on  the  Egyptain 
Tribute  Account,  under  the  Third  Article 
of  the  Convention  between  England  and 
the  Sublime  Porte,  by  which  these  pay- 
ments form  a  special  charge  on  the 
annual  amount  of  the  Tribute  of  Egypt 
**  which  remains  over  and  above  the 
part  thereof  appropriated  to  the  1854 
Loan  ; "  or,  whether  the  money  has  been 
paid  or  supplemented  by  the  Govern- 
ments of  England  and  France,  or  from 
any  other  source  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  FxXCHE- 
QL^ER  :  The  best  answer  I  can  give  to 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  will  be  to  mention  the  facts. 
On  Saturday,  the  29th  of  July,  the  Bank 
of  England  wi*ote  to  the  Treasury  that 
the  necessary  funds  had  not  been  pro- 
vided to  meet  the  charge  of  the  Imperial 
Ottoman  Guaranteed  Loan  of  1 855,  fall- 
ing due  on  the  1st  of  August.  On  the 
31  st  of  July,  the  Treasury  communicated 
this  information  to  the  Foreign  Office, 
in  order  that  a  proper  representation  of 
the  circumstances  might  be  made  to  the 
Turkish  GoviTument.  On  the  same  day 
the  Treasury  informed  the  Bank  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  fulfil  the  guarantee  which  they 
had  given  jointly  with  the  French  Go- 
vernment and  severally;  but  they  (the 
Treasury)  asked  the  Bank  to  advance 
the  amount  of  the  dividend  in  the  first 
instance.  This  was  an  act  of  courtesy 
to  the  Turkish  Government  in  order  to 
afford  them  the  opportunity  of  acting  on 
the  representation  which  had  been  made 
to  them.  On  the  1st  of  August  the 
Bank  paid  the  dividend  as  requested  by 
the  Treai^ry.     On  the  2nd  of  August 

Jfr.  Assheton  Cross 


the  Foreign  Office  forwarded  to  Ai 
Treasury  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  fti 
Turkish  Ambassador,  Baying  thit  h 
was  in  communication  witn  his  6orai> 
ment.  Up  to  the  present  time  no  fo- 
ther  information  baa  been  receiTed.  TW 
facts  have  been  made  known  to  Lad 
Lyons  for  communication  to  the  FmA 
Government. 

UNITED  STATES  —  EXTRADm05--lE. 
TURN  OF  CASES.— QXJESrnON. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAKCOUET  adnl 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  forForeigi 
Affairs,  When  the  Return  reapectiig 
cases  of  Extradition  between  Gmc 
Britain  and  the  United  States,  oidaed 
several  weeks  ago,  will  be  presented? 

Mr.  BOUREE,  in  reply,  said,  & 
Government  were  anxious  to  mSLks  i 
Eetum  as  soon  as  possible,  bat  the  bell 
with  regard  to  Canada  bad  not  jrt 
arrived  in  this  country.  If  the  boa.  ni 
learned  Gentleman  would  consult  wA 
him  he  would  endeavour  to  meet  Ui 
wishes  on  the  subject. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND)— THE  005- 
VICT  KIRWAN.— QUESTION. 

Mil.  CALLAN  asked  tbe  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  Wbetber  it  is  tne 
that  Elirwan,  who  was  conyicted  of  Ae 
murder  of  his  wife,  under  circumstasees 
of  great  atrocity,  at  Ireland's  Eye,  lui 
been  set  at  liberty ;  and,  if  bo,  on  what 
and  whose  recommendation  P 

Sill  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
presumed  that  the  hon.  Member  rsferwd 
to  a  convict  whose  name  was  not  quite 
identical  with  that  given  in  tbe  Ques- 
tion, but  who  was  convicted  of  this 
murder  and  sentenced  to  death,  whkk 
sentence  was  commuted  to  penal  sefTi- 
tude.  He  had  not  been  set  at  libeity, 
and  was  still  undergoing  bis  sentence. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUOBS  OS 
SUNDAY  (IllELAND)  BILL. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON:  Sir,  I 
have  p;iven  Notice  of  my  intention  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  tbe  Orders  pre- 
ceding that  of  the  Sale  of  IntoxicatiBg 
Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  BilL  But 
Sir,  as  you  have  been  good  enough  to 
inform  me  that  I  have  not  put  down  mj 
Notice  of  Motion  in  a  manner  exactly  ii 
accordance  with  the  Fonns  of  the  Hoois^ 
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I  hope  hon.  Members  will  allow  me  to 

Hake  a  short  statement  in  moving  the 

:- Adjournment  of  the  House.  I  have  never 

rSBored  the  Adjournment  of  the  House 

liafore,  and  I  hope  never  to  move  it 

•gain,  in  similar  circimistances.  I  should 

Imto  no  other  opportunity  of  explaining 

what  has  occurred;  but  I  feel  that  I 

ought  to  apologize  to  the  House    for 

doing  anything  to    prolong    the   most 

'  dzeary,  weary,  dismal,  doleful,  and  dis- 

r*  riting  Session  that  I  have  ever  known. 
most  also  apologize  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  for  coming 
'  in  his  way,  and  I  certainly  should  not 
•liaTe  done  it  at  any  other  time,  or  in  any 
other  circumstances.  K  the  Education 
Sill  is  so  important,  we  surely  should 
semember  that  the  Bill  of  my  hou.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Smyth) 
is  also  an  Education  Bill ;  and  being  so, 
I  think  it  ought  to  have  the  support  of 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  brewery  trade 
in  this  House,  from  whom  we  have  had 
4hree  Motions  in  favour  of  reHgious  edu- 
oation.  I  wish  seriously  to  say  that  I  do 
not  think  the  Government  have  acted — 
I  will  use  as  mild  a  word  as  I  can — quite 

1*U8tifiably  in  regard  to  the  Bill  of  my 
ion.  Friend.  1  do  not  think  they  have 
acted  quite  fairly  to  the  House,  to  Ire- 
land, or  to  their  own  Party.  Now,  let 
na  look  at  the  history  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
Bill.  ["  Oh,  oh !  "1  It  will  not  take 
long  to  telL  This  Parliament  is  not  a 
T0rv  old  one,  and  I  shall  not  go  further 
hade.  The  Besolution,  founded  on  the 
Motion  brought  in  in  1874,  and  in  favour 
of  which  the  Irish  vote  was  4  to  1 ,  was 
defeated  by  a  course  not  creditable  to 
the  opponents  of  the  measure.  I  am  not 
hlanung  the  Government  very  strongly 
tat  opposing  the  Besolution  then,  be- 
oanse  tney  had  just  then  come  into  office 
on  the  appeal  to  the  country ;  and  the 
instroctions  the  country  gave  them  were 
that  they  were  to  promote  the  sale  of  in- 
tozioatinff  drinks  in  every  possible  way. 
f"  Oh !  "J  If  these  were  not  the  instruc- 
tions why  did  they  do  it  ?  We  could  not 
expect  that  in  1874  the  Government 
would  try  to  put  a  stop  to  the  sale  of 
drink  in  Ireland  when  they  were  pro- 
moting it  in  :i^land.     ['<  Order !  "J 

Mb.  8PEAKEB :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  he  is  not  at  liberty, 
nnder  cover  of  a  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  to  discuss  the  merits 
of  a  Bill  which  is  on  the  Orders  of  the 
House. 


Sir  WTLFEID  LAWSON  :  May  I 
ask  whether  I  am  empowered  to  allude 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  the  Bill,  keeping  in  my  re- 
marks clear  of  the  merits  of  the  mea- 
sure? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  Baronet 
would  be  quite  in  Order  in  asking  the 
Government  to  give  him  a  day  for  the 
discussion  of  the  Bill  which  is  in  charge 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry; 
but  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  Bill 
upon  the  present  occasion  would  be 
quite  out  of  Order. 

Sib  WILFEID  LAWSON :  In  that 
case  I  will  merely  discuss  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  in  reference  to  the  Bill. 
In  1875  a  scene  occurred  when  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Londonderry 
brought  in  a  Bill  which  must  be  fresh  in 
the  recollection  of  hon.  Members.  There 
was  a  majority  expected  in  favour  of  the 
Bill ;  but  a  short  time  before  the  hour  for 
adjournment  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  (Mr.  Wheelhouse)  rose,  and 
amid  loud  cries  of  anguish  from  all  sides 
of  the  House,  said  it  was  too  late  then 
to  proceed  further  with  a  measure  of 
such  importance,  and  moved  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House.  I  say  he  did 
that  with  the  connivance  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  I  have  heard  it 
stated  in  the  North,  where  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  came  from,  that  there 
was  an  intention  to  make  him  a  Baronet 
by  way  of  reward  for  his  service.  More 
than  that,  I  have  been  told,  under  no  seal 
of  secrecy,  that  when  the  Prime  Minister 
called  together  his  Supporters  shortly 
after  to  discuss  the  political  situation  of 
the  day,  he  made  the  strongest  appeal  to 
them  to  assist  him  in  getting  rid  of  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry. That  appeal  was  successful.  This 
year  my  hon.  Friend  obtained  a  majority 
of  57  in  favour  of  his  Eesolution,  com- 
prising 5  to  1  of  the  Irish  Members  and 
10  to  1  of  the  Scotch.  Upwards  of  40 
Tory  Members  preferred  their  principles 
and  the  good  of  their  country  to  Party 
ties,  and  I  honour  them  for  it.  A  re- 
markable event  happened  on  that  occa- 
sion. Three  Gentlemen  officially  con- 
nected with  the  Government,  and  repre- 
senting Irish  constituencies,  walked  out 
of  the  House  without  voting — the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  who  represents  the 
coimty  of  Dublin  (Colonel  Taylor),  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  for 
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Ireland,  who  sits  for  Dublin  University, 
and  the  noble  Lord  who  represents  En- 
niskillen  (Viscount  Crichton).  We  know 
what  the  noble  Lord  said  when  he  went 
down  to  his  constituents.  He  said  that  no 
personal  considerations  should  be  allowed 
to  stand  in  the  way  of  duty,  and  that  his 
joining  the  Government  might  give  him 
an  opportunity  of  serving  his  country- 
men. "For  instance,"  he  added,  ** there 
was  the  Sunday  Closing  Bill,  and  in 
regard  to  that  subject  he  would  be  able 
to  bring  public  opinion  before  the  Go- 
vernment in  an  authoritative  manner." 
That  is  what  was  said  by  one  of  the  most 
respected  officials  of  the  Government.  It 
has  been  said  that  in  the  last  debate 
Cork  was  against  the  Bill ;  but  there  has 
been  an  election  in  Cork  since  that  time, 
and  the  result  has  been  the  return  of  a 
Tory  Member,  whose  first  speech  was  in 
favour  of  the  measure.  If  a  Hesolution 
on  an  English  question  was  supported 
by  5  to  1  of  the  English  Members, 
would  a  day,  would  an  hour  have  been 
lost  before  the  Government  brought  in  a 
Bill  to  give  effect  to  that  Eesolution? 
Especially  if  public  opinion  had  been  in 
favour  of  it,  as  you  know  it  is  in  Ireland 
— [**  No !  "] — where  it  is  as  near  unani- 
mity as  anything  can  be  in  Ireland. 
What  is  the  use  of  crying,  **  No,"  when 
the  facts  are  before  us  ?  It  is  not  only 
the  magistrates  and  the  clergy,  but  even 
the  publicans  are  in  favour  of  it,  and  this 
is  a  fact  that  should  carry  weight  with 
lion.  Gentleman  opposite.  Although 
there  was  such  a  great  majority,  how- 
ever, the  Government  would  give  ^o 
facilities  for  getting  on  with  the  Bill. 
The  Prime  Minister  gave  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt) 
facilities  for  the  discussion  of  his  Land 
Bill,  which  was  not  supported  by  any- 
thing like  the  unanimity  in  favour  of 
this  Bill,  and  I  cannot  understand  why 
the  same  facilities  should  not  be  given 
to  this  Bill.  My  hon.  Friend,  however, 
got  a  day  in  spite  of  them,  and  he  got  it 
on  a  day  when  there  were  three  Motions 
before  his.  Tliose  Motions  were  by  a 
Ilome  Euler,  an  English  Liberal,  and  a 
Scotch  Tory,  and  they  all  made  way  for 
my  hon.  Friend.  No  one  dared  to  divide 
against  the  Bill  on  the  second  reading, 
and  the  consequence  of  a  speech  then 
made  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
was  that  the  Gx^vernment  was  compli- 
mented by  a  distinguished  speaker  on 
their  entire  good  faith  in  removing  this 
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matter  from  the  stage  of  Parliamentn; 
discussion  and  puttinfi;'  an  end  to  ooot» 
tion.  In  spite  of  all  that  oompUmentiB^ 
a  fortnight  elapsed  before  they  coiM 
extract  &om  the  Chief  Secretarr  tki 
Amendments  he  was  to  propoee  in  ^ 
Bill.  It  was  like  drawing  teeth  to  gn 
them  out  of  him.  I  have  the  feerof  vn 
in  my  eye.  Sir,  and  so  will  not  diMn 
those  Amendments ;  but,  whether  tiuf 
are  good  or  bad,  the  Ghovemment  dhou 
have  seen  that  an  opportunity  wai  gra 
for  discussing  them.  But  after  the  Fki&i 
Minister  gave  the  promoters  of  the  Biili 
Wednesday's  sitting,  the  Chaizmu  ol 
Ways  and  Means  brought  on  a  ^Jimwimm^ 
which  lasted  an  hour  and  a-hslf,  on  i 
Hesolution  which  was  subsequent jvi&- 
drawn,  and  which  prevented  that  fcH 
discussion  of  the  Bill  which  wu  tnlh 
cipated.  The  Mover  said  that  it  m 
not  his  purpose  to  prevent  the  diK» 
sion  of  the  Bill,  which  was  no  doalic 
very  true.  I  put  it  to  the  GtovemmciC 
if  it  is  really  too  late  to  save  this  M 
from  the  Massacre  of  the  Innooentt,  ind 
I  am  sure  there  is  not  a  more  innocest 
Bill  in  the  whole  lot.  In  any  case,  bt 
it  understood  that  it  is  not  the  ma^ 
nations  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dondalk 
(Mr.  Callan),  and  his  little  band  of 
heroes  who  count  out  and  talk  oat  oa 
every  possible  occasion,  but  the  aedoa 
of  the  Government  to  which  the  defMt 
of  the  Bill  is  due.  It  has  been  signed 
that  the  Session  is  too  far  advanced  to 
get  the  Bill  through ;  but  it  should  not 
be  forgotten  that  last  year  at  this  veiy 
time  they  were  engaged  in  disconixig 
a  very  important  Bill — the  MerchaBt 
Shipping  Bill.  That  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time  on  the  30th  of  July,  and  a 
third  time  on  the  6th  of  August,  and 
was  subsequently  passed  by  the  House 
of  Lords.  The  Prime  Minister,  it  is 
true,  attributed  the  passing  of  that  Bill 
to  a  dramatic  incident ;  but  it  was  not 
so  important  as  this  Bill,  because  a  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  the  Oovemment 
— the  Judge  Advocate  General — was 
down  in  the  country  lately,  and  spoke 
about  it  as  rather  a  miserable  a&ir 
which  would  only  afifect  some  700,000 
persons.  There  is  plenty  of  time  to 
pass  the  measure,  to  which  the  Ckivem- 
ment  has  given  its  assent  on  the  prin- 
ciple through  an  Amendment  that  has 
been  proposed.  Let  us  proceed  with 
the  debate,  and  come  to  a  decision  oa 
a  question  which  has  secured  an  suh?"™^ 
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of  unusnal  unanimity  in  Ireland.  We 
liATe  been  told  that  we  can  do  nothing, 
M  the  Session  is  too  far  advanced.  It 
is  quite  possible  to  get  this  Bill  through 
jet  if  anybody  is  in  earnest  about  it. 
In  the  case  of  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Bill,  to  which  I  have  referred,  I  think 
it  is  a  folly  that  the  Gbvemment  will 
aoi  oazry  a  Bill  through  this  House  un- 
lefls  some  one  stands  on  one  leg  and 
•hakes  his  fist  at  the  Prime  Minister. 
There  is  time.  Do  not  talk  to  me  about 
the  House  of  Lords  not  passing  it.  I 
know  as  much  about  the  House  of  Lords 
•8  anybody  else,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  any  House  of  Lords  could  nail  its 
colours  to  the  mast  and  say  that  it  is 
desirable  to  make  Irishmen  drunk  on 
Sundays.  I  do  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  look  into  this  matter,  and 
E'ye  us  some  little  assistance.  It  may 
\  true,  or  it  may  be  not,  that  the  Go- 
Temment  do  not  mean  to  offend  English 

Eblicans.  I  have  told  you  before  that 
sh  publicans  do  not  care  much  about 
it.  I  haye  heard  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  has  not  said  a  single 
word  that  could  commit  him  to  the 
publicans.  He  might  throw  them  over 
to-morrow,  and  he  would  be  quite  con- 
sistent. I  hope  he  will.  With  one 
word  he  could  carry  the  Bill  now. 
|^"No,  no!"]  Yes,  he  has  plenty  of 
time  to  put  it  down  and  the  same  even- 
ing to  get  it  through.  But  I  say  that 
if  he  refuses  this  almost  unanimous, 
this  earnest,  this  constitutional  demand 
from  the  Irish  people,  he  is  the  greatest 
upholder  of  Home  Hule  that  is  to  be 
found,  and  he  will  perpetuate  Irish 
dissatisfaction  and  discontent.  I  think 
the  House  is  entitled  to  have  more 
facilities  given  to  it  for  carr3dng  the 
Bill.  If  the  Gt>vemment  persists  in 
the  dead  weight  of  opposition,  my  hon. 
Friend  has  no  chance ;  but  I  would  ap- 
peal to  the  GK>vemment,  even  now  at 
ue  eleventh  hour,  to  give  this  House 
an  opportunity  of  maintaining  its  own 
decisions,  and,  at  the  same  time,  do 
an  aet  of  justice  which  is  demanded  by 
the  almost  unanimous  voice  of  the  Irish 
people.  I  beg  to  move  the  adjournment 
of  tne  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Sir  Wilfrid  Zawson.) 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  cannot  help  feel- 


lagi 


that  the   exhaustion  of  the 


Session  is  to  some  degree  evidenced  by 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  as  they 
lacked  that  vivacity  which  has  so  often 
amused  us ;  but  what  has  struck  me  as 
remarkable  in  his  speech  is  that  I  could 
not  gather  from  it  what  his  complaint 
really  is.  The  hon.  Baronet  regrets  that 
a  Bill  in  which  he  is  deeply  interested 
has  not  passed,  and  that  is  a  regret  with 
regard  to  other  measures  that  I  can 
share  with  him.  But  that  justifies  the  re- 
marks the  hon.  Baronet  has  made.  Now, 
without  goins  into  any  long  story  as  to 
the  history  of  the  Bill  to  which  he  refers, 
let  us  look  at  its  course  during  the  pre- 
sent Session.  There  was  a  division  called 
for  in  a  very  full  House  upon  a  Heso- 
lution  which  was  to  be  the  K)undation  of 
the  Bill.  The  Government  opposed  the 
Hesolution,  and  were  defeated  by  a  con- 
siderable majority  in  a  full  House.  Well, 
what  was  the  course  we  took  ?  I  do  not 
think  24  hours  elapsed— certainly  a  very 
short  time  did — before  we  communicated 
with  the  promotera  of  the  Bill,  and  stated 
that  we  should  look  upon  that  majority 
in  favour  of  the  Besolution  as  equivalent 
to  a  vote  in  favour  of  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  Is  that  conduct  of  which 
any  one  can  complain,  or  make  the  foun- 
dation of  a  charge  against  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  have  been  extending  to 
this  Bill  an  unfair  opposition  ?  Well, 
that  being  the  case,  the  hon.  Baronet 
proceeds  with  his  complaint,  and  says 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  a  fortnight 
in  preparing  his  Amendments.  I  am 
not  aware  that  a  fortnight  is  a  long  time 
to  take  in  a  work  of  the  kind  when  you 
are  attempting  to  reconcile  the  passing 
of  a  Bill,  the  principle  of  which  you  have 
opposed,  with  circumstances  which  you 
think  may  bo  attended  with  inconve- 
nience and  injury  to  the  public.  After 
the  lapse  of  a  fortnight,  then,  the  Amend- 
ments were  laid  on  the  Table,  and  the 
time  arrived  at  which  the  fate  of  the 
Bill  might  have  been  decided,  and,  had 
the  Amendments  been  accepted,  the 
stage  of  the  Bill  would  have  been  passed. 
Who  refused  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ments ?  Why,  the  promoters  of  the  Bill. 
["  No !  "]  No,  then  I  have  been  en- 
tirely misinformed  as  to  what  occurred 
yesterday.  If  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
accepted  the  Amendments,  I  believe  it 
was  unknown  to  us.  Then  we  hear  it 
said  this  Bill  is  one  that  has  been  sup- 
ported unanimously  by  the  IiiAk  Mj^t^i* 
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at  the  loBS  of  his  Bill  may  be  held  an 
entire  excuse  for  anything  he  may  care 
to  say  about  me  ;  but  I  feel  it  only  right 
to  this  House,  of  which  I  am  an  officer, 
and  to  the  Government,  of  which  I  am 
not  a  Member,  to  say  that  the  course  I 
took  yesterday — certainly  a  deliberate 
course  on  my  part — was  taken  in  con- 
cert with  nobody,  without  any  commu- 
nication passing  between  me  and  the 
Government,  or  between  me  and  the 
hon.  Member  who  opposed  the  Bill. 
That  course  was  taken  by  me  simply  be- 
cause yesterday  appeared  to  me  to  be 
the  best  occasion  I  could  take  during 
the  few  remaining  days  of  the  Session 
for  the  discussion  of  a  matter  which  I 
regarded  as  one  of  great  public  import- 
ance. The  hon.  Members  who  have 
objected  to  the  course  I  took  know  very 
well— or  if  they  do  not  I  hope  there  are 
few  Members  of  the  House  who  do  not 
know — that  I  have  carefully  studied  to 
avoid  any  imputation  of  being  a  partizan 
ever  since  I  have  had  the  honour  of 
having  a  seat  at  this  Table ;  and  it  has 
been  simply  as  the  mouthpiece,  as  the 
very  humble  mouthpiece,  of  a  very  im- 
portant body — the  joint  Select  Commit- 
tee of  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  deal- 
ing with  a  question  of  very  great  im- 
portance— that  I  ventured  to  trouble  the 
House  yesterday.  I  may  have  been 
right  or  I  may  have  been  wrong  in 
thinking  that  the  conduct  of  the  Private 
Business  of  this  House  is  of  more  im- 
portance than  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry.  I  tell  him,  how- 
ever, plainly  and  frankly  that  I  think 
it  infinitely  more  important.  The  Pri- 
vate Business  of  this  House  is  a  matter 
that  affects  millions  of  property;  it 
affects  the  interests  of  great  municipa- 
lities and  of  large  populations,  and  it 
is  of  the  highest  importance,  in  my 
opinion,  that  the  business  should  be 
conducted  in  a  proper  and  becoming 
manner ;  and  I  venture  to  think  a  ques- 
tion touching  upon  that  was  more  im- 
portant than  the  prospects  of  a  moribund 
Bill  at  the  end  of  a  moribund  Session. 
I  freely  excuse  the  observations  made 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Carlisle.  I  have  too  high  an  admira- 
tion for  his  public  character  to  think 
that  he  could  have  willingly  intended  to 
wound  me  or  to  impute  to  me  anything 
unworthy;  but  in  the  course  I  haye 
marked  out  for  myself  as  an  officer  of 
this    House,    I    am  not   going   to  bo 


deterred  by  any  criticism  firom  any 
individual  Member,  or  by  any  fear  of 
displeasing  any  one,  no  matter  on  what 
side  of  the  House  he  may  sit,  from  per- 
forming the  duty  that  I  thixik  devolves 
upon  me. 

Sm  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  said,  that 
he  had  been  from  the  first  a  cordial 
supporter  of  the  Bill  for  closing  public- 
houses    in   Ireland  on  Sundays,   as  it 
appeared  to  represent  the  almost  unani- 
mous   wishes    and    sentiments    of  the 
people  of  Ireland ;    but,   at  the  same 
time,  he  could  not  help  giving  his  equally 
cordial  testimony,  having  sat  through 
the  whole  of  the  debate  on  the  Wednes- 
day in  question,   from   12   o'clock  till 
the  Bill  was  talked  out  at  a  quarter  to 
6  P.M.,  to  the  straightforward,  honour- 
able and  manly  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  the  Bill.     When  the 
Government  found  the  strong  feeling  in 
its  favour  which  existed  on  both  sides 
of  the  House,  and  had  listened  to  the 
representations  on  its  behalf  frx)m  all 
purts  of  Ireland,  they  had  abstained  from 
all  further  opposition,  though  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  on  more  than  one  occa- 
sion expressed  his  own  sentiments  ob- 
jecting to  it.     The  Bill  had  therefore 
passed  its  second  reading  without  any 
division,   and  the  Prime  Minister  had 
even  gone  so  far  as  to  fix   a  day  for 
going  into  Committee  upon  it,   which 
actuedly  was   the  Wednesday  in  ques- 
tion :  nay,  more,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man when  appealing  to  the  House  a 
few  days  previously  to  have  the  two  re- 
maining Wednesdays  during  the  Session 
surrendered  to  the  Government  for  Public 
Business,  when  he  found  that  there  was 
an  earnest  desire  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry's  (Mr.  B.  Smyth's)  Bill 
should  go  into  Committee  and  undergo 
consideration,  at  the  same  time,  as  the^new 
clauses  proposed  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  he  at  once  most  courteously 
withdrew  the  request  he  had  made.    It 
was  not  fair,  now,  to  taunt  the  Govern- 
ment with  interposing  any  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  the  further  progress  of  the 
Bill,  for  they  had  really  oone  all  in  their 
power  to  expedite  its  progress,  and  even 
during    the    protracted    discussion    on 
Wednesday  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  earnestly 
appealed  to  the  Irish  Members  to  allow 
the  Bill  (it  being  then  8  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon)  to  go  into  Committee  and 
■Uo V  Um  ciauaoa  to  be  considered.  The 
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fact  was  that  the  GK>yemment  were  not 
at  all  to  blame,  but  it  was  the  deter- 
mined hostility  of  certain  Irish  Members 
which  barred  all  attempts  at  progress. 
He  had  waited  himself  for  an  opportu- 
nity to  say  a  few  words  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  and  to  deprecate  further  delay ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
CaUan)  had  got  possession  of  the  House 
at  half-past  4  p.m.,  and  what  did  he  do  ? 
He  did  not  make  a  speech,  but  he  ac- 
tually continued  reading  extracts  from 
Irish  newspapers  till  the  clock  pointed 
to  a  miarter  to  6,  and  the  Bill  was  thus 
talked  out  after  a  tedious  and  protracted 
discussion  of  several  hours,  during  which 
they  had  not  advanced  a  single  inch. 
He  (Sir  Eardlev  Wilmot)  could  not  help 
saying  that  after  the  large  majority  by 
which  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  County  of  Derry  had  been  ori- 
ginally carried  early  in  the  Session,  and 
after  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
afterwards  introduced,  without  a  divi- 
sion being  challenged  by  those  hon. 
Members  for  Ireland  who  opposed  it,  the 
conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk 
was  most  unwarrantable.     [^'  Order! ''] 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  on  reflec- 
tion the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  would 
see  that  he  was  applying  motives  to  the 
conduct  of  an  hon.  Member  of  that  House 
which  were  not  admissible. 

SiE  WILFRID  LAWSON :  I  am 
sorry  for  having  made  an  imputation 
on  the  hon.  Member  for  Chester  (Mr. 
Raikes)  which  was  not  well  founded.  I 
thought  he  was  acting  in  concert  with 
the  U-ovemment ;  but  I  was  wrong  in 
making  that  statement,  and  I  withdraw 
it  and  apologize  for  having  made  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Chester  acted  on 
his  own  responsibility,  and  said  he  did 
not  make  his  Motion  with  any  intention 
of  delaying  the  Bill.  My  own  impres- 
sion is  that  it  did  delay  the  BiU.  With 
the  permission  of  the  House  I  beg  to 
withdraw  the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdratcn. 

ELEMENTAKY  EDUCATION  BILL. 

{VtMcount  SandoHyMr,  ChaMellor  of  the  Exehequcn 

Mr.  Atthetoft  Crott.) 

[bill  277.]      CONSIDERATIOX. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  mto  Con- 
iideration." — (^Vueount  Sandon.) 


The  Maequess  of  HAETINQTON, 
in  rising  to  move — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  prin- 
ciples have  been  introduced  into  this  Bill  since 
its  Second  Reading  which  were  not  then  cither 
mentioned  to  or  contemplated  by  the  House, 
which  tend  to  disturb  the  basis  on  which 
Elementar)'  Education  now  rests,  to  impede  the 
formation  of  new  schools,  to  introduce  discord 
and  confusion  into  the  election  of  School  Boards, 
and  to  place  the  management  of  schools  in  the 
hands  oi  persons  who  neither  contribute  to  their 
support  nor  are  elected  by  the  ratepayers," 

said :  I  hope  the  House  will,  in  the  first 
place,  allow  me  to  make  a  few  words  of 
explanation  as  to  the  exact  form  in 
which  the  Motion  I  am  about  to  submit 
to  it  stands  upon  the  Paper.  My  wish, 
of  course,  was,  if  the  Forms  of  the  House 
would  permit,  to  place  on  the  Paper  a 
Eesolution  which  would  not  in  appear- 
ance have  been  so  hostile  to  the  whole 
progress  of  the  BiU  as  that  which  now 
stands  in  my  name.  What  I  desired  to 
do  was  to  move  the  re-committid  of  the 
Bill,  in  order  that  certain  clauses  and 
provisions  which  were  not  in  the  Bill  at 
the  second  reading  might  be  considered 
and  omitted,  and  1  wished  to  place  be- 
fore the  House  the  reasons  why  I  de- 
sired to  make  that  Motion.  But  on  con- 
sultation with  the  authorities  of  the 
House  I  found  that  though  it  would  be 
in  my  power  to  move  the  re-committal 
of  the  BiU,  it  would  not  be  in  my  power 
to  do  so  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  which  induced  me  to  take 
that  course,  and  I  therefore  was  con- 
strained to  place  on  the  Paper  the  Eeso- 
lution which  stands  in  my  name.  The 
Eesolution  which  I  have  placed  on  the 
Paper,  though  imdoubtedly  hostile  to 
the  Bill,  is,  at  the  same  time,  not  neces- 
sanly  fatal  to  the  progress  of  the  Bill. 
If  the  Eesolution  were  agreed  to,  the 
consideration  of  the  Eeport  would  only 
be  delayed,  and  it  would  be  possible  to 
move  again  that  the  BiU  be  re-con- 
sidered. I  admit  in  form  it  appears 
hostile  to  the  BiU,  and  I  have  ventured, 
therefore,  to  offer  to  the  House  an  ex- 
planation of  the  exact  form  in  which  it 
now  stands.  I  need  hardly  teU  the 
House  I  take  that  course  with  no  inten- 
tion of  delaying  the  progress  of  the  BiU. 
I  do  not  think  it  necessary,  and  it  is  not 
my  desire,  that  this  Motion  should  lead 
to  protracted  debate.  It  would  have 
been  better  if  the  principle  of  the  BiU 
had  been  more  fuUy  and  clearly  debated^ 
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and  if  that  course  had  been  taken,  I 
think  the  time  of  the  House  would  have 
been  saved.  I  know  it  is  the  opinion  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  that  a  great  deal 
of  time  has  been  wasted  in  the  discussion 
of  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell).  I  cannot  agree 
in  that  opinion,  because,  though  I  think 
the  clause  to  be  most  objectionable,  I 
also  think  that  the  protracted  discussion 
to  which  it  was  subjected,  if  it  has  not 
modified  the  spirit  of  the  proposal,  has 
to  a  great  extent  taken  away  its  power 
of  mischief — and  I  feel  that  time  will  not 
be  wasted  if  I  now  ask  the  House  at  this 
stage  of  the  progress  of  the  measure  to 
consider  the  changes  which  have  been 
introduced  since  the  Bill  received  the 
assent  of  the  House  on  the  second  read- 
ing. This  Bill  was  introduced,  not  as  a 
change  in  the  policy  of  the  Education 
Act  of  1870,  but  as  an  extension  of  the 
principles  of  that  Act.  The  noble  Lord, 
in  the  very  moderate  and  judicious 
speech  in  which  he  introduced  the  Bill, 
dwelt  chiefly  upon  the  fact  that  under 
the  Act  of  1870  efficient  schools  had 
been  provided  almost  over  the  whole 
country,  that  the  advance  in  public 
opinion  which  had  been  made  since  1870 
had  now  rendered  the  country  ripe  for 
some  further  measures  to  enforce  upon 
parents  the  undoubted  duty  of  taking 
care  that  their  children  were  educated, 
and  that  all  that  remained  to  be  done 
was  to  proceed  as  we  had  begun.  The 
country  was  now  ripe  for  a  system  of 
universal  compulsion  of  some  kind  or 
another.  It  is  true  they  differed  as  to 
the  direction  in  which  that  system  of 
universal  compulsion  was  to  proceed. 
Many  of  us  on  this  side  of  the  House 
thought  it  would  be  a  simpler  and  more 
efficient  mode  of  proceeding  if  we  advo- 
cated a  system  of  direct  compulsion,  by 
making  it  the  duty  of  every  parent  to 
educate  his  child,  inflicting  a  moderate 
penalty  to  enforce  this  duty.  That 
points  of  difference  existed  among  us 
there  can  be  no  doubt ;  but  at  the  time 
of  the  second  reading  we  were  almost 
unanimous  in  accepting  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  believing  that  principle  to  be 
the  adoption  of  some  system  of  universal 
compulsion  in  education.  We  were 
aware  at  the  time  that  the  Bill  was  to 
be  for  denominational  schools,  but  we 
did  not  complain  of  this.  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  reasonable  of  us  to  expect 
the  Government  to  throw  away  the  great 
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advantages  which  denominational  schools 
had  acquired  by  the  legislation  of  1870. 
I  do  not  think  it  would  have  been  rea- 
sonable to  expect  that  they  ahould  not 
have  taken  care  that  the  denominational 
schools,  for  which  it  is  well  known 
they  entertain  a  decided  preference, 
should  receive  their  full  share;  and  per- 
haps something  more  than  their  full 
share,  of  the  advantages  which  would 
be  gained  by  all  schools.  But  I  ask  the 
House  to  consider  the  effect  of  the 
changes  subsequently  introduced  in  the 
Bill  on  the  position  of  denominational 
schools  and  of  Nonconformists  who  were 
in  favour  rather  of  unsectcuian  than  the 
denominational  system  of  edacation. 
Under  the  Act  of  1870  denominational 
schools  have  been  to  a  very  great  extent 
established  all  over  the  country,  espe- 
cially in  the  rural  districts.  These  de- 
nominational schools  were  in  many  in- 
stances a  heavy  burden  on  their 
managers,  because  they  had  not  the 
means  of  obtaining  the  payment  of  fees, 
or  of  enforcing  the  payment  of  fees.  By 
this  Bill  the  managers  will  be  relieved 
of  a  great  portion  of  the  burden  hitherto 
cast  upon  tnem,  because  they  will  be  in 
a  position  to  exact  payment  of  such  fees 
as  it  may  be  in  the  power  of  parents  to 
pay,  and  also  because  of  the  number  of 
children  who  will  be  compelled  to  attend 
school.  What  is  the  position  of  Non- 
conformists under  the  Bill  as  introduced  ? 
They  were  forced  for  the  first  time  to 
send  their  children  to  schools  of  the 
character  of  which  they  did  not  altogether 
approve ;  they  were  forced  by  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  to  contribute  to  the 
prosperity  and  success  of  schools  of  a 
character  they  considered  objectionable, 
but  which  they  hoped  might  in  the 
course  of  time  disappear,  not  by  the 
action  of  any  violent  change,  but  by  the 
gradual  change  in  the  public  opinion  of 
the  country,  and  give  place  to  a  system 
which  in  their  opinion  was  vastly  supe- 
rior. This  is  the  position  of  Noncon- 
formists under  this  Bill.  They  were 
called  upon  to  submit  to  these  disad- 
vantages in  the  name  of  educational 
progress,  and,  as  the  logical  consequence 
of  the  legislation  of  1870,  passed  by 
their  own  friends,  and  I  think  the  House 
will  admit  that  these  circumstances  do 
not  make  the  grievance  any  less  than  it 
was  before.  Who  are  the  persons  to 
whom  I  have  been  referring  ?  Are  they 
persons  of  whose  feelings,  sympathies. 
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and   premdioes,   the   House  ought   to 
be   neghgent?    Are    they  persons    as 
to    whose   interests   no    respect   ought 
to    be    entertained    in    this    House? 
I  will  not  go  into  religious  topics.   Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,   I   know,   have  a 
monopoly  of  regard  ibr  religious  educa- 
tion.   But  I  would  repeat  what  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
Bichard)  said  on    this    subject.     The 
Nonconformists  are  the  descendants  of 
those  men  who  formed  their  congrega- 
tions, not  out  of  the  ranks  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  but  by  going  into  the 
haunts  of  ignorance,  poverty,  and  crime 
in  times  when  the  Church  Establishment 
was  less  careful  of  religious  instruction 
and  education  than  it  is  now.    But  if  I 
may  not  speak  of  religion,  I  may  speak 
of  liberty.     I  say  these  Nonconformists 
are  men  to  whom,  in  this  country,  wo 
owe  a  great  deal  politically.     Almost 
eyezy  adyance  in  liberty,  from  the  time 
of  the  Stuarts  to  the  time  of  the  Keform 
Act  of  1832,  has  been  in  a  great  degree 
promoted  and  assisted  by  the  exertions 
of  the  Nonconformists.     It  is  to  them, 
as  much,  if  not  more,  than  to  any  other 
body  in  the  country,  that  we  owe  the 
blessings  of  that  free  Constitution  which, 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  we  prize  so 
highly.     These  are  men  whose  feelings 
and  prejudices  cannot  bo  safely  neg- 
lected by  either  side  of  the  House.    I 
should  haye  thought,  if  not  justice,  at  aU 
eyents  generosity  would  have  led  those 
haying  at  their  command  a  powerful 
majority  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
to  consider  carefully  the  feelings,  and 
eyen  the  prejudices,  of  these  men,  and 
when  they  knew  that  a  measure  would 
be  distasteful  to  them  they  would  have 
imposed  it  with  the  greatest  considera- 
tion and  forbearance.     The  Act  of  1870 
was  in  the  nature  of  a  compromise  be- 
tween the   advocates  of  denominational 
and  national  education.    That  Act  con- 
tained much  that  Nonconformists  dis- 
liked exceedingly,  but  it  contained  two 
provisions  or  principles,  one  of  wliich 
was  a  palliative  of  the  essential  and  in- 
herent vice  of  the  measure,  and  the  other 
was  undoubtedly  a  redeeming  element. 
The  two  principles  are  these  :     The  Act 
of  1870  proceeded  on  the  principle  that 
denominational  education  should  only  be 
established  in  those  districts  where  the 
existence  of  a  certain  amount  of  volun- 
tary effort  in  support  of  schools  showed 
that  the  feeling  of  the  locality  was  in 


favour  of  the  system.     That  was  not  by 
any  means  an    exhaustive,  it  certainly 
was  not  an  adequate  test ;  but  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  the  existence  of  voluntary 
effort    in    support    of    denominational 
schools  was  a  test  of  the  character  of  the 
school,  and  that  it  was  not  in  that  district 
opposed  to  the  feelings  of  the  commu- 
nity.    The  second  principle  was  the  es- 
tablishment of  school  boards.     It  was 
declared  by  Parliament  that  in  districts 
where  the  community  was  not  willing  to 
come  forward  and  make  voluntary  con- 
tributions in  favour  of  denominational 
schools  the  management  of  the  school 
should  be  not  in  the  hands  of  magistrates 
or  ministers  of  any  denomination,  but 
in  the  hands  of  representatives  directly 
elected  by  the  people.     The  principle,  I 
say,  was  one  which  was,  in  the  eyes  of 
many,  a  redeeming  feature  of  the  Act  of 
1870.     There  are  many  of  us  —  and    I 
do  not  scruple  to  say  I  was  one  of  them 
— who   believe    that   the    principle   of 
school  boards  is  the  right  and  true  prin- 
ciple in  this  matter.     We  believe  that 
being  the  right  and  true  principle,  it 
will  in  the  end  prevail.  We  believe  that 
when  once  the  time   has  arrived  that 
Parliament  has  declared  the  education 
of  the   country  is  the  business,  not,  as 
formerly,  of  individuals,  but  is  the  bu- 
siness of  the  State  itself,  it  becomes  in- 
evitable that,  sooner  or  later.  State  edu- 
cation   must    be  in   the  hands,  not  of 
individuals,  but  of  representatives  of  the 
people.     I  think  we  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  looking  a  little  too  much  at  the 
circumstances  of  the  pecuniary  support 
of  schools  as  being  the  only  element  in 
the  matter.    No  doubt  schools  cannot  be 
supported  without   pecuniary  contribu- 
tions, and  no  doubt  the  making  of  those 
contributions  gives  to  the  contributors 
some  right  to  interfere  in  the  manage- 
ment of   the    schools.     But    pecuniary 
support  is  not  the  only  element  of  the 
schools.     The  parents  and  the  children 
are  also  important  elements  for  conside- 
ration in  the  schools  ;  and  I  do  not  know 
that  we  are  to   assume  it   as  a  settled 
principle  that  the  pecuniary  supporters 
of  the  schools  alone  are  to  be  consulted 
about  the  management,   and  that  the 
parents  and  the  children  are  not  to  be 
allowed,  unless    under   certain   circum- 
stances, to  have  any  share  in  the  ma- 
nagement of   the    schools.     Both    the 
principle  of   voluntary   denominational 
education  and  the  principle  of  school 
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boards  have  been  attacked — ^not  by  the 
Bill  introduced  by  the  Government,  but 
by  measures  which  have  since  been  in- 
troduced. It  is  quite  true  that  the  noble 
Lord,  when  he  introduced  the  Bill,  ex- 
plained that  there  would  be  a  provision 
m  it  which  would  relax  in  certain  cases 
the  existing  rules  as  to  the  term  of  ex- 
istence of  schools  in  rural  districts ;  but 
the  provision  was  not  a  very  clear  one, 
and  the  House  had  no  conception  how  it 
would  work  or  the  extent  of  its  opera- 
tion. Since  the  second  reading  that 
clause  has  been  withdrawn,  and  it  has 
been  replaced  by  a  clause  which  alto- 
gether abandons  the  principle  hitherto 
adopted  by  Parliament — ^that  assistance 
should  be  given  to  denominational 
schools  only  in  proportion  to  the  volun- 
tary contributions.  Is  it  now  no  longer 
a  necessary  condition  that  that  voluntary 
support  should  be  given.  In  fact,  the 
word  voluntary  ought  in  this  matter  now 
to  disappear  altogether.  These  schools 
may  bo  maintained  entirely  through  the 
fees  paid  by  parents,  or  by  Parliamen- 
tary grants.  They  are  denominational 
8cho(us,  but  they  are  not  voluntary 
schools  with  the  provision  which  has 
hitherto  existed.  I  need  hardly  say, 
after  the  lengthy  debate  on  the  clause  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leicestershire 
(Mr.  Pell),  that  the  school  boards  are 
attacked  by  the  Bill.  It  is  all  very  well 
to  say  that  it  is  unnecessary  school 
boards  that  have  been  attacked ;  but 
that  adjective  will  not  be  any  great 
comfort  to  those  school  boards  that  are 
in  danger.  What  is  the  moment  chosen 
by  the  Government  and  the  Party  oppo- 
site to  attack  the  school  boards  ?  They 
have  selected  a  most  injudicious  mo- 
ment. At  the  very  moment  that  the 
necessary  work  of  the  school  boards  has 
been,  to  a  great  extent,  completed,  and  at 
a  moment  when,  under  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  the  school  boards  are  most 
unpopular,  that  very  moment  is  selected 
by  the  Party  opposite  to  make  this 
attack  on  the  school  boards.  We 
know  there  is  nothing  in  this  country 
more  unpopular  than  increasing  the 
rates.  We  know  that  in  many  districts 
of  this  country  the  school  boards  must 
have  caused  a  considerable  increase 
of  the  rates.  Compulsion,  direct  com- 
pulsion, too,  may  not  in  all  cases  be 
very  popular — at  all  events,  until  its 
beneficial  operations  are  made  apparent. 
Whatever  unpopularity  may  spring  from 
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these  causes  has  fall  effect  now,  and  this 
is  the  time  selected  by  the  Party  opposite 
in  making  their  attack  on  the  Bystem. 
Neither  can  we  pass  by  the  language  used 
by  the  Government  in  speaking  of  echool 
boards.    I  admit  that  in  his  opening 
statement  the  noble  Lord  spoke  without 
disparagement  of  school  boards ;  but  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion  in  the  Com- 
mittee we  have  heard  the  noble  Lord 
utter  threats  and  hints*— and  they  were 
terrible  hints — respecting  the  nnpopa- 
larity  of  school  boards ;  and  the  language 
of  some  of  the  supporters  of  the  GFoveni- 
ment,  as  we  all  know,  has  been  more 
open  and  more  decided.    They  have  not 
taken  the  trouble  to  veil    under   any 
hints  whatever    their    uncompromising 
hostility  to  school  boards,  wnether  in 
the  case  of   necessary  or  unneceesaiy 
school  boards.     Now,  I  believe  the  Be- 
solution  which  I  have  placed  on  the 
Paper  makes  certain  assertionB,  and  I 
venture  to  say  none  of  them  are  capable 
of  contradiction.      I  wish  to  go  over 
those  assertions  one  by  one ;  I  say  that 
''principles  have  been  introduced  into 
this  Bill  since  its  second  reading  which 
were  not  then  either  mentioned  to  or 
contemplated    by    the    House."      The 
principle  to  which  I  refer  is  doing  away 
with  the  condition  of  voluntary  support 
to  denominational  schools.      There  was 
nothing  said  by  the  Gx^vemment  to  in- 
duce any  one  to  believe  that  the  attack 
on  the  school  boards  would    have   re- 
ceived   their    support.     I    say    further 
that  this  principle  ''  tends  to  disturb  the 
basis  on  which  elementary  education  now 
rests,"  and  I  have  endeavoured  to  ex- 
plain to  the  House  what,  in  my  opinion, 
is  the  basis  on  which  education  now  rests. 
The  basis  of  the  school-board  S3rstem 
has  undoubtedly  been  disturbed.     I  so 
on  to  say  that  this  measure  will ''  impede 
the  formation  of  new   schools."     That 
statement  cannot    be    contradicted.     I 
say  that  **  discord  and  confusion  have 
been  introduced  into  the  election  of  school 
boards,"  because  where  before  the  ques- 
tion before  the  electors  would  be  mainly 
educational,  now  you  introduce  a  new 
eloment-^whether  the  school  board  is  to 
be  allowed  to  exist  any  longer  or  not. 
Although  the  Amendment  refers  only 
to  school  boards  which  have  no  schools, 
all  that  a  school  board  will  have  to  do  in 
certain  cases  will  be  to  transfer  its  schools 
to  denominational  managers,  and  then 
they  can  get  rid  of  the  school  board  al- 
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together.  The  oonduding  clause  of  my 
Beaolution  —  namely,  ^*  that  the  BiU 
will  place  the  management  of  schools 
in  the  hands  of  persons  who  neither 
contribute  to  their  support  nor  are 
elected  by  the  ratepayers,  is  a  propo- 
sition which  is  seLT-eyidont,  and  upon 
which  I  need  not  dwell  any  further. 
Nothing  is  more  frequently  said  than 
that  education  ought  not  to  be  made  the 
subject  of  political  debate.  Nothing  is 
more  assented  to,  but  nothing  I  think  is 
more  generally  disregarded.  My  opinion 
is  that  that  is  inevitably  so.  I,  for  one, 
am  unable  to  see  how  questions  which 
affect  the  mind  and  conscience  of  men 
can  be  removed  altogether  from  the 
arena  of  politics,  and  however  much  we 
may  wish  it,  I  do  not  think  it  is  in  our 
power  to  remove  them  from  the  political 
arena.  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  would 
be  well  in  the  interest  of  education  that 
a  truce,  and  as  long  a  truce  as  possible, 
should  be  secured  between  the  contend- 
ing Parties  in  educational  politics.  I 
b^eve  that  previously  to  the  clause  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire (Mr.  Pell)  being  introduced  in 
Conunittee,  it  was  possible  that  such  a 
truce  had  commenced,  and  might  have 
been  extended  to  an  indefinite  period.  I 
know  very  well  that  in  many  towns  there 
are  persons  who  are  extremely  anxious  to 
re- open  the  war  on  all  controverted  ques- 
tions. But  I  do  not  believe  that  the  public 
opinion  of  the  country  was  with  them, 
and  I  think  they  felt  themselves  that  the 
time  had  not  arrived  when  the  agitation 
upon  the  education  question  could  be 
re-opened.  But  I  must  say  that  the 
action  of  the  Government  has  gone  very 
far  towards  re-opening  the  whole  ques- 
tion. I  cannot  see  on  what  g^und  of 
political  justice  it  can  be  contended  that 
if  the  Party  in  power  has  the  right,  and 
exercises  the  right,  of  altering  the  settle- 
ment made  in  1870,  the  other  Party  will 
not  be  justified  when  they  have  the 
opportunity,  in  re-opening  the  question. 
Therefore,  I  think  it  is  right  that  we 
should  take  this  opportunity  of  placing 
upon  record  our  opinion,  and  I  for  one, 
most  distinctly  and  decidedly  hold  that  if 
these  educational  controversies  are  to  be 
re-opened,  it  is  due  not  to  the  Party  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  but  to  the  action 
of  the  Party  that  sits  on  the  other  side. 
It  is  for  these  reasons — because  I  think 
the  change  introduced  are  educationally 
inezpedienty  and  some  of  them  politically 


unjust,  and  because  they  tend  to  re-open 
questions  and  divisions  amongst  us, 
which  might  otherwise  have  been  settled 
or  remained  quiet — that  I  have  ventured 
to  place  this  Amendment  upon  the  Paper, 
and  I  ask  the  House,  at  all  events,  in  deal- 
ing with  this  Eesolution,  to  allow  me,  and 
those  who  agree  with  me,  to  thus  place 
upon  record  the  objections  we  entertain 
to  this  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  principles  havo 
hoen  introduced  into  this  Bill  since  its  Second 
Reading  which  wore  not  then  either  mentioned 
to  or  contemplated  by  the  House,  which  tend  to 
disturb  the  basis  on  which  Elementary  Educa- 
tion now  rests,  to  impede  the  formation  of  new 
schools,  to  introduce  discord  and  confusion  into 
the  Election  of  School  Boards,  and  to  i)lac<)  the 
management  of  schools  in  the  hands  of  persons 
who  neither  contribute  to  their  support  nor  are 
elected  by  the  ratepayers," — {The  Marquess  of 
HartingtoHy) 

— instead  thereof. 

Viscount  SANDON  :  The  noble  Lord 
has  told  the  House  that  he  would 
be  glad  to  establish  a  truce  on  educa- 
tional subjects,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
has  not  hesitated  to  inform  the  House 
very  plainly  that,  in  his  opinion,  educa- 
tional matters  can  hardly  help  being 
treated  politically.  Now,  I  confess 
that  this  remark  is  calculated  to  in- 
crease the  satisfaction  with  which  I 
listened  to  the  noble  Lord's  opening 
words,  when  he  said  that,  looking  at  the 
Government  Bill,  and,  putting  aside  two 
or  tliree  clauses,  he  could  not  avoid 
paying  a  tribute  to  the  measure  as  a 
whole;  for  it  is,  indeed,  considerable 
praise  to  the  Government  Bill  that  it 
should  obtain  so  high  a  meed  of  ap- 
proval from  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion at  the  very  moment  when  he  states 
that  education  can  hardly  help  being 
treated  as  a  Party  subject.  Gratified 
though  I  am  at  the  noble  Lord's  appro- 
bation of  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  which 
makes  me  feel  that  when  he  has  more 
fully  considered  the  Amendments  to 
which  he  now  objects  he  will  not  find 
them  of  the  serious  nature  he  appre- 
hends, I  was  rather  astonished,  I  must 
acknowledge,  at  some  of  his  criticisms 
upon  the  conduct  of  the  Government  re- 
specting the  Amendment  moved  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South  Leices- 
tershire (Mr.  Pell),  because  I  cannot  but 
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remember  that  the  Oommittee  has  not, 
during  the  prolonged  discussions  on  the 
Bill,  received  that  active  assistance  from 
the  noble  Lord  which,  if  he  felt  so 
keenly  on  the  subject,  they  had  a  right 
to  expect ;  and  I,  for  one,  must  honestly 
say  that  when  the  noble  Lord  is  not 
here  it  is  always  a  great  loss  to  the 
sense  and  wisdom  of  the  House.  I  will 
not  follow  the  noble  Lord  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  old  issue  between  direct 
and  indirect  compulsion,  as,  surely,  we 
have  amply  discussed  this  question,  and 
the  opinion  of  the  House,  at  least,  may 
now  be  considered  on  that  point  to  be 
virtually  settled.  When,  however,  the 
noble  Lord  speaks  of  the  general  assent 
which  has  been  given  to  the  principle 
of  the  Government  Bill  and  pointedly 
charges  this  side  of  the  House  with  the 
responsibility  of  any  interruption  of  that 
harmony,  I  must  remind  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  Government  has  had  to 
run  the  gauntlet  of  two  set  debates,  and 
of  three  formal  Divisions,  any  one  of 
which,  if  successful  against  the  Govern- 
ment, would  have  been,  of  course,  fatal 
to  the  Bill.  There  has  not,  therefore, 
been  that  lying  down  of  the  lamb  with 
the  lion  which  might  be  supposed  from 
the  noble  Lord's  speech.  First,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella) 
moved  a  Resolution  in  favour  of  direct 
compulsion,  which  was  rejected  by  a 
considerable  majority.  Had  this  been 
successful,  of  course  the  Bill  would  have 
been  lost,  as  the  Government  measure 
was  framed  on  quite  a  different  prin- 
ciple. The  second  reading  was  also 
divided  against,  though  it  was  carried 
by  a  great  majority.  Further,  the  Bill 
had  again  to  fight  its  way  against 
another  great  obstacle.  There  was  the 
important  proposal  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr.  Richard), 
on  going  into  Committee,  that  all  schools 
should  be  put  under  public  manage- 
ment. The  noble  Lord,  with  great  con- 
sistency and  courage,  had  opposed  that 
Motion  ;  but  I  think  I  have  showed 
that,  independently  of  various  attacks 
in  Committee  on  vital  points,  the  earlier 
progress  of  the  Bill  has  not  been  con- 
ducted through  that  calm  and  sunshine 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  has  referred. 
The  noble  Lord's  remarks  simply  come 
to  this,  that  formal  attacks  from  his  side 
of  the  House  are  not  to  be  considered  as 
interruptions  of  harmony,  that  the  Go- 
vernment is   to   be  applauded,  as  we 
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have  been,  for  assenting  to  many  Amend- 
ments coming  from  his  side— and  almost 
all,  and  very  important  onee  too,  we 
have  accepted  frt>m  hon.  Members  on 
the  Opposition  Benches — but  that  if  hon. 
Members  make  .Amendments  on  this 
side,  and  the  Government,  having  re- 
fused the  greater  number  of  them,  ac- 
cept at  last  some  few  which  they  oon- 
sider  improvements,  and  which  do  not 
affect  the  principles  on  whioh  they  an- 
nounced their  measure  to  be  based, 
then  we  are  all  to  be  taunted  with  de- 
stroying the  harmony  of  oar  proceed- 
ings and  being  the  causes  of  the  violent, 
unusual,  and  prolonged  opposition  whidi 
the  noble  Lord's  Friends  have  latelj 
displayed. 

I  must  be  allowed  once  more  to  re- 
mind the  noble  Lord  that,  in  my  open- 
ing speech,  I  invited  Amendments,  pro- 
vided they  were  within  the  principles 
of  the  Bill,  feeling  anxious,  on  a  subject 
of  such  importance  and  complexity,  to 
get  the  advantage  to  the  country  of  all 
the  experience  of  the  House ;  and  also, 
that  wnen  on  going  into  Oommittee  I 
announced  certain  changes  which,  after 
the  second  reading  debates,  GK>Temmait 
proposed  to  make  in  the  earlier  parts  of 
the  Bill,  I  expressly  reserved  to  myself 
the  right  to  propose  or  accept  other 
Amendments — and  this  announcement  of 
my  reserve  was  warmly  cheered  by  the 
noble  Lord's  Friends.  But  I  pass  on  to 
further  points  in  the  noble  Lord's  speedi. 
He  was  certainly  quite  right  in  saying 
that  Members  on  the  Ministerial  side 
could  not  be  expected  to  interfere  with 
voluntary  schools,  as  certainly  he  might 
have  said  the  same  of  the  (Government. 
But  more,  I  had  assuredly  hoped  that 
he  would  also  have  said  it  oi  himself 
and  of  those  with  whom  he  now  acts. 
For  surely,  neither  he  nor  the  Com- 
mittee have  forgotten  that  in  1870  the 
Leaders  of  the  Party  opposite  de- 
clared that  this  Bill  was  not  intended 
to  interfere  with  voluntary  schools  at  all; 
but  now  the  noble  Lord  appears  to  be 
in  favour  of  a  universal  school  board 
system,  the  adoption  of  which  would 
give  the  death-blow  to  voluntary  schools. 
Unless  the  noble  Lord  and  flie  Party 
opposite  have  changed  their  platform, 
ho  ought  to  have  said  boldly — "  We  do 
not  wish  or  intend  now,  any  more  than 
when  we  assured  the  coimtry  of  this  in 
1870,  to  attack  or  destroy  voluntaiy 
schools."    But  the  case  seems  now  to  be 
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different.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  then  said  that  his  object  was 
only  "  to  fill  up  the  gaps,"  and  '*  not  to 
8upplant|"  but  to  complete  the  volun- 
ta^  system.  Now  the  noble  Lord  has 
raised  a  suspicion  that  if  he  could  he 
would  attack  voluntary  schools,  though, 
I  must  say,  I  shall  no  longer  be  able  to 
compliment  the  noble  Lord  on  his 
wisdom,  to  say  the  very  least  of  the 
proposal,  if  he  intends,  as  his  speech 
to-day  would  lead  us  to  suppose,  using  a 
common  phrase,  to  **  run  a  rig  "  against 
the  12,000  voluntary  schools  all  over  the 
country.  The  noble  Lord's  speech  has 
placed  this  matter  in  so  serious  a  light, 
that  I  must  beg  the  House  to  listen  to 
the  assurances  of  the  then  Prime  Mi- 
nister, on  the  faith  of  which  the  country 
accepted  the  Education  Bill  of  1870. 
After  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford had  assured  the  House — '*  Our  ob- 
ject is  to  complete  the  present  voluntary 
system  and  to  nil  up  gaps,"  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Oreenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
said,  on  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  of 
1870— 

"  It  was  impossible  for  us  to  join  in  tho 
language  or  to  adopt  the  tone  which  was  con- 
■cientiously  and  consistently  taken  by  some 
Ucmbcn  of  the  House  who  look  upon  these 
voluntary  schools,  having  generally  a  denomi- 
national  character,  as  admirable  passing  ex- 
pedients, fit  indeed  to  be  tolerated  for  a  time, 
deserving  all  credit  on  account  of  ^  the  motives 
which  led  to  their  foundation,  but  wholly  un- 
Mtiafactory  as  to  their  main  purpose,  and, 
therefore,  to  be  supplanted  by  something  they 

think  better I  am  quite  sure  it  will  be 

felt  that  it  has  never  been  tho  theory  of  the  Go- 
vernment**— [3  Hansardt  cciii.  746.J 

I  cannot,  however,  bring  myself  to  think 
that  there  is  real  cause  for  alarm,  for 
the  voluntary  system  has  been  built  up 
gradually  by  our  people  themselves,  and 
18  in  harmony  with  our  habits  and  in- 
stitutions, anl  I  have  a  conviction  that, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  voluntary  system 
is  so  deeply  seated  in  the  hearts  of  the 
people  of  England  that  even  if  it  en- 
counters the  opposition  of  the  noble  Lord 
I  believe  it  will  survive  his  hostility. 
But  I  must  now  allude  to  an  extraordi- 
hbtj  assertion  of  the  noble  Lord's.  He 
says  that  this  Bill  will  for  the  first  time 
force  Nonconformists  to  send  their  chil- 
dren to  denominational  schools,  of  which 
they  disapprove;  but  at  this  moment, 
wherever  you  have  bye-laws  for  com- 
pulsion this  may  easily  happen  imder 
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the  Act  of  1870,  for  that  Act  does  not 
allow  the  fact  of  there  being  only  de- 
nominational schools  available  for  a  child 
to  be  a  reasonable  excuse,  but  only 
when  they  have  no  conscience  clause 
would  such  a  plea  hold  good.  Further, 
however,  the  noble  Lord  must  have  for- 
gotten or  overlooked  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Dixon's  Bill  for  universal  compulsion 
and  universal  school  boards  in  every 
town  and  village  of  the  land,  for  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford, 
I  believe  the  noble  Lord  himself,  and 
many  of  his  friends,  on  various  pleas, 
in  concert  with  the  hon.  Members  for 
Merthyr,  Nottingham,  Leicester,  and 
other  leading  opponents  of  this  Bill, 
voted  earlier  in  this  very  Session,  would 
have  swept  the  Nonconformist  children 
into  denominational  schools,  for  Mr. 
Dixon  repeatedly  said  that  under  his 
Bill  the  school  boards  would  have  no 
power  to  interfere  with  voluntary  schools 
or  to  build  any  where  they  were  not 
wanted,  any  more  than  under  the  Act  of 
1870.  Yet  that  Bill  established  compul- 
sory  school  attendance  everywhere.  [Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  :  By  school  boards.]  Yes, 
but  that  did  not  alter  tho  tiling  m  the 
least,  for  no  option  was  given  to  these  uni- 
versal school  boards  under  Mr.  Dixon's 
Bill,  and  whether  there  was  only  one 
school  or  many,  they  were  to  bo  bound 
to  pass  bye-laws  to  compel  the  attend- 
ance of  children  at  school  if  they  were 
not  otherwise  instructed,  provided  there 
was  a  Conscience  Clause.  Thus  it 
was  indisputable  that  Nonconformists' 
children  would  be  just  as  much  swept 
into  denominational  schools  under  the 
Bill  brought  forward  by  Mr.  Dixon  in 
three  successive  Sessions,  and  receiving 
the  whole  Nonconformist  support  on  the 
side  opposite,  as  under  this  Bill  of  the 
Government.  If  the  noble  Lord  would 
examine  the  speeches  made  by  Mr. 
Dixon  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford,  they  would  put  the  matter 
beyond  all  shadow  of  doubt.  The  noble 
Lord  said  the  Nonconformists  had  hoped 
that  the  voluntary  schools  would  disap- 
pear. I  did  not  think  it  possible  that 
any  legislator  could  take  his  stand  in 
an  argument  merely  upon  the  unsup- 
ported hopes  of  any  Party.  I  want  to 
know  what  reason  had  the  Noncon- 
formists for  entertaining  more  than  a 
a  vague  hope  that  the  voluntary  schools 
would  disappear?  During  the  discus- 
sions on  the  Act  of  1870  the  Noncon- 
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formiets  were  told  repeatedly  by  the 
Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party  in  ParHa- 
ment,  the  authors  of  the  measure,  that 
these  schools  were  not  intended  to  dis- 
appear. It  seems  then  that  they  had  no 
solid  ground  for  considering  the  over- 
throw of  the  great  voluntary  school  sys- 
tem of  England  as  a  part  of  the  scheme 
of  the  Act  of  1870;  they  had  perhaps 
general,  and  perhaps  not  unnatural,  aspi- 
rations that  these  schools  to  which  they 
were  opposed  might  perish  under  the 
new  Act ;  but  surely  the  noble  Lord  can- 
not seriously  take  up  these  vague  hopes, 
which  his  own  Government  said  at  the 
time  were  not  justified  by  their  measure, 
as  an  element  which  ought  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  by  the  House  on  the 
present  occasion.  The  noble  Lord  has 
made  so  much  of  his  attack  depend  upon 
the  supposed  fact  that  Nonconformists  will 
be  grievously  wronged  by  the  Bill  owing 
to  its  driving  Nonconformist  children 
into  denominational  schools,  that  I  must 
endeavour  to  show  him  that  he  is  really 
mistaken  as  to  its  operation.  I  must 
therefore  again  quote  the  printed  Cir- 
cular issued  from  Birmingham  after  I 
introduced  the  Bill,  by  the  Central  Non- 
conformist Committee,  which  represents, 
I  believe,  the  whole  Liberal  Party  in 
the  Nonconformist  Bodies.  I  will  ask 
leave  to  read  the  principal  passage — 

"  The  effect  of  these  proposals  will  bo  to  in- 
troduce both  direct  and  indirect  compulsion  into 
many  jmrts  of  the  country  where  Nonconformists 
are  numerous,  hut  where  the  only  schools  in  ex- 
istence are  schools  connected  with  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  The  Committee  feel  strongly  the 
injustice  which  is  involved  in  compellinp^  the 
children  of  N(m conformists  to  attend  schools 
which  arc  established  with  the  avowed  intention 
of  educating:  children  in  the  principles  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  which  are  under  the 
almost  irresponsible  control  of  the  clergy.  But 
practically  the  injustice  already  exists.  It  is 
one  of  the  inevitable  evils  resulting  from  the 
denominational  system.  Nonconformists  of  every 
description  are  anxious  to  give  their  children  as 
good  an  education  as  possible ;  but  in  many  parts 
of  England  they  have  no  choice  of  schools.  ITiey 
are  obliged  to  send  their  children  to  the  schools 
of  the  cliTgy  or  to  leave  them  uneducated.  We 
believe,  therefore,  that  the  number  of  Noncon- 
formist children  who  are  not  actually  at  school, 
and  who  would  be  driven  into  Church  schools 
bv  Lord  Sandon's  Bill  is  extremely  few.  The 
ciiildren  whom  the  Bill  would  reach  are  for  the 
most  part  the  children  of  ignonmt  or  careless 
parents,  and  it  is  better  that  they  should  be 
driven  into  the  schools  of  the  Church  than  that 
they  should  receive  no  education  at  all.  While, 
therefore,  we  recognize  the  strength  of  the  ab- 
stract objection  to  the  compulsory  proposal  of 
the  measure,  we  cannot  recommend  that  .these 
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propoflals  should  be  resisM.  Iq  theinterat  of 
the  neglected  ^children  and  of  the  oonotry  at 
large,  we  tiiink  that  they  should  be  accepted.— 
Signed  by  W.  Middlemore,  J.P.»  chiiinnan ;  R. 
W.  Dale,  H.  W.  Crosskey,  J.  Jenkyn  Brown, 
hon.  sees. ;  F.  Schnadhorst,  secretary. 

It  is  signed,  as  the  House  haa  lieaid^bj 
the  well-known  leaders  of  this  partj» 
and  surely  the  House  could  not  have 
better  or  less  prejudiced  evidence  on 
this  point  than  this  testimony  of  the 
members  of  the  Birmingham  League. 
Some  hon.  Members  had  Tentorea  to 
say  that  the  Gk)Temment  bad  no  care 
for  the  Nonconformists  of  this  conntiy. 
This  was  a  very  serious  accusation  to 
make,  and  should  not  be  rashly  made. 
I  deny  it  entirely,  and  it  is  certainly  a 
strange  and  unfortunate  time  to  make 
such  an  assertion,  seeing  that  the  Qo- 
yernment  has  within  the  last  day  or  two 
willingly  accepted  a  clause  of  no  slight 
importance,  which  makes  it  the  duty  of 
the  local  school  attendance  authoritj 
in  every  town  and  village  to  report  to 
the  Education  Department  any  infrao- 
tion  of  the  Conscience  Clause.  The 
noble  Lord,  according  to  the  statemeats 
made  by  the  public  Press,  mentioned 
this  yesterday  as  an  important  clause, 
and  I  was  publicly  thanked  in  this 
House  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr 
(Mr.  Eichard)  for  the  cordiality  with 
Tvhich  the  Government  had  accepted  it 
This  one  fact  is  worth  many  pounds  of 
sentiment,  and  it  shows  the  anxiety  of 
the  Government  that  no  real  grievance 
should  be  imposed  under  this  Bill  upon 
the  Nonconformists.  .The  noble  Lord  has 
gone  over  the  different  points  in  his 
somewhat  remarkable  Resolution.  The 
first  point  was  that  the  Government  had 
introduced  into  the  Bill  since  its  second 
reading  '*  principles  which  were  not 
then  either  mentioned  to,  or  contemplated 
by,  the  House."  Does  the  noble  Lord 
remember  what  passed  with  regard  to 
the  Act  of  1870?  I  hav#  never  heard 
that  it  is  wrong  to  introduce  after  the 
second  reading  very  considerable  Amend- 
ments into  a  Bill,  and  I  imagine  that 
older  Members  of  the  House  would  say 
that  frequently  large  Amendments  have 
been  accepted  by  the  Qt)vemment  after 
second  reading,  when  a  Gtrvemment 
has  had  the  advantage  of  hearing  the 
criticism  of  Parliament  and  the  country 
during  the  usual  debates  on  introduction 
and  second  reading.  I  find,  with  re- 
ference to  the  Act  of  1870,  that  many 
great  alterations  were  accepted  by  the 
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Ckyronuneni  of  that  day,  of  wluch  the 
noUe  Lord  was  a  distinguished  Mem- 
ber, at  a  very  late  stage.    For  example, 
the  school  boards  were,  in  the  Bill  as 
read  a  second  time,  to  have  power  to 
allot  rates  to  Yoluntarj  schools.    That 
was  a  most  important  feature  of  the 
measure,  yet  it  was  swept  away  after 
the  second  reading,  and  thus  the  whole 
character  of  the  BiU  was  altered  by  the 
action  of  the  GK>vemment  which  intro- 
duced it.    There  was  then  a  Conscience 
Clause,  but  not  a  Time-table  Conscience 
Clause ;  and  the  whole  character  of  that 
Conscience    Clause    was    changed    by 
making  it  necessary  that  the  religious 
teaching,  &c.,  should  only  be  at  the  be- 
ginning and  end  of  the  teaching.     That 
change  again  was  made  after  the  second 
reading.     Then    they  all   remembered 
the  famous  ''Cowper-Temple  Clause," 
which  was  not  even  foreshadowed  in 
the  early  part  of  the  debates  on  the 
Education  Bill  of  1870.     That  clause, 
as   its  title   indicated — the    **  Cowper- 
Temjple  Clause" — came  from  an  inde- 
pendent   Member,    and    altered    yery 
materially  the  whole  colour  of  the  Bill. 
When  the  Bill  was  introduced  we  heard 
that  there  was  to  be  perfect  freedom 
of  religious  teaching ;  but  by  the  adop- 
tion of  that  clause,  religious  teaching  was 
shackled,  and  formularies  distinctive  of 
a   particular    denomination    were    for- 
bidden in  board  schools.     Aeain,  the 
cumulatiTO  yote  was  accepted  at    the 
hands  of  a  private  Member  after  the 
second   reading  —  a  very  considerable 
change  both  in  principle  and  practice, 
and  acknowledged  to  be  a  most  impor- 
tant experiment  in    election    arrange- 
ments by  leading  politicians  all  over  the 
world.     Again,   have   hon.   Gentlemen 
opposite  forgotten  that  vote  by  ballot 
was  dragg^  in  after  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  ?    The  ballot  was  then 
one  of  the  most  hotly-disputed  matters 
in  politics ;  but  it  was  foisted  in,  in  obe- 
dience to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet  the    Member    for    Chelsea    (Sir 
Charles  Dilke),  at  the  end  of  the  de- 
bates on  the  Bill.   The  country,  I  think, 
wiU  surely  feel  that,  in  view  of  those 
great  changes,  the  mouths  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  ought  to  be  closed  in  re- 
spect ox  the  two  or  three  smaU  changes 
which  had  been  made  in  the  present  Bill, 
which  did   not   exactly    coincide  with 
their  views,  but  which  were  not  for  a 
moment  to  be  compared  in  magnitude 


or  wide-extended  effect  with  those  which 
the  late   Gk)vemment    introduced    into 
their  Education  Bill  of  1870 — changes 
which  were  mostly  exceedingly  distaste- 
ful to  hon.  Members  on  the  Conservative 
side,  and  of  which  no  hint  was  given 
when  they  were  invited,  with  success,  to 
support  that  Bill  in  its  earlier  stages. 
But,  next,  in  this  famous  liesolution  it 
is  said  that  these  changes  in  our  mea- 
sure disturbed  the  basis  on  which  ele- 
mentary education  in  this  country  now 
rests.     This  is  a  very  grave  and  a  high- 
sounding  sentence.  I  quite  acknowledp^o, 
as  the  noble  Lord  has  said,  that  tlio  Go- 
vernment announced  they  were  against 
any  great  reversals  of  policy,  unless  the 
country  generally,  and  beyond  a  doubt, 
declared  such  reversals  necessary,  and  I 
gladly  again  repeat  what  I  said  on  this 
subject  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.    But  I  must  frankly  say  that 
beyond    this  general    principle    which 
affects   all  past  legislation,   I  am  not 
aware  of  any  great  compact  such  as  the 
noble  Lord  alludes  to,  having  been  made 
by  the  Act  of  1870.     Hon.  Alembers  on 
the  Conservative  side  gave,  I  must  say, 
a  very  generous  support  to  that  mea- 
sure, without  which  I  do  not  believe  it 
could    have    been    carried,   and   being 
anxious  primarily  to  secure  the  educa- 
tion  of  the  whole  people    they  made 
many  sacrifices  of  matters  connected  with 
schools  which  were  very  distasteful  to 
them,  and  I  am  sure  they  received  very 
slight  concessions  to  their  views  in  re- 
turn;   but,  to  grant  for  one  moment, 
only  for  the  sake   of   argument,   that 
some  compact  was  made— which,  how- 
ever, I  do  not  assent  to— how  have  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  front  Opposition  Bench, 
how  has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford,  how  have  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  kept  that 
supposed  compact?     Has  the  compact 
remained  up   to  this  time  unbroken  ? 
If  the  Government  were  to  bo  told  that 
they  were  culpable  for  having  departed 
from  that  compact,  why  did  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  vote  for  Mr.  Dixon's  Bill 
for  the  establishment  of  universal  school 
boards,  and  for  universal  direct  compul- 
sion, involving  a  change  of  the  p^eneral 
basis  on  which  education  rested  ?    And 
why  but  a  year  or  two  ago   did  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  vote  for  abolishing 
the  25th  clause,  which  was  one  of  the 
essential  arrangements  of  the  famous 
Bill  of  1870?    I  cannot,  th^n,  under- 
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stand  how  lion.  Gentlemen  opposite  can, 
with  any  feeling  of  propriety,  throw  into 
the  teeth  of  the  Government  the  charge 
that  they  were  disturbing  the  basis  on 
which  the  system  of  elementary  edu- 
cation rests,  when  early  this  very  Session, 
as  before,  they  themselves  had  tried  to 
disturb  it  stiU  more.  Further,  how  does 
the  change  as  to  the  17«.  6d.  disturb 
this  basis  ?  Of  course,  as  the  House  is 
well  aware  all  State  aid  to  schools  is 
now  made  by  Government  upon  the 
principle  of  payment  by  results.  But 
Her  Majesty's  Government  felt  that  this 
principle  was  not  fully  and  fairly  carried 
out,  as  deductions  were  now  made  from 
such  earnings,  unless  half  the  expenses 
were  met  locally  by  fees  or  subscriptions. 
The  change,  therefore,  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  lately  proposed  was,  that 
the  State  should  hereafter  ask  no  ques- 
tions as  to  whence  a  school  was  sup- 
ported, but  should  contribute  up  to 
1 7«.  6d.  per  head,  if  the  children  earned 
it  by  their  intellectual  acquirements,  a 
payment  which  would  represent  a  simple 
solid  education,  but  no  nore.  This 
change,  I  must  remind  the  House,  had 
been  urged  upon  the  Government  by 
such  a  concurrence  of  good  educational 
opinion  of  various  sorts  that  they  felt 
convinced  that  it  was  the  best  course  to 

fursue  in  the  interests  of  the  country, 
trust  the  House  has  not  forgotten  the 
very  earnest  appeal  which  was  made  on 
this  subject  to  the  Government  by  the 
London  School  Board,  one  of  the  best 
education  authorities  in  the  land,  who 
represented  that  the  promise  made  in 
1870  had  been  really  broken,  because 
the  average  increase  in  the  Government 
grant  had  not  risen  to  more  than  25  per 
cent,  whereas  expectations  were  held 
out  in  Parliament  when  Mr.  Gladstone's 
Government  decided  that  the  provision 
should  be  taken  out  of  the  Bill  by  which 
school  boards  might  aid  voluntary  schools 
out  of  the  rates,  that  an  increase  of  some- 
thing like  50  per  cent  would  be  made  in 
the  State  grant  to  all  schools.  Now, 
the  figures  quoted  by  the  London  School 
Board  and  elsewhere  showed  anenonnous 
increase  in  the  cost  per  child.  Appeals 
from  various  quarters  showed  that  owing 
to  the  conditions  imposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment the  burdens  were  becoming  almost 
intolerable  to  the  schools  both  board 
and  voluntary.  The  London  School  Board 
entreated  the  Government  to  interfere, 
on  the  grpund  that  public  injury  of  a 
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very  serious  character  would  aoome  to 
education  if  any  large  proportion  of  good 
elementary  schools  now  under  GK>veni- 
ment  inspection  were  dosed,  or  were 
transferred  to  the  board,  and  that  the 
destruction  of  these  schools,  indepen- 
dently of  the  educational  loss,  would 
entail  such  an  enormous  increased  charge 
on  the  rates  as  could  not  be  contem- 
plated without  apprehension;  so  that, 
for  the  sake  both  of  the  voluntary  and 
board  schools,  the  Government  were 
strongly  urged  to  do  something  in  the 
direction  of  what  had  been  promised  in 
1870.  The  state  of  the  case  was  this 
— The  average  cost  per  child  was  now 
32«.,  and  the  average  Government  grant 
was  13«.  Se^.,  which  still  left  18«.  4if.  to 
be  supplied  locally ;  so  that,  taking  the 
average  of  fees  at  the  high  figure  of  lOi. 
per  annum,  a  considerable  sum  was  still 
left  to  be  supplied  by  voluntary  sab- 
ecriptions.  I  do  not  deny  that  the  scheme, 
proposed  principally  for  the  sake  of  the 
poorer  districts  —  and  the^i  were  veiy 
numerous  in  both  town  and  oonntry — 
is  not  a  small  matter,  but  the  object  in 
view  is  to  meet  and  remove  a  grievous 
injustice.  That  injustice  is  not  dis- 
puted. The  more  it  is  examined  the 
greater  it  will  appear  to  be.  The  bur- 
den of  keeping  up  a  school  in  Bethnal 
Green,  or  in  a  poor  country  village,  is 
far  greater  in  proportion  than  it  is  in 
more  prosperous  districts ;  but  in  pro- 
portion to  the  poverty  of  the  school,  the 
Government  grant  dwindles.  I  feel  sure 
that  so  great  a  grievance  cannot  be  left 
unredressed,  and  we  have  endeavoured 
to  meet  it  in  the  broad  way  which  the 
Committee  has  now  approved,  and  I  ask 
whether  in  the  change  we  have  made 
there  is  not  complete  security  that,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  rich  districts  would 
liave,  in  most  cases,  considering  the 
figures  I  have  just  quoted,  to  supply  still 
a  large  amount  of  local  subscription? 
It  was  a  mistake  on  the  part  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  say  that  this  was  a  complete 
change  as  compared  with  the  Act  of  1870. 
The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  be  under  the 
impression  that  under  that  Act  schools 
were  obliged  to  have  subscriptions  to 
meet  the  Government  grant.  That  is  not 
so,  and  I  have  before  shown  in  detail, 
during  these  discussions,  that  a  consi- 
derable number  of  schools  are  self- 
supporting,  that  is  to  say,  are  main- 
tained wholly  by  the  children's  fees  and 
the  Government  g^rant  without  any  sab- 
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BcriptionSy  and  a  larger  number  pro- 
bably almost  self-supportiug,  of  which 
the  g^eat  proportion  belong  to  the  Non- 
conformist bodies.  So  far,  therefore,  as 
principle  is  concerned,  there  is  no 
change  whatever.  We  have  been  boldly 
told,  as  if  it  was  an  indisputable  fact, 
that  the  schools  could  no  longer  be  con- 
sidered voluntary  schools.  I  deny  al-  ^ 
together  the  soundness  of  the  basis,  and 
the  supposed  facts  upon  which  the  argu- 
ment is  rested.  I  have  shown  already, 
taking  the  high  average  all  round  of  a 
payment  per  ciiild  in  fees  of  10^.  per  an- 
uum,  that  owing  to  the  great  increase 
of  the  cost  of  schools,  even  where  the 
children  do  well  at  the  inspection,  there 
must  remain  a  very  considerable  margin 
of  money  in  the  great  majority  of  cases 
to  be  supplied  by  voluntary  subscrip- 
tions. But  even  supposing  there  was 
not,  do  hon.  Gentlemen  forget,  and  count 
for  nought,  the  invaluable  personal 
services  of  the  promoters  and  managers 
of  voluntary  schools  ?  Do  they  think  the 
annual  maintenance  and  reforms  of  the 
Bohools  are  nothing  ?  Further,  still,  do 
they  overlook  the  enormous  amount  of 
capital  that  has  been  sunk  in  the  schools 
— £13,500,000  spent  voluntarily  on  the 
school  buildings,  to  which  the  State 
had  added  only  some  £1,735,000? 
O&the  entire  £15,250,000,  no  less  than 
£13,500,000  had  come  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  volunteers !  Surely  the  possessors 
of  those  valuable  schools  have  a  right  to 
be  considered  in  this  matter,  and  also  in 
virtue  of  these  invaluable  contributions 
to  the  education  of  the  people.  Surely 
they  have  a  most  valid  claim  to  have 
these  schools  accounted  as  voluntary 
schools,  ranking  in  a  diiferont  category 
from  those  bought  or  built  and  main- 
tained by  the  rates  alone  ?  I  will  not 
now  allude  to  the  special  moral  and 
social  advantages  of  these  schools,  as 
well  as  to  the  gain  to  the  community 
of  having  a  variety  in  their  schools,  be- 
sides the  healthy  competition  which  is 
kept  up  by  these  different  sorts  of  schools. 
Upon  all  these  points,  if  the  question  of 
the  voluntary  system  is  really  raised,  a 
gpreat  deal  will  be  found  to  be  said  of  a 
very  weighty  character.  But,  consider- 
ing the  light  and  jaunty  way  in  which 
some  hon.  Members  treat  the  question 
of  the  maintenance  of  our  great  system 
of  voluntary  schools,  I  should  like  to 
call  attention  to  the  serious  pecuniary 
difficulty  in  which  the  House  would  find 


itself  if  they  were  to  get  rid  of  this 
system,  which  now  was,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  part  of  the  national  lite.  Tiie 
school  board  schools,  numbering  nearly 
2,000,  had  involved  an  expenditure  of 
£6,500,000,  and  they  afforded  accom- 
modation for  550,000  children,  being 
an  expenditure  of  £11  10«.  per  head, 
as  against  £5  10«.  in  the  case  of  the 
voluntary  schools  now  numbering  some 
17,300,  with  accommodation  for  over 
2,772,000  children.  If  by  sane  legis- 
lation voluntary  schools  were  destroyed, 
I  want  to  know  what  the  noble  Lord 
proposes  to  do  to  find  school  houses  for 
the  2,772,000  children  now  accommo- 
dated in  the  voluntary  schools.  Does 
he  propose  to  confiscate  these  buildings 
to  the  State  ?  He  cannot,  for  no  private 
property  would  then  be  safe.  Does  he 
propose  a  forced  sale  ?  Is  he  prepared 
to  oblige  the  ratepayers  to  supply  the 
£13,500,000,  which  the  volunteers  have 
spent  upon  them?  in  addition  to  the 
£6,500,000  already  imposed  upon  them 
by  board  schools  ?  or  would  he  charge 
them  on  the  Imperial  funds  ?  but  surely 
the  £13,500,000  required  would  rather 
upset  the  Budget  of  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  AH  this  goes  to  prove,  I 
think  it  must  be  now  agreed,  that  every 
consideration  both  economical,  educa- 
tional, and  social,  shows  that  the  State 
ought  to  show  every  regard  for  the 
managers  who  possess  this  great  body 
of  voluntary  schools,  who  keep  them  up, 
and  give  in  many  ca^es,  from  their  per- 
sonal interest  in,  and  knowledge  of,  edu- 
cation, what  no  merely  State  system  can 
becure,  their  time  and  their  care  —more 
valuable  than  any  money.  This  man- 
agement would  be  valued  every  day 
more  by  the  parents,  as  it  became  known 
more  and  more  by  experience  that  the 
weak  point  of  the  rate-supported  board 
schools  is,  and  is  likely  to  be,  the  man- 
agement of  their  schools.  Tlien,  to  go 
on  with  the  Kesolution,  it  proceeds  to 
connect  in  some  mysterious  way  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire,  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Committee,  which  pro- 
vides for  the  dissolution  of  unnecessary 
school  boards,  with  a  check  to  schools 
themselves — it  says  it  will  **  impede  the 
formation  of  new  schools !"  How,  I  can- 
not make  out.  Keally,  as  in  the  former 
parts  of  the  llesolutiou,  the  noblo  Lord  is 
very  much  astray  on  this  matter  also. 
The  noble  Lord  says  that  everybody  will 
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represent  school  boards  as  unnecessary ; 
but  he  could  not  have  read  the  clause 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell),  for  if  he  had 
he  would  have  seen  that  it  referred  to 
school  boards  which  had  no  schools  and 
no   sites,  and  these   boards  could  only 
possibly  be  500,  but  it  was  more  likely 
the  number  would  be  under  200.  The  real 
position  of  the  Government  as  to  that 
clause  was  this — they  did  not  feel  bound 
to  make  the  proposal  if  the  subject  was 
not  mooted,  as  they  did  not  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  put  in  their  Bill  all  the  various 
improvements  into  our  education  system, 
however   desirable    they  might   be    in 
themselves  ;  but  the  moment  they  were 
brought  face  to  face  with  it — and  it  was 
brought  before  them  fix>m  various  parts 
of  the  country  as  well  as  in  the  House — 
they  saw  they  could  not  decline  to  con- 
sider it,  and  on  considering  it  their  opi- 
nion was    that    there   was  no  tenable 
argument  which  could  be  urged  against 
it.     The  noble  Lord  had  said  that  the 
Amendments    which    the    Government 
had    adopted  would    impede  the    for- 
mation of  new  schools  ;  but  here,  again, 
a  little  more  consideration  would  have 
shown  the  mistake  into  which  he  had 
fallen.     As  the  law  stood  at  present,  no 
school  board  could  build  a  school  unless 
it  was  needed  in  the  locality ;  so  that, 
under  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Leicestershire,  no  altera- 
tion which  impeded  the  formation  of  new 
schools  was  made,    because,   although 
the  school  board  might  have  been  dis- 
solved, the  Department  would  retain  and 
exercise  the  power  exactly  the  same  as 
before,    and   as  at  this  moment  under 
the   Act    of    1870  to  order    the   erec- 
tion  of   schools  in  all  places  where  it 
could  be  shown  that  they  were  needed. 
With    regard    to    the    transference    of 
schools,  the  course  was  equally  clear.  If 
any  governing  body  of  a  private  school 
wished  to  hand  over  their  school  to  a 
public  body,  they  had  only  to  close  the 
school,  and  if  the  necessary  accommo- 
dation was  not   supplied  forthwith    a 
school  board  would  and  must  be  estab- 
lished by  the  Education  Department  to 
supply  the  want.     I  think  then  I  have 
shown  that  this  part  of  the  Resolution 
has  as  little  foundation  in  fact  as  the 
preceding  portions.      The   noble  Lord 
goes  on  to  urge  in  his  Resolution  that 
the  changes  made  in  the  Bill  will  intro- 
duce discord  and  confusion  into  the  elec- 
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tion  of  school  boards.   How  the  posBiUe 
dissolution  of  unnecessary  and  ineffictent 
boards  can  effect  this  result  I  caimot 
imagine,  nor  has  the  noble  Lord  oi- 
lightened  us  in  his  speech — and  no 
other  change  we  have  aocepted  can  even 
remotely  affect  elections  of  boards.    On 
the  contrary,  the  only  change  as  to  the 
election  of  school  boards  which  we  our- 
selves proposed  is  the  one  by  whieh 
bye  vacancies  are  to  be  filled  up  bj 
the  boards  themselves  —  a  great  bo(m 
to    large    towns   specially,    as    saving 
them  imnecessary  expense  and  election 
excitements.    If  we  had  accepted  the 
proposals  coming  from  the  right  hon. 
Member   for   Birmingham    (lur.  Jdin 
Bright)  and  from  others  of  the  nohla 
Lord's  Friends,  who  desired  to  plaoe  the 
management  of  schools  in  the  hands  <tf 
Town  Councils  and  Boards  of  Ghiardiant 
and  to  give  them  all  the  powers  of  school 
boards,  we  should  indeed  have  intro- 
duced discord  and  confusion  with  all 
the  religious    difficulty  into   the   eleo- 
tions,  not  of  school  boards,  bat  of  every 
leading  municipal  and  local  authority  in 
the  Kingdom.    Happily,  howeyer,  the 
Government  and  the  Committee  refused 
to  entertain  these  disastrous  sug^geetio&s 
— so  I  think  this  part  of  the  attack  also 
falls  to  the  ground.    The  noble  Lord,  in 
conclusion,  had  laid  great  stress  n]|oa 
the  point  that  by  changes  in  the  Bill,  the 
management  of  the  schools  was  allowed 
to  be  in  the  hands  of  persons  who  did 
not  contribute  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
schools,  and  were  not  elected  to  the  po- 
sitions of  governors;  but  this  might  and 
did  occur  under  the  Act  of  1870,  and  I 
do  not  think  the  state  of  things  will  be 
much  altered  by  the  provisions  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  And  as  to  these  schools  not  being 
under  public  control,  they  were  under  a 
much  greater  control  than  mere  local 
control — their  whole  curriculum  of  study, 
the  whole  of  their  arrangements  were,  in 
fact,  under  the  control  of  the  Education 
Department — and  they  could  hardly  stir 
to  the  right  hand  or  to  the  left  without 
the  assent  of  the  Code  or  of  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Inspectors.     The  State   cer- 
tainly had  full    control    over    all   the 
schools,  voluntary  and  board  just  alike, 
whieh  received    her  grants,   and  took 
good  care  at  this  moment  that  the  mon^ 
was  spent  for  purposes  she  desired.    It 
is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  present 
BiU  wiU  prevent  the  establishment  of 
school  boards  in  localities  where  thej 
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are  desired  by  the  inhabitants,  or  that 
the  Qovemment  had  done  anything  to 
prevent  them — and  I  must  remind  the 
noble  Lord  that  he  entirely  refused  to 
countenance  or  accept  the  Amendments 
of  my  hon.  Friends  the  Members  for 
Bury  and  Newcastle,  which  proposed  to 
prevent  localities  which  had  sufficient 
schools  from  having  boards  if  tliey  de- 
sired. I  have  been  so  frequently  taxed 
of  late  with  being  hostile  to  school 
boards,  because  when  hon.  Members 
chose  to  say  that  they  were  so  generally 
liked  by  the  country,  and  were  so  excel- 
lent, and  that  therefore  it  was  a  kind  of 
sacrilege  to  allow  localities  to  get  rid  of 
unnecessary  ones,  I  felt  bound  to  say 
that  the  printed  official  Iteports  of  Her 
Majesty's  Inspectors  and  other  public 
documents,  if  I  was  obliged  to  quote 
them,  would  show  that  not  a  few  boards 
were  not  efficient  instruments  for  educa- 
tion, and  that  the  feeling  of  the  country 
was,  in  many  parts,  against  them.  lean, 
however,  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  I 
have  no  desire  to  run  down  school  boards 
as  an  institution,  and  I  have,  as  the 
House  remembers,  on  many  occasions 
defended  them  here  against  attacks  from 
various  quarters.  But  as  my  position 
towards,  and  opinion  of,  school  boards 
has  been  so  much  misrepresented  and 
has  been  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord, 
I  had,  perhaps,  better  frankly  state  what 
my  views  are  respecting  them  after 
the  official  knowledge  of  the  last  two 
years  and  a-half.  I  believe  that  in 
the  large  towns  the  school  boards  are 
generally  doing  an  admirable  work, 
and  that  they  are  mostly  free  from  that 
sectarian  atmosphere  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Bright)  has  spoken  so 
bitterly  as  pervading  school  boards  in 
general,  and  in  which  he  said,  as  I  for- 
merly quoted,  no  good  thing  could  thrive. 
In  towns  of  medium  size  the  school 
boards  are  frequently  doing  good  work ; 
but  it  must  be  admitted  that  in  these 
places  cases  occurred,  more  often  than 
they  could  have  hoped,  in  which  the  board 
seemed  to  think  more  of  sectarian  dif- 
ferences than  of  the  education  of  the 
people.  As  far  as  school  boards  in  small 
rural  districts  are  concerned,  the  system 
has,  to  a  considerable  extent,  broken 
down,  partly  owing  to  the  fact  that  the 
smallness  of  the  areas  made  it  impossible 
to  get  fitting  people  to  act  as  members  of 
the  boards.  This,  then,  i  s  my  opinion  of  the 


working  of  school  boards,  which  I  think 
it  only  right,  after  the  noble  Lord's  re- 
marks, that  I  should  place  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Committee.  I  believe  now  I  have 
gone  over  all  the  points  of  the  attack  of 
the  noble  Lord,  and  I  flatter  myself  that 
the  Committee  will  agree  with  me  that 
the  matters  in  which  the  noble  Lord 
blamed  the  Government  have  been  fairiy 
proved  to  be  without  foundation — so  that 
nothing  remains  now  but  to  accept  the 
more  agreeable  part  of  the  noble  Lord's 
speech,  in  which  he  gave  an  evidently 
sincere  approval  of  the  Bill  as  a  whole. 
The  Government  has  throughout  endea- 
voured to  look  at  the  question  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  interests  of  the 
children  of  this  country,  and  I  have  a 
full  confidence  that  those  who  look  at  it 
in  this  way,  and  not  with  a  view  to  any 
bye  objects,  will  give  it  an  increasingly 
hearty  approval.  If,  however,  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  choose  to  take  up  the 
position  of  being  the  advocates  of  uni- 
versal school  boards,  the  Government 
will  be  glad  to  meet  them  on  that  issue 
before  the  country,  and  will  willingly 
await  the  general  judgment  on  this 
ground.  H,  further,  they  wish  to  stand 
forward  before  England  as  those  wlio 
insist  upon  retaining  school  boards  in 
placeswhere  two-thirds  of  the  inhabitants 
have  stated,  and  the  Education  Depart- 
ment has  affirmed,  that  no  board  is  any 
longer  wished  for  or  is  necessary  for 
purposes  of  education,  I  certainly  will 
not  grudge  them  this  strange  satisfac- 
tion. If  they  wish  to  appear  as  the 
opponents  of  that  relief  to  the  poorer 
schools,  and  that  impulse  to  education 
generally,  which  our  removal  of  the  pre- 
sent vexatious  restrictions  upon  the  Go- 
vernment grant  will  afford,  at  the  en- 
treaty of  many  of  the  most  experienced 
friends  of  education,  it  is  not  for  me  to 
ask  them  to  forbear.  And  if,  beyond  all 
this,  the  noble  Lord  thinks  it  wise  that 
his  Party  should  be  considered  the  ene- 
mies and  assailants  of  a  great  national 
institution  like  the  voluntary  sc-hool 
system,  which  has  struck  its  roots  deep 
in  every  community,  I  cannot  interfere 
with,  nor  do  I  apprehend  the  results  of, 
their  policy.  We  shall  leave  them  will- 
ingly to  settle  these  matters  with  the 
schools,  with  the  ratepayers,  and  with 
their  countrymen  generally,  and  can  only 
trust  for  their  sakes  they  will  And  their 
self-chosen  position  a  useful  and  benefi- 
cial one.    For  my  own  part,  I  sincerely 
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believe  and  earnestly  hope  that  the 
action  of  the  Government  has  been  that 
which  is  best  calculated  to  promote  the 
sound  education  of  the  whole  country. 
We  have  kept  steadily  in  view  the 
great  and  important  object  of  main- 
taining the  freedom  and  responsibility  of 
the  parents  as  much  as  is  consistent  with 
the  welfare  of  the  children,  and  of  inter- 
fering as  little  as  possible  with  the  habits 
and  necessities  of  honest  industry ;  and 
I  can  truly  say  that,  in  all  the  dealings 
of  the  Government  with  this  great  and 
most  important  but  difficult  question, 
we  have  looked  principally  to  what  was, 
to  the  best  of  our  belief,  for  the  good  of 
the  children,  and  for  the  continued 
honour,  happiness,  and  welfare  of  our 

common  country.  

Sib  GEOEGE  BOWYEE  said,  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  was  altogether  wrong,  in  sup- 
posing that  after  a  Bill  had  passed 
the  second  reading,  no  Amendments, 
except  such  as  referred  to  points  of 
detail,  could  be  introduced  in  it.  The 
Amendment,  therefore,  of  the  noble 
Marquess  must  be  rejected,  for  if  such 
a  doctrine  were  once  allowed  to  prevail 
all  proceedings  in  Committee  upon  Bills 
would  become  practically  useless.  Why 
did  not  the  Nonconformists  do  as  the 
Eoman  Catholics  did?  The  Eoman 
Catholics  built  schools  for  their  own 
children ;  why  did  not  the  Noncon- 
formists, who  were  a  more  wealthy 
body,  do  the  same?  The  Eoman  Ca- 
tholics considered  the  Conscience  Clause 
a  sufficient  protection,  and  he  was  at 
a  loss  to  conceive  why  it  was  not  so 
considered  by  the  Nonconformists. 
[**  Divide  !  "]  He  considered  that  to 
compel  children  to  learn  by  forbidding 
them  to  work  was  a  mistake.  Children 
should  before  all  be  educated  to  be  use- 
ful and  earn  something  for  the  family. 
This  was  even  better  than  the  three  E's. 
It  would  be  wiser  to  provide  that  chil- 
dren shall  go  to  school  at  certain  hours 
and  under  certain  conditions,  and  inter- 
fere as  little  as  possible  with  their  use- 
ful employment.  The  education  of  the 
poorer  classes  ought  to  have  reference 
to  their  useful  employment  and  earning 
a  living.  But  education — especially  of 
girls — was  now  sometimes  calculated  to 
make  them  too  proud  to  work.  Thus  it 
was  very  difficult  to  obtain  domestic 
servants.  How  would  it  be  under  this 
Bill?     It  would  be    easy  to    provide 

Viicount  Sandon 


for  children  of  decided  talent  a  hieher 
education.  With  regard  to  bSkmA 
boards,  the  Department  would  not  allow 
any  school  board  to  be  dissolyed  which 
it  might  be  necessary  for  the  cause  of 
education  to  maintain.  Now,  he  wished 
to  say  nothing  against  school  boards, 
for  there  was  no  doubt  however  they 
might  have  worked  in  some  cases,  ia 
others  they  had  done  well.  At  the  same 
time,  he  could  not  understand  the  in- 
dignation felt  by  hon.  Members  at  the 
idea  of  touching  a  school  board  as  if  it 
were  a  sacrilege  to  do  so.  It  was  not 
zeal  for  education,  but  for  education 
without  religion,  which  animated  the 
strong  opposition  which  was  now  given. 
The  question  with  those  Ghentlemen  was 
not  whether  school  boards  were  or  were 
not  the  best  means  of  educating  the 
country,  but  whether  secular  education 
was  to  be  indefinitely  extended.  The 
country,  however,  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  denominational  education 
was  best,  and  it  was  for  giving  children 
that  education  which  would  make  them 
when  they  grew  up  useful  citizens  and 
loyal  subjects  of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  the  House 
was  very  anxious  to  divide,  and  he  would 
not  detain  them  more  than  two  or  three 
minutes  ;  but  so  many  allusions  had 
been  made  by  hon.  Members  in  the 
course  of  these  discussions  and  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  that  evening  to  the  Act  of  1870, 
that  he  might  be  pardoned  for  saying 
that  it  was  distinctly  on  account  of  the 
relations  of  this  Bill  to  that  Act,  and  of 
the  changes  made  in  it,  that  he  felt  called 
upon  to  vote  for  the  protest  made  by  his 
noble  Friend.  He  would  not  for  a  mo- 
ment attempt  to  give  a  history  of  all 
the  controverted  questions  raised  at  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1870;  but  he 
tliought  it  would  be  acknowledged  by 
both  Parties  that  the  Government  of 
that  day  had,  along  with  a  sincere 
desire,*  a  difficult  task  in  hand — to  do 
all  they  could  for  the  improvement  of 
education.  In  doing  that  they  acknow- 
ledged the  existing  schools,  and  while 
saying  that  they  were  not  sufficient  to 
meet  the  educational  want,  they  pro- 
posed the  system  of  rate-aided  schools. 
Consequently,  when  the  Bill  of  1870 
became  an  Act  of  Parliament  it  had  two 
systems;  it  worked  with  the  voluntary 
system,  supported  by  denominationia 
energy ;  and  with  the  rate  system,  re- 
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Jying  on  the  principle  of  elected  bodies 
taking  care  of  the  education  of  the  lo- 
cality.    No  one  could  doubt,  and  he  was 
himself  perfectly  aware,  that  it  was  a 
difficult  matter  to  get  these  two  systems 
worked  together.     He  would  not  detain 
the  House  with  reasons  for  that;  but 
they  had  passed  an  Act  which,   after 
much  discussion,  kept  these  two  prin- 
ciples side  by  side  as  it  were  to  take  care 
of  themselves.     On  one  hand,  the  de- 
nominational school  had  denominational 
xeal  to  support  it ;  on  the  other  hand, 
there  was  the   possibility  that  a  rate 
would  be  a  danger  to  voluntary  schools, 
because  a  man  disliked  giving  a  sub- 
scription to  relieve  another  man's  rates. 
Every  one  who  remembered  the  discus- 
mons  must  be  aware  of  the  forces  and 
principles  brought  into  action.     Parlia- 
ment passed  the  Bill  with  the  under- 
standing that  each  of  these  forces  and 
principles  was  to  take  care  of  itself  and 
do  what  it  could  in  the  matter  of  educa- 
tion, and  he  thought  it  was  a  mistake  of 
the  Gt>vemment  now  to  introduce  any 
change  which  would  supply  to  any  ex- 
tent the  want  of  denominational  energy 
and  zeal  by  any  additional  State  aid. 
The  noble  Lord  in  his  opening  speech 
stated — and  he  had  not   the  slightest 
doubt  of  the  fact — that  the  object  of  his 
Bill  was  to  meet  the  attendance  difficulty 
and  get  the  children  into  school.     On 
that  side  of  the  House  he  (Mr.  Forster) 
and  those  who  were  with  him  had  dif- 
fered to  some  extent  with  the  noble  Lord 
in  his  mode  of  meeting  the  difficulty ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  they  fully  acknow- 
ledged and  appreciated  his  intentions. 
He  would  not  ^  through  the  differences 
which  existed  between  the  advocates  of 
direct  and  of  indirect  compulsion,  but  he 
was  free  to  admit  that  the  Bill  in  its 
progpress  had  been  very  much  changed, 
and  changed  for  the  better,  so  far  as 
regarded    the    educational  part  of   it. 
They    had     made     several     important 
changes  in  it.     The  noble  Lord  said  that 
there  had  been  three  important  debates 
on  the  subject;    but  there  were  only 
two,  because  he  did  not  think  the  debate 
on    the    second    reading    lasted    three 
minutes.      There    were  great  changes 
which  he  considered  were  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  measure.    It  had  been  de- 
dared  legally   to  be  the  duty  of  the 
parent  to  educate  his  child,  and  the  7th, 
now  the  Sth,  clause  as  altered  was  almost 
as  powerful  as  the  bye-laws  of  the  Lon- 


don School  Board,  inasmuch  as  it  en- 
abled work   and  school  to  go  on  well 
together.     But  all  these  changes,   al- 
though they  were,  as  he  had  said,  for 
the  better,  appeared  to  him  to  be  strong 
arguments  why  the  Government  should 
not  have  altered  the  relations  between 
the  school-board  system,  the  rate  system, 
and  the  voluntary  system.     There  was 
no  doubt  that  in  order  to  meet  the  edu- 
cational difficulty  something  had  to  be 
done  by  the  Government  which  was  a 
blow  at  the  rate  system.     Many  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  of   the  House 
would  have  preferred  to  meet  the  attend- 
ance difficulty  by  universal  school  boards, 
but  even  those  who  were  most  strongly 
in  favour  of  that  mode  of  meeting  it 
were  aware  that  it  was  hardly  possible 
for  the  Government,  after  the  debates 
and  divisions  of  the  last  two  years,  to 
have  made  that  proposition.      At  the 
same  time  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
while  the  establishment  of  new  authori- 
ties and  school  boards,  and  giving  them 
the  power  to  sweep  the  children  into  the 
schools,  was  very  necessary  for  the  cause 
of  education,  and  could  not  perhaps  be 
avoided,  yet  in  itself  it  was  a  great  blow 
to  the  rate  system  as  compared  with  the 
voluntary  system,  and  a  great  boon  to 
the  denominational  system.     This  was 
not  because  it  was  intended  to  confer  an 
advantage  upon  denominational  schools, 
but  because  they  could  not  make  pro- 
gress in  education  without  it.     But  the 
Government  ought  to  have  recollected 
that  there  were  very  many  persons  who 
would  consider  the  step  they  took  in  the 
interests    of   education  was    disadvan- 
tageous   to    them.      They   ought    not, 
therefore,  to  have  altered  the  settlement 
of  1870  as  between  the  two  classes  of 
sc*hools.     He  would  not  for  a  moment 
say  that  there  was  anything  in  the  Act 
of  1870  that  ought  never  to  be  changed, 
but  he  did  say  that  the  compromise,  or 
the  relations  between  the  two  systems 
and  the  two  principles,  had  been  arrived 
at  after  very  great  discussion  and  diffi- 
culty, and  it  was  most  unwise  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  in  any  way  to 
change  it.     The  changes  introduced  by 
the  Government,  in  his  opinion,  had  this 
effect.     One  of  them  discouraged  school 
boards,  and  the  other  encouraged  de- 
nominational schools.     The  clause  which 
looked  forward    to    the  dissolution   of 
school  boards,  although  minimized  and 
frittered  down  by  the  week's  debate. 
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was,  he  thought,  still  a  discouragement 
to  school  boards,  and  he  thought  that 
the  clause  which  enabled  a  large  num- 
ber of  schools  to  be  conducted  without 
voluntary  subscriptions  was  a  great  en- 
couragement to  denominational  schools. 
He  believed  it  was  unwise  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  have  made  that  change, 
and  although  he  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
in  his  opening  remarks,  and  although 
he  would  not  have  voted  positively 
against  the  third  reading,  so  as  to  get 
rid  of  the  Bill  entirely,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  it  was  an  educational  step  in 
advance,  yet  he  did  think  it  was  their 
duty  to  put  on  record  their  protest 
against  the  change  being  introduced  at 
this  time.  He  did  not  wish  to  be  mis- 
understood. He  believed  that  this  was 
a  great  encouragement  to  voluntary 
schools ;  but  he  thought  it  woiild  eventu- 
ally do  them  more  harm  than  good. 
The  noble  Lord  said  there  were  schools 
in  this  particular  position  under  the  Act 
of  1870.  It  was  quite  true,  but  there 
were  very  few  of  them.  Under  the 
present  Bill  there  would  be  a  great  many 
more,  and  especially  in  those  places 
where  there  was  likely  to  be  most  oppo- 
sition to  having  voluntary  schools  with- 
out voluntary  subscriptions.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  the  Government  and  their 
Supporters  would  one  day  regret  that 
they  had  put  denominational  schools  in 
the  position  of  being  sham  denomina- 
tional, instead  of  real  denominational 
schools.  He  could  not  do  otherwise 
than  vote  for  the  Motion  of  his  noble 
Friend. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES  thought 
the  conclusions  advanced  by  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  had  been  so  satisfactorily 
met  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  that  the  House 
might  without  difficulty  have  proceeded 
at  once  to  a  division.  Heplying  to  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford,  ho  would  admit,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated,  that  he  found 
himself  in  great  difficulties  in  1870  with 
respect  to  the  conflicting  claims  of  the 
voluntary  and  national  systems,  but 
those  who  then  sat  on  the  front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  did  all  they  could  to  enable 
him  to  get  over  those  difficulties,  and 
the  course  pursued  on  some  occasions  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Col- 
leagues was  not  altogether  a  fair  return 
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for  the  facilities  that  were  then  afibided 
to  him.  If  there  were  difficulties  in 
passing  the  Bill  of  1870  were  there  no 
difficulties  six  years  afterwards  in  en- 
deavouring to  cure  the  defects  and 
supply  the  wants  in  the  practical  open^ 
tion  of  that  Act?  These  difficoltiei 
they  had  to  encounter  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  of  Parliament,  and  he 
thought  they  might  have  appealed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  liii 
Friends  for  a  little  more  consideration 
and  aptitude  to  assist  them  during  these 
protracted  debates.  His  noble  f^end 
had  to  meet  the  great  attendance  diffi- 
culty, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  admit  that  that  difficully  had  been 
met  in  a  manner  to  which  little  objec- 
tion could  be  made.  It  was  said  that 
changes  had  been  made,  one  of  which 
would  have  a  tendency  to  discourage 
school  boards  in  general,  but  it  wis 
only  where  the  facts  of  the  case  proved 
that  school  boards  were  ^mnecessair  for 
the  purposes  of  education  that  thecUnse 
of  lus  hon.  Friend  would  apply.  The 
other  change,  it  was  said,  would  have 
the  effect  of  encouraging  denominational 
schools.  He  had  yet  to  learn  that  such 
a  charge  should  be  fatal  to  any  measure 
that  it  would  encourage  a  system  of 
education  in  the  country  which  by  every 
test  that  could  be  applied  had  proved 
to  be  the  system  which  most  accommo- 
dated itself  to  the  feelings,  wishes,  and 
convictions  of  the  people.  It  was  very 
much  on  that  ground  that  he  hoped  the 
House  of  Commons  would  ratify  by  no 
inconsiderable  majority  the  stage  at 
which  the  Bill  had  now  arrived. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  1 82 ;  Noes 
120:  Majority  62. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered. 

On  the  Motion  of  Viscount  SA2n>0N, 
the  following  clauses  were  agreed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill : — 

Page  9,  after  Clause  19,  to  insert  the 
following  clause : — 

(ReturnB  of  registrars  of  births  and  deaths  to 

School  Boards.) 

*'  Every  registrar  of  births  and  deaths,  when 
and  as  required  by  a  School  Board,  shall  timns- 
mit,  by  post  or  otherwise,  a  return  of  such  of 
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the  puticQlan  reffistored  by  him  coaceminff 
deaUiBand  births  of  children  as  may  bo  spccititS 
in  tho  toquisitiun  of  the  School  Board. 

"  The  School  Boanl  may  supply  a  form,  ap- 
proved by  the  Lo<-al  Govomment  Board,  for  the 
purpose  of  tho  return,  and  in  that  case  the 
retom  shall  be  made  in  the  form  so  supplied. 

*'  The  School  Board  may  pay  out  of  the 
■chool  fund  to  tho  registrar  makin^i^  such  return 
■uch  fee  as  may  be  a^ijeed  upon  between  them 
snd  the  registrar,  not  exceeding  two  pence  for 
erery  birth  and  death  entered  in  such  re- 
turn." 

Page  11,  after  Clause  24,  to  insert  the 
following  clause : — 

(Power  of  officer  of  local  authority  to  enter 
pUce  of  employment. — See  30  and  31  Vic. 
c.  146,  s.  9.) 

"  If  it  appear  to  any  justice  of  the  peace,  on 
fha  complaint  of  an  oiEcer  of  the  local  autho- 
rity acting  under  this  Act,  that  thoro  is  reason- 
able cause  to  believe  that  a  child  is  employed 
in  contravention  of  this  Act  in  any  place,  whe- 
ther a  building  or  not,  such  justice  may  by  order 
nnder  his  hand  empower  an  oificor  of  the  local 
authority  to  enter  such  place  at  any  reasonable 
time  within  forty-eight  hours  from  the  date  of 
tha  order,  and  examine  such  place  and  any 
penon  found  therein  touching  the  employment 
of  anv  child  therein. 

"  Any  nerson  refusing  admission  to  an  officer 
authorised  by  an  order  under  this  section,  or 
obftructing  him  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty, 
■hall^  for  each  offence  be  liable  on  summary 
conviction  to  a  penalty  not  exceeding  twenty 
pounds." 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  moved  to  insert  the 
following  clause  after  Clause  48  : — 

Part  II. 

Application  of  the  Act  to  Scotland. 

**  In  the  application  of  this  Act  to  Scotland, 
the  following  provision  shall  have  effect : — The 
words  '  so  much  of  section  ninety-seven  of  The 
Elementary  £ducati(m  Act,  1870,  as  enacts,' 
shall  be  construed  as  if  the  words  were, '  The 
Education  (Scotland)  Act,  1872,  and  the  Par- 
liamentary grants  made  imder  the  same,  liy 
minutes  of  the  Scotch  Education  Department 
in  force  for  the  time  as  enact,'  and  that  Clause  47 
af  thus  varied  and  interpreted  shall  apply  to 
Scotland." 

daose  47  contained  three  provisions  to 
which  he  wished  to  call  attention.  One 
was  with  reference  to  the  grant  of 
17«.  Bd.,  which  applied  to  England,  and 
not  to  Scotland ;  another  was  that  in 
a  small  parish  of  300  people,  a  grant 
of  £10  might  be  made  in  addition  to 
the  grant  for  school  fees ;  and  the  third 
was  that  in  still  smaller  parishes  where 
there  were  only  200  people,  there  should 
be  mffrant  of  £15  in  addition  to  that 
earned  by  the  children.  Neither  of  these 


provisions  were  to  apply  to  Scotland. 
Well,  he  need  not  tell  the  House  that 
in  Scotland  there  were  a  largo  number 
of  parishes  which  were  very  thinly 
populated,  and  he  thought  that,  taking 
into  consideration  the  relative  position 
of  the  two  countries,  if  there  was  an 
advantage  to  be  given  to  one  country  or 
to  the  other  it  should  be  given  to  Scot- 
Ifimd  in  preference  to  England.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council' had  undertaken  that  the 
change  he  (Mr.  M'Laren)  was  now  pro- 
posing should  be  effected  by  moans  of 
an  alteration  in  the  Privy  Council 
Minutes,  and  had  stated  that  as  the 
measure  would  not  come  into  operation 
before  March,  there  was  plenty  of  time 
to  make  the  alteration  in  question.  This 
would  be  sufficient  with  regard  to  the 
grant  of  17 s,  6rf.,  but  he  very  much 
aoubted  whether  any  Minute  could  pro- 
vide for  the  other  two  special  grants.  If 
it  could  be  done  with  reference  to  Scot- 
land, it  could  be  done  with  reference  to 
England,  and  as  an  enactment  was  re- 
quired for  the  latter,  he  did  not  see  why 
there  should  not  be  an  enactment  for 
the  former.  All  experience  showed  that 
Scotch  legislation  was  pushed  back  to 
the  last  days  of  the  Session,  promise 
after  promise  had  boon  made  by  the 
Government,  and  yet  there  ]iad  not  been 
a  single  Scotch  measure  of  any  import- 
ance passed,  nor  was  there  likely  to  be 
one.  Assuming  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment that  all  that  was  necessary  to  be 
done  in  the  interests  of  Scotland  in  the 
matter  of  this  Bill  could  be  done  next 
Session  by  Minute  or  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  still  thought  that  it  should  be 
all  done  this  Session  by  adopting  his 
clause. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  that  the 
proposal  was  a  very  reasonable  one,  and 
the  Govornmont  had  great  pleasure  in 
accepting  it.  Scotland  had  a  right  to 
be  placed  in  the  same  position — mutatis 
mutandis — as  England. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  booed  moved  the  following 
new  clause : — 

(No  prosecutions  to  he  undertaken  except  with 
tho  authority  of  at  least  two  members  of  a 
School  Board,  School  Attendance  Committee, 
or  Local  Committee.) 

*'  No  legal  proceedings  for  non-attendance,  or 
irregular  attendance  at  school,  shall  be  com- 
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mcDCcd  in  a  court  of  lununary 
■tnypcnionnppointodtocan^-oiit 
byc-lnwB  of  a  School  Board  or  I, 
excopt  hy  tho  direction  of  not 
momWra  of  a  School  Board,  ^^c'l 
Committco,  or  Local  Committee 
prorioualy  inveatlgated  tho  cire 
which  it  \a  proposed  to  take  such 

■He  said  that  its  Boleoliji 
vide  that  due  core  should 
in  dealing  with  defaulting 
the  atringent  powers  tunl 
Education  Acts.  Ths  claui 
feet  harmony  with  the  intentior: 
Act  of  1870,  and  of  the  Bill  at  j 
before  the  House.  It  was  also  in 
with  the  professed  policy  of  the  L 
School  Board,  but  unlbrtunately 
policy,  as  expressed  in  a  resoJ 
passed  in  June,  1872,  had  not 
acted  upon.  He  wishijid  again  to 
claim  aoy  prejudice  or  opposition 
school  boarde;  as  suoL,  they  had  d>> 
good  work,  and  he  contended  that,  ' 
^e  passing  of  this  clause,  their  haii 
would  be  strengthened,  and  they  woui 
be  enabled  to  recover  Some  of  the  popn 
larity  they  had  notoriously  lost  in  moii^ 
places  owing  to  the  manner  in  whitl 
the  compulsory  bye-lawa  were  enforced 
He  would  remind  the  llouse  that 
pulsion  was  row  toEng1it<bmen  and  op- 
posed to  their  national  instincts,  besides 
which  it  was  an  interference  with  patentnJ 
responsibility  and  the  liberty  of  the  sub- 
ject ;  therefore,  there  was  the  more  rea- 
son why,  when  justifietl  by  State  neces- 
sity, it  should  be  applied  n-ith  moderation 
and  discretion.  It  should  ulso  be  borne 
in  mind  that  recent  educational  legisla- 
tion had  completely  inviTted  the  tradi- 
tions of  our  law  in  one  important  parti- 
cular. Contrary  to  all  precedent  and 
practice  in  other  rnattei-^',  tlie  person  ac- 
cused of  a  breach  of  tLii  bye-lasra  of  a 
school  board  was  required  to  prove  his 
innocence,  an  iaaovation  that  should 
be  surrounded  with  safeguards  to  pre- 
vent injustice  being  done.  Belying  on 
the  support  ho  ha!d  already  received, 
and  feeling  confident  of  the  benoficial 
effect  the  clause  would  have,  he  begged 
now  to  propose  it  for  the  acceptance  of 
his  noble  Friend  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council. 

ViscocsT  SANDOX  said,  it  was  im- 
possible to  shut  his  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
the  feeling  of  the  Committee  had  been 
infavour  of  some  such  instruction.  After 
much  consideration  the  Government  had 
determined  to  accept  the  clause  with  an 
Jf'-.  Boerd 
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!  stand  which  thev  had  made  for  Christian 
education,  not  because  thev  were  en  a- 
moured  of  their  general  policy,  but  be- 
cause they  were  a  party  of  prinoiplo 
rather  than  a  party  of  expodiency.  The 
poor  Irish  in  the  large  cities  and  manu- 
facturing districts  of  England  wore  ex- 
actly the  class  most  oppressed  by  the 
present  state  of  things,  and  he  urged  the 
V  ice  President  to  accept  the  Amendment 
and  take  awav  the  repmaih. 

Mr.  W.  El  FORSTER  repeated  his 
opinion  that  the  House  would  do  well  to 
let  the  25th  clause  alone. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  trusted 
that  the  noble  Lonl  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  having  recognized  that 
the  Amendment  was  clearly  equitable, 
would  withdraw  his  objection  to  it.  He 
should  vote  in  its  favour.  After  the 
noble  Lord's  candid  confession  that  there 
was  a  grievance  here,  he  could  n»>t  see 
how  hon.  Members  on  the  Conservative 
side  could  avoid  voting  with  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Sullivan\ 

Mr.  STEVENSON  opposed  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  SAMPSON  LLOYD,  having  ad- 
mired the  careful  wav  in  wliich  tho  noblo 

• 

Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
had  piloted  that  Bill  through  shoals  and 
quicKsands,  would  be  disposed  to  ac- 
quiesce in  any  decision  of  his ;  but  the 
present  case,  he  knew  from  pergonal  ex- 
perience, was  so  much  one  of  justice, 
and  intended  to  remedv  what  was  a  real 
blot  in  the  law.  that  he  hopeil  the  Go- 
vernment would  assent  to  the  Amend- 

Mient.        

Mr.  EOWLEY  hill,  speaking  from 

'  own  experience  as  a  member  of  a 

>ol  board,  maintnint'd  that  the  blot 

h  the  Amendment  was  intended  to 

t   was   not  a  rt>a1.    but   only  an 

■iiry  one.     He  brlievod  that  these 

ildren  would  be  re(vivr<l  into  de- 

■!onal  schools  evt'n  without  the 

'if  the  AmenduiiMit. 

I ANCELH >1^  OF THK EXriTE- 

iil,    that    hi-<    noble    Friend 

^:indon)    had    acknowledged 

■nid  made  bv  the  noble  Lord 

:   lor  Westni»»at]i  was,  in  its 

•unded  on  justice,  altliough 

a  whether  the  practical  work- 

use  was  such  as  to  render 

dvisable  that  they  should 

difficulty.      Some  hon. 

Q,  hat  no  difficulty  had 

le  others  said  that  it 
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YisooTTNT  SANDON  said,  no  one  was  excuse  for  absence  three  mfle«  instead  of 

more  anxious  than  liimself  to  meet  the  two. 

case  of  the  poor  canal  children,  but  he  Amendment    proposed,    in    page  5, 

thought  the  Amendment  would,  at  this  line  20,  to  leave  out  the  word  "two," 

moment,  do  harm  instead  of  good  as  the  in  order  to  insert  the  word  "  three,"— 

noble  Lord  desired,  as  the  question  was  (^Lord   Frederick    Cavenduh^)  —  in^eid 

involved  in  such  great   difficulty.     It  thereof. 

would  be  almost  impossible  for  the  canal  Question  proposed,   "  That  the  woid 

people  to  comply  with  its  provisions,  and  ,  ^^^ ,  stand  part  of  the  BilL" 

•  therefore  only  useless   irritation  about  ^               ^- .  -^TT%/^•M'       •  j     t          u 

education  woidd  be  caused.    How  were  Viscount  SANDON   said,  he  coaM 

they,  Uving  on  board  a  canal  boat,  to  ^^*  *^«P*  ^^^  Amendment, 

attend  a  day  school?    The  right  hon.  Amendment,  by  leave,  witkdmwn. 

Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  had  pro-  Lobd  EOBEET  MONTAGU  mored 

mised  to  deal  with  the  matter  next  year,  an  Amendment  in  the  14th  Claiue,  to 

and  therefore  he  hoped  the  Amendment  the  effect  that  if  the  parent  of  any  ckiM 

would  be  withdrawn.  resident  in  the  district  of  a  Bchool  board 

Mr.  a.  mills  said,  there  were  other  should  be  unable  to  pay  any  part  of  its 

classes  of  children  with  whom  it  was  fees  at  a  public  elementary  school,  and 

more  difficult  to  deal,    and    in  whose  the  school  board  fcdl  to  make  regolatioBS 

favour  it  was  desirable  that  something  under  Clauses  25  and  74  of  the  Act  of 

should  be  done — he  meant  the  children  1870  for  the  payment  of  them,  theOnar- 

living  on  the  shores  of  the  river.  dians,  if  satisfied  of  the  parent's  inabiHtT 

Mr.  CLAEE  EEAD  said,  there  were  to  pay,  should  pay  the  same,  in  aoeora- 

children  living  in  barges  upon  navigable  ance  with  the  provisions  of  the  seetioiL 

rivers  as  well  as  canals,  for  whose  educa-  The  noble  Lord  said  that  his  Amend* 

tion  something  should  be  done.  ment  was  directed  towards  an  ohriou 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  it  was  injustice  to    poor    parents,    which  he 

a  question  whether  these  children  should  hoped  the  Government  would  remedy  hj 

be  allowed  to  travel  in  canal  boats  at  all,  adopting  his  Amendment, 

the  cabins  often  being  as  overcrowded  Amendment  proposed, 

as  the  worst  houses  m  London.     As  the       ,  ^  v     it    r*    *v   a  i««-   »^ 

^                    .                      'J     •       xi-        I-  1  In  page  6,  boe  17,  after  the  worn  "pay,    to 

Government  were  considering  the  whole  insert  the  words  "If  the  parent  of  aiy  child 

question,  which  would  have  to  be  dealt  who  is  resident  in  the  district  of  a  School  Board 

with  on  sanitary  grounds,  he  trusted  the  is  unahlc,  by  reason  of  poverty,  to  pay  the  feci 

noble  Lord  would  not  press  the  Amend-  o^  such  child  at  a  public  elementary  m^mI,  or 

-                                  •*•  any  part  of  such  fee,  and  if  tho  School  Board 

iJr      TrrTTTm-rrr-riTx                _j.jxi-  fails  to  make  regulations,  under  Clauses  twenty- 

Mr.   W  Hi  i  W  hLtlj    supported   the  five  and  seventy-four  of  the  Elementary  Ednca- 

view  that  the  education  of  the  classes  of  tion  Act  of  1870  for  tho  payment  of  the  mom, 

children  referred  to  ought  to   be   pro-  it  shall  bo  tho  duty  of  the  guardians,  if  Mtufied 

vided  for  ^^  ^^^^  inabilitv,  to  pay  the  same  in  aooordance 

Sib   ANDEEW   LUSK    said,   there  ^tt)^J^f'^  "*  *^"  '^"^"-^^ 

was  another  class  of  children  that  ought  q^^^^j^^  proposed,  "  That  thoM  watit 

not  to  be  neglected-he  meant  the  gipsy  ^^  ^^^^^  ineertid." 
cmlaren. 

Mr.  pell  said,  the  children  of  the  Mr.    W.    E.    FORSTER    said,    the 

best  class  of  boatmen  resided  on  shore,  clause  would  interfere  with   the  2Mh 

and  they  would  come  under  the  Act.  clause  of  the  Education  Act  of  1870,  and 

The  children  of  the  worst  class  lived  on  as  that  clause  had  worked  well,  he  would 

board  and  were  exempt  from  the  opera-  advise  that  it  be  lot  alone, 

tion  of  the  law.  Yiscx)unt  SANDON  admitted  that  the 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH,  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Westmeath 

in  consideration  of  those  assurances,  con-  had  put  his  finger  on  a  real  grievance. 

sentod  to  withdrawn  his  Amendment.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that  Parliament 

did  not  intend  that  a  parei^t  should  be 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn.  obliged  to  send  his  child  to  a  board 

school,  if  he  objected  to  such  scbool, 

Lord  FREDERICK   CAVENDISH,  simply  because  he  was  poMDr;  and  it  waa 

on  Clause  13,  moved  to  make  the  dis-  to  be  hoped  cases  of  such  injustice  would 

tance  from  school  which  should  be  an  not  long  exist.    Perfect  freedom  to  the 
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parent  m  to  the  choiee  of  Behool  for  his 
ehild  was  undoubtedly  the  intention  of 
the  Act  of  1870,  and  it  was  only  in  cases 
where  there  was  only  one  school  avail- 
able that  Parliament  had  agreed  to  com- 
SA  the  parent  to  use  a  school  which  he 
d  not  like ;  and  then  only  in  the  case 
where  there  was  the  Conscience  Clause. 
Certainly  poverty  was  never  intended  to 
be  allowed  to  be  held  as  a  reason  why  the 
conscientious  feelings  of  a  parent  were 
to  be  disregarded.  He  did  not  believe, 
however,  that  there  were  many  oases  in 
which  it  operated,  or  a  very  strong  feel- 
ing would  be  manifested  against  it; 
neither  could  he  think  that  Parliament 
intended  that  any  school  board  should 
take  upon  itself  only  to  remit  fees  and 
not  to  pay  them.  As  the  Amendment, 
however,  in  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Forster)  would 
re- open  the  whole  question  of  the  famous 
25th  clause,  he  (Viscount  Sandon)  hoped 
it  would  not  be  pressed  on  this  occasion. 
If  it  should  be,  he  must  oppose  it. 

Mr.  MELDON  complained  that  the 
Irish  Members  were  being  sacrificed  by 
the  noble  Lord's  acquiescence  in  a  sug- 
ffestion  from  the  Opposition,  and  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  re-consider 
their  decision,  and  take  steps  to  remedy 
an  admitted  grievance.  Notwithstending 
great  pressure,  and  especially  with  re- 
gard to  the  division  that  night,  the  Irish 
Boman  Catholic  Members  had  supported 
the  Government  in  all  the  debates  upon 
the  Bill ;  and  their  wishes,  which  were 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment,  ought  to 
be  consulted.  He  was  glad  the  subject 
of  education  was  now  in  the  hands  of  the 
present  GK>verDment,  and  that  the  late 
Government   would    never    have    the 

S^wer  to  influence  it  again  in  that 
onse ;  for  whenever  they  attempted  to 
secularize  education  there  would  be  60,  or 
70,  or  80  Irish  votes  given  against  them. 

Mr.  BIRLEY  declared  that  there 
was  a  good  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  CLARE  READ  supported  the 
Amendment,  because  in  all  questions  of 
poverty  the  Guardians  rather  than  the 
school  boards  were  the  best  authorities 
for  the  payment  of  the  fees. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  see  ite  way  to  deal  with  this 
admitted  blot  on  the  Education  Bill. 
He  would  remind  the  noble  Lord  that 
ihe  Irish  Liberal  Members  had    sup- 


ported  the  Government  in  the  manly 


stand  which  they  had  made  for  Christian 
education,  not  because  they  were  ena- 
moured of  their  general  policy,  but  be- 
cause they  were  a  party  of  principle 
rather  than  a  party  of  expediency.  The 
poor  Irish  in  the  large  cities  and  manu- 
facturing districts  of  England  were  ex- 
actly the  class  most  oppressed  by  the 
present  state  of  things,  and  he  urged  the 
Vice  President  to  accept  the  Amendment 
and  take  away  the  reproach. 

Mr.  W.  E.  forster  repeated  his 
opinion  that  the  House  would  do  well  to 
let  the  25th  clause  alone. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  trusted 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  having  recognized  that 
the  Amendment  was  clearly  equitable, 
would  withdraw  his  objection  to  it.  He 
should  vote  in  its  favour.  After  the 
noble  Lord's  candid  confession  that  there 
was  a  grievance  here,  he  could  not  see 
how  hon.  Members  on  the  Conservative 
side  could  avoid  voting  with  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Sullivan). 

Mr.  STEVENSON  opposed  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  SAMPSON  LLOYD,  having  ad- 
mired the  careful  way  in  which  tho  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
had  piloted  that  Bill  through  shoals  and 
quicksands,  would  bo  disposed  to  ac- 
quiesce in  any  decision  of  his ;  but  the 
present  case,  he  knew  from  personal  ex- 
perience, was  so  much  one  of  justice, 
and  intended  to  remedy  what  was  a  real 
blot  in  the  law,  that  ho  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  assent  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  ROWLEY  HILL,  speaking  from 
his  own  experience  as  a  member  of  a 
school  board,  maintained  that  the  blot 
which  the  Amendment  was  intended  to 
correct  was  not  a  real,  but  only  an 
imaginary  one.  He  believed  that  these 
poor  children  would  be  received  into  de- 
nominational schools  even  without  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  his  noble  Friend 
(Viscount  Sandon)  had  acknowledged 
that  the  demand  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Westmeath  was,  in  its 
principle,  founded  on  justice,  although 
he  doubted  whether  the  practical  work- 
ing of  the  clause  was  such  as  to  render 
it  necessary  or  advisable  that  they  should 
deal  with  the  difficulty.  Some  hon. 
Gentlemen  said  that  no  difficulty  had 
actually  arisen,  while  others  said  that  it 
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had.  On  that  point  the  affirmative  evi- 
dence on  the  one  side  could  not  be  re- 
butted by  the  negative  evidence  on  the 
other;  and  it  would  be  only  fair  and 
reasonable,  therefore,  that  some  provi- 
sion should  be  made  to  meet  it,  and, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  the  Amendment, 
though  they  believed  that  there  would 
not  be  many  cases  in  which  it  would  be 
really  required  to  apply  it. 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
regretted  extremely  the  statement  just 
made.  The  acceptance  of  the  Amend- 
ment simply  meant  making  the  25th 
clause  compulsory.  Under  that  clause 
only  some  £3,000  or  £4,000  a-j'ear  went 
to  denominational  schools  in  some  fa- 
voured districts.  Yet  at  the  last  Election 
nothing  caused  more  excitement  than 
that  clause.  As  if  the  Bill  did  not  trench 
closely  enough  on  questions  which  went 
home  to  the  hearts  and  consciences  of 
the  people,  the  Government  seemed  de- 
termined to  excite  them  further  by 
making  the  clause  compulsory.  He 
could  only  express  his  extreme  regret 
that  the  Government  should  have  ac- 
cepted the  clause,  which  he  believed 
would  excite  more  religious  strife  than 
any  other  that  had  been  proposed. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  denied  that 
the  opponents  of  that  Amendment  were 
the  only  persons  who  had  hearts  and 
consciences,  and  urged  that  board  schools 
were  not  intended  to  supplant  but  only 
to  supplement  denominational  schools. 
The  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  had 
hit  a  blot  in  the^Act  of  1870,  without  in 
the  least  departing  from  the  principle  of 
the  25th  clause  of  that  Act. 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  the  legitimate  outcome  of 
the  25th  clause,  and  those  who  were 
in  favour  of  that  clause  could  not  do 
otherwise  than  support  the  Amendment. 
From  his  point  of  view  both  the  clause 
and  the  Amendment  were  equally  objec- 
tionable. The  consciences  of  parents 
had  been  referred  to,  but  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  many  ratepayers  had 
a  conscientious  objection  to  their  money 
being  applied  to  denominational  educa- 
tion. The  Education  Act  of  1870  was 
the  means  of  dividing  the  Liberal  Party 
and  weakening  them  so  that  they  were 
now  not  only  a  minority, 'but  a  dis- 
united and  disorganized  minority.  Hon. 
Members  opposite,  instead  of  speaking 
hardly  of  the  Act  of  1870,  ought  to  con- 
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gratulate  themselvee  ihst  it  Iiad  lea 
passed.  "Once  bit,  twice  diy."  The 
Dissenters  were  bit  by  that  Act,  sndthej 
had  been  shy  ever  eince. 

Mr.  WILBRAHAM  EQEETON  fo^ 
ported  the  Amendment,  expressing  bu 
satisfaction  that  it  had  been  accepted  by 
the  Gt)vernment. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIE  said,  lit 
did  not  think  the  House  OQgh^  to 
be  called  upon  to  divide  upon  an 
Amendment,  the  acceptance  of  which 
came  upon  them  by  surprise.  It  was 
true  that  the  Act  of  1870  weakened  the 
Liberal  Party,  but  he  congratulated  the 
Party  that  the  Government  were  taking 
such  strong  steps  to  re-unite  them. 
A  clause  had  been  already  introduced  into 
the  Bill  which  practically  involved  whit 
the  Nonconformists  hated  vexy  much— t 
scheme  of  concurrent  endowment;  and 
now  this  Amendment  would  weaken 
school  boards  by  allowing  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  one  respect  to  override 
them.  This  would  rouse  more  hitter 
feeling  in  the  country  than  the  clause  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leiceste^ 
shire  (Mr.  Pell). 

Mr.  FAWCETT  wished  to  protest  in 
the  strongest  possible  language  againit 
the  Government.  Not  apparenuy  waned 
by  the  time  already  wasted,  they  repeated 
their  tactics  up  to  the  very  last.  An  omi- 
nous summons  from  the  Treasury  Whip 
had  brought  up  the  Chancellor  of  tiM 
Exchequer  to  say  that  what  some  houn 
before  was  a  theoretical  difficulty  was  a 
practical  difficulty,  and  to  accept  the 
Amendment  making  the  25th  daaae 
compulsory.  In  oi*der  to  give  the  House 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  Question 
in  these  new  circumstances,  he  would 
move  the  Adioumment  of  the  Debate. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Fatccett,) 

Sir  WALTEE  BAKTTELOT  said, 
he  was  surprised  at  the  proposal  just 
made  for  the  Adjournment  of  the  Debate. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Lyon  Playfair)  had  taunted  tne  Gknrem- 
ment  with  doing  their  best  to  reunite  the 
Liberal  Party.  After  the  speech  just 
made  by  an  hon.  Member  (Mr.  O'Shangh- 
nessy)  the  House  would  see  upon  the 
division  whether  the  unanimity  spoken 
of  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleinaii      •  "" 
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Among  the  Liberal  Party.  He  appealed 
to  the  House  to  support  the  clause  on 
the  ground  of  the  poor  parent.  Parlia- 
ment was  now  forcing  education  on  the 
people,  and,  if  there  were  efficient  schools 
in  a  parish  where  a  school  board  existed, 
parents  had  a  right  to  say  to  what  school 
their  children  should  go  in  all  cases. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOKSTEE  thought  his  hon. 
Priend  (Mr.  Fawcett)  perfectly  right  in 
moving  the  Adjournment  of  the  Debate. 
This  was  a  most  important  clause,  and  no 
one  could  have  expected  that  it  would  be 
taken  up  and  adopted  bytheGovemment. 
He  knew  60  or  60  hon.  Members  who 
would  have  been  in  their  places  if  they 
had  supposed  the  Government  would 
accept  the  clause.  He  warned  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  difficulties  which  the 
proposal  would  bring  in  its  train.  The 
Opposition  never  could  have  expected 
that  in  this  last  stage  of  the  Bill  such  a 
clause  would  be  entertained.  He  was 
entirely  opposed  to  the  Guardians  being 
put  in  over  the  school  board. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  that  the  clause 
had  been  put  upon  the  Paper,  and  it  was 
for  the  House  and  not  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  determine  whether  it  should  be 
added  to  the  Bill.  If  the  50  or  60 
Members  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Forster)  were 
not  in  their  places  to  oppose  a  clause  of 
which  due  Notice  had  been  given  it  was 
their  fault,  and  there  was  no  reason  why 
its  consideration  should  be  postponed. 
He  represented  a  neighbouring  consti- 
taency  (the  Tower  Hamlets)  to  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr. 
Pawcett),  and  he  could  say  the  clause 
would  be  received  with  great  pleasure 
by  his  constituents.  He  trusted  the 
Gfovemment  would  persevere  in  their 
course,  and  he  should  give  them  his 
heartv  sunnort 

Mb.  DLLLWYN  understood  that  the 
Amendment^had  only  been  placed  on 
the  Paper  on  the  previous  evening;  but, 
in  any  case,  there  was  a  great  difference 
between  a  Notice  being  on  the  Paper 
and  its  being  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment. He  complained  of  that  sudden 
sudden  change  of  front  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  and  hoped  the  House 
would  ait  as  long  as  it  was  necessary  to 
enable  the  country  to  form  an  opinion 
on  the  queetion. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  :  I  ask  the  noble 

Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 

v^iiher  Boards  of  Ghiardians  are  to 

a  the  option  of  paying  these  fees? 

.     [tHJBD  8EBJB8.] 


P'  No,  no !  "]  Then  I  must  say  that  I 
think  it  exceedingly  objectionable  that 
they  should  not ;  because  it  would  be  in 
the  power  of  any  parent  to  render 
Boards  of  Guardians  subsidiary  to  any 
school  which  he  might  choose.  I  hope 
my  hon.  Friend  below  me  is  right,  but  I 
will  take  the  case  of  a  parish  without  a 
board  school,  but  with  a  public  elemen- 
tary school  to  which  the  Board  of 
Guardians  may  object.  You  cannot  say 
to  that  authority — **  If  you  do  not  like 
the  school,  erect  another,"  for  you  have 
not  given  the  Board  of  Guardians  the 
power  to  do  that.  You  say  to  them — 
**  You  shall  pay  to  the  school  that  exists, 
although  you  object  to  that  school." 
Then  I  say  that  to  make  this  compulsory 
is  contrary  to  the  whole  principle  of  the 
Act,  which  renders  the  authority  of  the 
district  responsible  for  the  teaching  for 
which  it  has  to  pay.  The  alterations  in 
the  terms  of  the  code  of  this  Bill  appears 
to  render  it  perfectly  improper  to  make 
this  payment  obligatory  without  option 
on  the  part  of  the  Guardians.  That  is 
a  change  which  I  hope  has  escaped  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  and  I  for 
one  shall  certainly  not  vote  for  rendering 
Boards  of  Guardians  subsidiary  to  any 
school  in  their  district  whether  they 
choose  it  or  not. 

Sib  WILLIAM  H  ARCOURT  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire (Mr.  Newdegate)  had  hit  the 
nail  on  the  head.  It  would  seem  from  the 
policy  which  the  Government  had  pur- 
sued with  respect  to  the  measure  that 
they  were  determined  to  have  a  new 
Education  Bill  every  night.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
had  not  learned  wisdom  from  experience. 
It  took  him  a  week  to  carry  the  clause 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire, and  perhaps  that  was  worth  while, 
because  he  thereby  obtained  the  alliance 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  supported 
the  hon.  Member.  But  the  noble  Lord 
had  other  allies  in  the  Roman  Catholic 
Members  of  that  House,  so  well  repre- 
sented by  the  noble  Lord  behind  him 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu),  who  had  pro- 
posed a  clause  which  might  be  described 
as  an  exaggeration  of  the  old  25th  clause. 
The  old  25th  clause  gave  an  optional 
power  to  school  boards  to  subscribe  the 
fees  payable  by  parents  who  sent  their 
children  to  denominational  schools ;  but 
it  was  now  proposed  to  make  it  compul- 
sory on  them  to  do  so.  This  was  a  com- 
plete overthrow  of  the  Act  of  1870  aa  t^x 

B 


483 


EUmentary 


(COMMONS) 


Education  Bitt. 


484 


as  regarded  the  25tli  clause,  and  it  was 
a  complete  change  of  the  Bill  of  the  Go- 
vernment, which  did  not  interfere  with 
that  clause.  TheAmendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  only  appeared  on  the  Paper  that 
morning,  and  within  12  hours  afterwards 
it  was  adopted  by  the  Government.  It  was 
a  fresh  attack  on  school  boards,  it  was 
fatal  to  their  authority,  and  intended  to 
be  destructive  to  those  very  school  boards 
which  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
had  eulogized.  He  did  not  complain  of 
the  course  which  the  Catholic  Members 
had  taken ;  but  he  was  surprised  that 
his  noble  Friend,  who  was  to  a  cei-tain 
extent  the  representative  of  the  Orange- 
men of  Liverpool,  should  have  entered 
into  alliance  with  them  on  this  matter. 
The  whole  theory  of  the  Catholic  Church 
was  that  education  ought  to  be  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  the  priesthood.  [**  No, 
no!  "]  He  was  sorry  if  he  had  misre- 
presented the  views  of  Catholics  on  that 
subject ;  but  all  he  could  say  was,  that 
the  view  of  those  who  sat  on  the  Liberal 
side  was  entirely  the  opposite  ;  and  one 
of  the  reasons  why  they  desired  to  see 
the  extension  of  school  boards  in  this 
country  was  because  school  boards  were 
essentially  representative  of  the  laity, 
and  wherever  they  existed  the  autho- 
rity of  the  laity  to  control  the  education 
of  the  people  was  effectually  secured. 
He  complained  of  the  re-opening  of  that 
large  question  at  the  eleventh  hour 
without  any  practical  Notice  to  that 
House,  and  without  any  notice  what- 
ever to  the  country,  and  thought  they 
would  be  only  exercising  their  proper 
and  legitimate  functions  in  securing  for 
the  country  ample  time  to  consider  the 
proposed  change. 

Lord  EOBEET  MONTAGU  observed 
that  he  had  given  Notice  of  his  Amend- 
ment as  soon  as  ho  had  discovered  the 
blot  in  the  liill,  which  he  desired  to  re- 
move. In  moving  it  he  did  so  on  the 
broad  ground  of  justice,  and  he  had 
simply  doclarcd  that  they  had  no  right 
to  compel  the  poor  people  to  send  their 
children  to  schools  for  which  they  were 
unable  to  pay  the  fees,  unless  they  se- 
cured in  some  way  that  the  fees  should 
be  paid  for  them.  There  was  only  one 
Pai-ty  which  had  been  consistent  through- 
out on  this  question,  and  that  was  the 
Ii-ish  Party.  He  thought,  however,  that 
if  the  Government  had  changed  their 
opinions  on  the  question  it  was  owing 
to  what  they  saw  was  the  feeling  of  the 
House. 

S^  JFilliam  Sarcourt 


Mb.  PELL  said,  the  remarks  which 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  showed 
that  they  had  not  fully  examined  the 
proposals  contained  in  the  Bill.  The 
principle  of  the  clause  under  dificuBdon, 
so  far  from  being  a  new  one,  was  con* 
tained  in  the  1 4th  clause  of  the  measure, 
and  was  also  embodied  in  a  Bill  intro- 
duced by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  in  1873— a  Bill 
entitling  Boards  of  Guardians  to  pay  the 
school  fees  for  out-door  paupers,  who 
also  were  privileged  to  select  the  schbols 
to  which  their  children  should  be  sent. 

Mr.  SULLIYAN  said,  that  if  there 
had  been  any  change  of  front  on  thif 
question,   it  had  been  effected  by  the 
occupants  of  the  front  Opposition  bench 
above  the    Gangway,   whose   right  to 
taunt  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
changing  their  front  he  begged  emphati* 
cally  to  deny.    On  the  question  of  short* 
ness  of  Notice,   he  would  remind  the 
House  that  a  deputation  waited  yester- 
day on  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and 
that  as  the  result  of  such  deputation  a 
formidable  Notice  of  Motion  appeared 
on  the  Paper  that  morning,  side  by  side 
with  that  of  the  noble  Lord's  the  Tioe 
President  of   the  Council's,  which  the 
House  was  then  considering.    That  for- 
midable Amendment  was  in  the  name  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition ;  but  those  of  the  disunited  Libersl 
Party  who  had  counselled  its  adoption 
had  no  right  to  place  themselves  in  an- 
tagonism to  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend.     He  challenged  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  to  raise  the  question  at 
issue  on  the  broad  platform  of  public 
approval.     The  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle (^rr.  Cowen),  one  of  the  most  ad- 
vanced Eadicals  in  the  House,  and  one 
who  knew  the  feeling  of  ihm  country  far 
better  than  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  had 
said  that  anyone  who  would  vote  for  the 
25th  clause  would  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment.     The   hon.   Member   for  North 
Warwickshire   (Mr.   Newdegate)    com- 
plained that  the  clause  would  leave  an 
option  in  the  hands  of  the  Guardians ; 
but  it  was  only  an  option  to  decide  upon 
a  question  of  poverty,  and  on  such  a  sub- 
ject he  should  think  Boards  of  Guardians 
were  likely  to  be  the  best  judges.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Osdrord 
had  very  skilfully  raised  a  fidBe  iasoe  \q 
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Mtying  that  the  quefltioti  raised  by  the 
clause  of  the  noble  Lord  was  one  between 
the  laity,  pure  and  simple,  and  those 
irho  wished  for  clerical  domination  in 
educational  matters.  He  could  only  say 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  laity  had  no 
desire  for  clerical  domination.  Thoy 
only  wished  to  have  it  known  that,  in 
their  opinion,  an  education  divorced  from 
moral  ideas  and  conscientious  principles 
—reverence  for  God  and  His  teachings 
—might  make  skilful  infidels,  but  would 
never  make  good  citizens.  It  was  by 
meddling  with  education  in  a  way  that 
touched  the  consciences  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  front 
Opposition  bench  were  forced  out  of 
office,  and  it  was  a  little  shortsighted  of 
them  now  to  pursue  a  similar  policy  in 
an  aggravatea  form.  They  were  the 
most  inconsistent  politicians  in  the  world. 
In  one  breath  they  called  for  the  demoli- 
tion of  the  State  Church,  and  in  the  next 
they  souffht  to  cram  down  the  throats  of 
the  people  a  new  State  religion  in  the 
schools.  As  the  Adjournment  was 
moved  for  the  purpose  of  an  out-door 
agitation,  he  wamea  the  Liberal  Party, 
i^o  were  not  united  upon  this  and  other 
questions,  and  who  were  glad  in  their 
torn  to  receive  concessions  from  the  Go- 
yemment,  that  if  they  went  to  the  coun- 
tiy  upon  this  issue,  the  Government 
would  stand  before  the  country  as  saying 
that,  while  poverty  had  many  hardships, 
it  should  not  at  aU  events  have  this  ad- 
ditional aggravation — that  while  a  poor 
man,  as  long  as  he  could  pay,  was  able 
to  send  his  children  to  school  in  which 
his  conscience  was  respected,  his  children 
should  not,  when  he  was  no  longer  able 
to  pay,  be  forced  into  a  school  from 
which  his  conscience  rebelled. 

Mr.  DALRYMPLE  said,  that  the 
Scotch  Act  contained  a  clause  enabling 
poor  parents  to  apply  to  the  Parochial 
Boara,  who,  thereupon,  paid  the  cost  of 
the  schooling.  This  clause  was  on  all 
fours  with  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  it  was  a  clause  proposed  by 
the  late  Government. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  91 ;  Noes 
192:  Majority  101. 

Question  again  proposed,  ^*  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Bib  OHABLES  W.  DILEE  said,  it 
ionld  Iiudly  be  doubted  that  Her  Ma- 
JMty's  Gkyfwnment  would  have  refused 


to  accept  the  Amendment  had  it  been 
proposed  by  any  other  hon.  Member, 
but  it  was  impossible  to  forgot  the  ties 
of  almost  intimate  personal  friendship 
which  bound  them  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Westmeath.  That  circum- 
stance had  doubtless  induced  the  Go- 
vernment to  accept  the  Amendment  with 
such  haste.  There  was  no  reason  what- 
ever why  the  Amendment  should  not 
have  been  moved  in  Committee  on  the 
Bill,  and  as  he  objected  to  an  Amend- 
ment of  such  a  character  being  brouf^ht 
forward  at  so  late  a  period  of  the  ^os- 
sion,  he  begged  to  move  that  the  House 
should  now  adjourn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,) 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  :  I  rise  to  ask  a 
question.  Having  come  into  the  House 
after  the  discussion  of  the  clauso  had 
proceeded  to  some  extent,  I  put  a  ques- 
tion to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  to  which  I  liavo  received  no 
answer.  I  trust  the  House  will  now 
allow  me  to  explain  the  reason  of  the 
vote  which  I  have  just  given.  As  the 
clause  stands  the  Guardians  are  com- 
pelled, if  the  parent  is  poor,  and  is 
resident  in  a  district  where  there  is  not 
a  school  board,  to  pay  the  fees  to  any 
denominational  school  in  the  district  to 
which  the  parent  may  choose  to  send  his 
child  ;  and  the  Amendment  which  is 
now  proposed  would  render  it  compul- 
sory on  the  Guardians,  in  a  district 
where  there  is  a  school  board  and  a 
board  school,  to  pay  the  school  fees  for 
the  child  whose  parent  is  poor,  to  what- 
ever school  the  parent  chooses  to  send 
his  child,  although  the  education  of  tliat 
child  might  be  provided  for  in  a  board 
school.  We  are  placed  in  this  difficulty. 
Unfortunately,  the  House  rejected  the 
Amendment  which  was  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Hall)  the 
other  night,  which  would  have  insured 
religious  education  in  board  schools  for 
every  child  whose  parent  demanded  it. 
The  House  has  failed  to  provide  religious 
education  in  the  board  schools.  It  is  quite 
true  that  in  the  great  majority  of  board 
schools  religious  education  is  given ;  and 
I  regret  that  there  should  be  any  ex- 
ceptions to  the  rule ;  still,  in  the  board 
schools  generally  religious  education  is 
given.  Now,  I  hold  that  that  ought  to 
be  compulsory  at  the  option  of  the  parent^ 

B  2 


487 


Elementary 


{COMMONS} 


EdueatumBitt. 


48t 


and  I  voted  that  it  Bhonld  be,  but  the 
Government  rejected  the  proposal.  What 
is  the  effect?    Why,  that  the  Eoroan 
Catholic  Members  rise  to  tell  you  that 
all  the  board  schools  are  in  principle 
secular.     Whose  fault  is  that  ?    It  is  the 
fault  of  those  who  rejected  the  proposal 
that  board  schools  should  be  compelled 
to  give  religious   education  when  the 
parent  demands  it.     That  was  a  great 
mistake  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
and  the  House.     It  places  the  House  in 
this  position — that  it    has    established 
secular  without  religious  education,  and 
the  Eoman  Catholic  Members  take  ad- 
vantage of  this.      Of  course  they  do. 
They   represent  the  principle  which  is 
held  by  the  Heads  of  their  Church,  that 
no  religious  education  ought  to  be  given 
except  by  the  priesthood.     [**  No,  no !"] 
That  is  the   declaration   of  your   own 
Episcopate.      Well,  we  object  to  that 
principle ;  but,  unfortunately,  the  House 
has  failed  to  enforce  the  alternative — 
the  alternative  being  that  the  parent 
should  have  a  right  to  claim  religious 
education    in    any    public    elementary 
school,    maintained    by    public    funds. 
The  position  of  the  Conservative  Party 
is  weak,  because  the  principle  of  the 
clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oxford  was  rejected ;  but  what  is  the 
position  of  the  Government  ?     Because, 
having  opposed  that  clause,  and  placed 
themselves  in  a  difficulty  by  opposing  it, 
as  they  have  given  the  Koman  Catholic 
Members  an  opportuity  of  declaring  all 
the  board  schools    and   union    schools 
secular  in  principle,  they  are  now  pro- 
ceeding on  the  principle  of  concurrent 
endowment.      That  is  inevitable  from 
their  rejecting   all   religious   education 
demanded  by  a  parent  in   a  board  or 
other  public  elementary   school.      The 
other  night  I  urged  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  precedent  set  by  the  late  Lord 
Derby  in  the  year  1 835,  who,  in  institu- 
ting the  national  system  of  education  in 
Ireland,  provided  for  the  religious  educa- 
tion of  the  children  as   a  part   of  the 
system.      At  the  instance  of  Cardinal 
Cullen,   when   he  first  appeared   as    a 
Bishop  in  Ireland,  in  opposition  to  the 
decision  of  the  late  Archbishop  Murray, 
that  system  has  been  abrogated  in  Ire- 
land;  but  the  power  of  the  Cardinal 
Archbishop  and  the    Eoman    Catholic 
Hierarchy  in  England  is  not  yet  what 
it  is  in  Ireland,  and  if  the  Government 
had  but  acted  in  conjunction  with  their 
BUj)porters  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Oxford  proposed  that  religious  edncatkni 
should  be  given  in  the  public  elementaiy 
schools  to  all  children  whose  parents 
demand  it,  they  would  not  have  been 
placed  in  the  position  in  which  they  now 
are,  and  in  which  they  have  placed  their 
whole  Party.     Of  course,  as  an  indepen- 
dent Member  myself,  I  do  not  feel  bound 
to  vote  against  my  convictions.     I  desire 
to  promote  religious  education,  and  I 
contend  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  State 
to  provide  religious  education  for  every 
child  whose  parent  demands  it   in  s 
public  institution.      That   is  an  intel- 
ligible principle ;  but  I  am  sorry  to  see 
that  the  principle  on  which  the  (Jovem- 
ment  are  proceeding  is  this — they  have 
adopted  the   doctrine  of  religious  in- 
difference   in    the    sense    of    religions 
equality  with  respect  to  all  the  religions, 
the  provision  for  which  they  are  now 
about  to  enforce  upon  Boards  of  Onar* 
dians,  and  upon  all  school  boards.    I 
think  this  is  a  lamentable  result ;  but  it 
is  the  result  of  their  having   resisted 
their  own  supporters,   when  we  asked 
the  House  to  declare  that  the  public 
authority  should  provide  religious  educa- 
tion for  the  children,  whenever  demanded 
by  the  parents,  as  was  the  case  origin- 
ally in  Ireland.     The  position  of  the 
Government  is,  in  my  estimation,  a  false 
position,  and  I  felt  compelled  in  conse- 
quence to  vote  against  them. 

Mk.  GEEENE  believed  there  was 
now  no  course  before  the  Government 
except  that  of  approving  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord.  Had  they  gone 
to  a  division  in  opposing  the  clause  they 
would  have  been  beaten  by  their  own 
Supporters.  For  his  own  part — although 
he  always  looked  with  suspicion  upon  a 
Motion  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite (Lord  Robert  Montagu) — still  on 
this  occasion  his  prejudices  had  been 
overcome,  and  he  had  therefore  voted 
against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney.  Although  he  so  disliked 
Eoman  Catholicism,  he  would  rather  see 
a  child  educated  in  a  Catholic  school  than 
in  a  secular  one. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  91  ;  Noes 
195  :  Majority  104. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  CHAELES  FOESTEB[said,  that 
as  it  was  impossible  to  finish  flie  debate 
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that  niffbt  he  would  move  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  Debate. 

Mr.  FARLEY  LEITH  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed' 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
{Sir  Charles  Fortter,) 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  consent  to  the 
Motion.  [**  No,  no ! "]  The  only  result 
in  not  doing  so  would  be  that  they  would 
be  engaged  some  considerable  time  that 
night  in  debating  it,  and  which  would 
not  lead  to  a  speedy  or  an  amicable  de- 
cision of  that  long  education  debate. 
There  was  not  the  slightest  idea  the 
question  would  have  been  brought  be- 
fore the  House.  It  had  been  sprung 
upon  them  suddenly ;  and  there  was  a 
minority  sufficiently  large  to  insist  on 
more  time  for  consideration.  The  proper 
course  for  the  Government  to  take  if 
they  did  anything  in  the  direction  in- 
timated by  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Westnieath  would 
have  been  rather  to  have  repealed  the 
25th  clause  altogether,  than  to  modify  ii 
by  a  proposal  which  would  throw  the 
whole  working  of  the  Act  into  confusion, 
besides  taking  from  the  ratepayers  an 
option  which  they  at  present  had,  and 
doing  that  in  a  manner  the  most  con- 
temptuous and  insulting.  The  clause 
was  working  tolerably  well,  and  there 
was  no  reason  why  at  the  end  of  the 
Session  it  should  have  been  re-oponod. 

The  chancellor  uftiie  EXCHE- 
QUER thought  it  was  a  great  pity  that 
they  should  be  wasting  all  these  hours, 
but  at  the  same  time  ho  did  not  know 
what  was  to  be  gained  by  adjournment. 
Ab  they  had  a  full  House,  and  the 
matter  had  been  fully  discussed,  he 
thought  they  had  better  decide  the  ques- 
tion. It  was  not  a  new  question  ;  it  had 
been  before  the  country  for  many  years, 
and  the  whole  of  the  consequences  in- 
volved had  been  made  the  subject  of 
anxious  consideration,  and  of  argument 
both  within  and  without  the  House.  He 
could  not  consent  to  the  Motion  for  the 
Adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  an  hour 
and  a-half  ago  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  declared  that 
he  could  not  accept  the  Amendment ;  but 
a  quarter  of  an  hour  later  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  rose  in  his  place  and 
accepted  it.  He  complained  that  the 
dedoion  of  the  Government  had  been 


sprung  upon  them  unexpectedly.  He, 
however,  exonerated  the  noble  Lord 
from  any  double  dealing  in  the  matter. 
The  Amendment  had  been  pressed  upon 
him  against  his  own  convictions.  He 
(Mr.  Mundella)  contended  that  it  would 
thrust  the  greatest  possible  indignity 
upon  the  school  boards,  for  it  involved 
the  reversion  of  an  important  principle 
affecting  their  position,  inasmuch  as  it 
would  put  the  Board  of  Guardians  over 
their  heads.  He  believed  it  was  the  firm 
determination  of  hon.  Members  who 
had  voted  in  the  minority  not  to  allow 
the  question  to  be  decided  until  the 
country  had  had  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing its  opinion  upon  it.  If  the 
Government  were  going  to  deal  in  the 
politics  of  surprise,  they  would  be  sur- 
prised to  find  that  they  would  not  finish 
the  Bill  that  Session. 

Mr.  pell  said,  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Westmeath 
merely  extended  to  the  child  of  a  poor 
man  the  same  privilege  as  was  given  to 
the  child  of  a  pauper — namel}',  that 
in  school-board  districts  the  Board  of 
Guardians  should  have  power  to  send  his 
child  to  school,  though  it  left  to  the 
parent  the  choice  of  the  school.  Ho 
saw  no  reason  why  the  clause  should  not 
be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  NE WDEGATE  :  I  believe  that 
Roman  Catholic  Members  speak  their 
own  sentiments,  but  they  do  not  speak 
the  sentiments  of  those  by  whom 
their  Church  is  governed.  I  am  pro- 
testing against  the  State  countenancing 
the  principle  of  concurrent  religious  en- 
dowment. That  is  what  I  protest  against. 
In  December  last  a  meeting  was  held  at 
which  Mr.  Lilley,  the  secretary  of  a 
Roman  Catholic  institution  established 
to  form  a  connection  between  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  in  this  country  and 
Roman  Catholic  institutions  abroad  with 
respect  to  education,  described  the  differ- 
ence between  the  position  of  France  and 
England,  and  he  said  this — 

"  In  France  onr  course  is  simple,  because 
the  people  do  not  see  anything  different  between 
pure  secularism  and  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
The  case  in  England  is  different.  The  people 
hero  are  divided  into  various  sects ;  but  they  are 
strictly  and  essentially  a  religious  people.  In 
England  wo  have  to  contend  with  heresy.  In 
France  we  have  to  contend  with  indifference." 

In  France  the  course  is  simple,  but  in 
England  the  principle  of  religion  is  im- 
planted deep  in  the  hearts  of  the  people ; 
but  that  feeling  is  not  i«igx^^\i\.<t^^  \^^ 
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the  GoTemment,  who  would,  however,  r  the  QaTemment  could  not  do  otherwiN 
find  a  solution  to  this  difBculty  in  ac-  j  than  acknowledge  that  tha  noble  Lmd 
copting  the  principle  of  compolliiig  the    (Lord  Bobert  Monta^)  had  hit  a  blct 


the  board  school  and  every  pubUt 
elementary  school  to  give  religion i 
education  whenever  demanded  by  a 
parent,  otherwise  they  wlU  give  to  the 
Boman  Catholic  hierarchy  the  advan- 
tage of  being  able  to  denounce  every 
board  school  and  every  union  school  aa 
a  secular  aetablishment  adverse  to  re- 
ligion. They  need  no  other  position  in 
order  to  produce  in  this  country  that 
which  Mr.  Lilley  declared  the  TJltra- 
montanes  desired— Roman  Catholicism 
on  one  side,  and  absolute  religious  in- 
difference on  the  other.  That  is  the 
position  from  which  they  look  forward 
to  success,  and  hope  to  achieve  it;  and 
the  reason,  assigned  by  themselves,  why 
they  have  not  become  dominant  in  Eng- 
land, is  the  religious  feehng  of  its 
people  who  now  demand  from  this 
House  the  satisfaction  of  that  feeling. 

Dr.  WAP,D,  speaking  as  a  Boman 
Catholic,  said  he  would  prefer  to  send 
hjs  children  to  a  Church  school  with  a 
Conscience  Clause  rather  than  to  a 
secular  school. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  did  not  wish, 
after  the  divisions  which  had  been  taken, 
to  press  the  Adjournment ;  but  as  there 
was  this  peculiarity  in  the  matter,  that 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Viscount 
Sandon)  at  first  opposed  the  clause,  it 
would  he  well  that  both  the  House  and 
the  Government  should  have  further 
time  for  consideration. 

Captain  NOLAN  denied  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  at  first  disapproved  the  clause  ; 
on  the  contrary,  the  nobie  Lord  said  it 
was  an  excellent  one,  but  in  the  absence 
of  his  Colleagues  at  the  time  from  the 
Treasury  Bench  he  hesitated  to  accept  it. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  was  somewhat 
astonished  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
I'resident  of  the  Council  had  not  cor- 
rected, if  an  erroneous  impression  ex- 
isted, the  statement  made  to  the  effect 
that  he  tiad  accepted  the  clause  of  the 
noble  Lord. 

Mb.  BIliLEY  denied  that  any  such 
undortakiug  had  been  given.  What  the 
nob  le  Lord  said  was  that  the  Amendment 
hit  a  blot  in  the  Bill  which  called  for 
some  remedy,  but  he  hesitated  to  accept 
the  clause,  as  he  doubted  the  propriety  of 
inserting  it  in  the  IMll. 

TiscouxT  SANDON  observed  that 
what  took  place  was  this — He  said  that 


in  the  Bill,  but  that  there  was  c 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  school  boardi 
would  become  more  and  more  awtrs 
that  they  had  not  ezerciaed  their  func- 
tions quite  justly  in  the  matter;  thit 
public  opinion,  when  the  matter  was  un- 
derstood, would  insist  that  parents  shonU 
be  dealt  with  justly  in  the  mstto',  and 
that  children  should  not  be  forced  into 
board  schools  when  the  parents  were  too 
poor  to  send  them  to  denominatioD*! 
schools.  But  he  said  that  at  that  lats 
period  of  the  Session,  after  the  remarki 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradfbid, 
there  was  not  sufficient  cause  to  jnsti^ 
him  in  opening  the  question.  Theis 
followed,  however,  a  remarkable  ezhiln- 
tion  of  feeling  on  both  sides  of  the  Hoom 
— a  strong  feehng  for  which  the  Oorem- 
ment  was  not  prepared  ;  and  that  made 
it  desirable  that  the  Qovemmeat  should 
reconsider  the  matter. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  after  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  positive  evidence 
Vae  given  of  the  necessity  of  legialstion 
in  order  to  cure  existing  defects.  He 
trusted  hon.  Qentlemen  who  thought 
they  constituted  the  Liberal  Party  would 
be  satisfied  with  the  proof  they  had  given 
of  unification,  and  with  having  broug;ht 
down  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
as  a  repentant  sinner. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  82;  No«s 
179  :  Majority  97. 


Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  it  was  quiU 
impossible  the  debate  should  be  closed 
that  night.  The  clause  had-  been  ac- 
cepted by  the  Government  suddraly  and 
without  Notice,  and  no  opportunity  had 
been  given  for  proposing  Amendments. 
He  begged,  therefore,  to  move  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{2tr.  Mundelia.) 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0E8TEB  supported  the 
proposal  for  Adjournment, 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  77;  Noes 
170:  Majority  93. 
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Queation  again  proposed,  "  Tliat  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Ma.  OSBOfiNE  MOEGAN  moved 
the  Adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

UotioB  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  aayourned." 
• — (Jfr.  Otbome  Morgan.) 

SlE  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  exprosaeda 
hope  that  hon.  Members  would  answer 
the  arguments  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment, instead  iif  resorting  to  the  Forma  of 
the  House  to  defeat  it.  When  the  Irish 
Members  did  so  to  preserve  the  benefits 
of  the  Constitution  for  their  country  the; 
were  very  much  condemned  for  the 
course  they  pursued. 

The  ilAEttUBsaoy  HAETINGTON  was 
afraid  the  temper  of  the  House  was  such 
as  to  render  any  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  perfectly  useless.  As  thore 
were  Strangers  iu  the  Oallerios  ho  did  nut 
think  that  was  an  occasion  on  which  the 
House  appeared  in  the  best  Hght.  Ijut, 
on  the  other  hand,  ho  did  nut  admit 
that  the  blame  could  fairly  be  attached 
to  the  Opposition  benches.  Ho  con- 
tended that  the  tiovemment  were  seelc- 
ing  to  force  upon  the  House  on  import^ 
ant  Amendment,  brought  forward  witli- 
out  Notice,  that  it  formed  uo  part  of  the 
original  Bill,  nor  was  it  alluded  to  in 
Committee,  and  it  was  but  reasonable 
that  time  should  be  allowed  to  consider 
it  and  see  whether  it  could  not  be 
amended  so  as  to  make  it  less  objection- 
able than  it  was  in  its  present  shiipe. 

The  CHANCELLOB  oy  tue  EXCHE- 
QUER obser^-ed,  that  the  House  was 
considering  not  a  clause,  but  an  Amend- 
ment— an  addition  to  the  14th  clause. 
The  point  was  not  a  new  one ;  it  had 
been  under  consideration  for  years.  The 
14th  clause  provided  for  the  payment  of 
the  fees  of  poor  children  iu  districts 
where  there  was  no  school  board,  and 
tho  Amendment  extended  that  provision 
to  school  board  districts,  and  the  ^oth 
clause  of  the  Act  of  1870  did  not  meet 
the  case,  as  the  option  to  pay  the  fees 
there  provided  was  in  many  cases  not 
given  effect  to.  At  the  first  blush  the 
Uovemment  did  not  feel  inclined  to  ac- 
cept the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Uember  for  Westmeath  (Lord  Robert 
Montagu),  but  since  that  time  cogent 
reasons  had    been  stated  in  support  of 


volved  in  the  clause  had  been  so  long 
discussed  that  he  thought  there  could  be 
no  difficulty  in  arriving  at  a  decision  on 
the  question.  If  the  proposal  for  Ad- 
journment was  agreed  to  the  House 
would  re-assemble  at  2  o'clock  for  tho 
further  consideration  of  the  Bill  with  no 
additional  information  on  which  to  found 


Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIE  hoped  fur- 
ther time  would  be  given  for  further 
consideration  of  the  clause  before  tho 
House  was  called  upon  to  come  to  a 
conclusion  concerning  it. 

After  further  short  debate — 

Question  put. 

The  House  Ar/Ati.-— Ayes  72;  Noes 
160:  Majority  88. 

Question  again  proposed,  "Thatthose 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.  — 
{Mr.  make.) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  68;  Noes 
156  ;  Majority  88. 

Question  again  proposed,  "Thatthose 


i  thore  inserted." 


Mr.  monk  protested  against  the 
Oovemmont  springing  a  mine  on  the 
HouHe,  and  moved  the  Adjournment  of 
tho  Debate. 

Itlotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
{Mr.  Monk.) 

Sir  "WILLIAM  HAECOUET  pro- 
posed to  move  an  Amendment  on  tlie 
clause  to  give  the  (iovernuiout  an  op- 
l>ortunity,  in  a  division,  of  asserting 
their  view  upon  the  subject  as  regarded 
the  principle  at  issuo,  and  with  the  ob- 
ject of  deferring  the  consideration  of 
further  Amendments. 

Tue  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  if  it  was  to  be  dis- 
tinctly understood  tiiat  tho  present  de- 
cision was  to  be  final  as  regarded  tho 
principle,  so  far,  then,  there  could  bo 
no  objection  to  giving  a  few  hours'  de- 
lay for  further  consideration  with  regard 
to  Amendments  I  but  if  the  whole  ques- 
tion was  to  be  re-opened  when  the  House 
met  again,  why,  better  tight  it  out  at 
once. 

ViscouxT    8AND0N    said,    the    Go- 


the  clause,    and  the  Qovemmeut    felt  I  vcrnment  wore  willing  to  consent  to  sc 
bound  to  accept  it.     The  principle  in-j  delay  upou  the  terms  suggested,  on  \.l^» 
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distinct  understanding  that  the  division 
on  the  proposed  Amendment  was  to  be 
regarded  as  equivalent  to  a  division  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  clause. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE,  on  the 
part  of  other  hon.  Members,  declined  to 
De  bound  by  the  proposed  arrangement, 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  involve  the 
surrender  of  all  that  they  had  been  con- 
tending for. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  64 ;  Noes 
153:  Majority  89. 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  BRISTOWE,  pointing  to  the 
lateness  of  the  hour — a  quarter  to  3 
o'clock — moved  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Bristowe,) 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
thought  the  Government  were  scarcely 
meeting  the  Opposition  in  a  conciliatory 
spirit. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER considered  that  the  Government 
had  shown  every  disposition  to  meet  the 
Opposition  fairly. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  63 ;  Noes 
148:  Majority  85. 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Iklotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (J/r.  Serjeant  Simon,) 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  61 ;  Noes 
144 :  Majority  83. 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  in  line  1,  to  leave 
out  the  words  **  who  is,"  in  order  to  in- 
sert the  words  **  not  being," — (^Sir  W, 
Vernon  Harcourty) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
*who  is'  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Viscount  Sandon 


Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  propoaed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
{Sir  Charles  TV.  Dilke.) 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ajes  57 ;  Noes 
140:  Majority  83. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  'who  is'  stand  part  of  the  said 
proposed  Amendment." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  this  House  do  now  adjooriL"— 
{Sir  George  Balfour.) 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrmon. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Jb-Morr^v,  at 
Two  of  the  dock. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

Four  o'clock  in  tka 

numiiig. 


HOUSE    OF    L0BD8, 
Friday,  Ath  August  1876. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Btua— First 

Tralee  Savings  Bank  •  (202). 
Secotid  Reading  —  Juries   Procedure    (Ireland) 

(196);    Poor  Law   Rating  (Irelaiid)    (197): 

Exhausted  Parish  Lands  *  (186). 
jB<fpor^— Winter  Assizes*  (200). 

JURIES  PROCEDURE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
{The  Lord  Frfident). 

(no.    196.)      SECOND  &EADIKG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ingy  read. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  ahd 
GORDON,  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  it  was  a 
measure  of  the  greatest  importance  to 
Ireland,  which  had  already  passed 
through  the  other  House.  It  was  based 
on  the  recommendations  from  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
that  sat  in  1874  to  inquire  into  the  juiy 
system  in  Ireland,  and  its  object  was  to 
give  effect  to  such  of  those  recommenda- 
tions as  had  not  been  embodied  in  a  pre- 
vious measure,  which  was  passed  through 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  present  Session.  The 
noble  Duke  concluded  by  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2'."— (7%tf  Lord  President.) 
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LoBD  O'HAGAN:  I  desire  to  offer 
mj  best  support  to  the  measure  in- 
troduced by  the  noble  Duke.  It  is  a 
supplement  to  the  Bill  which  I  carried 
through  your  Jjordships'  House  in  1870. 
I  have  therefore  felt  much  interest  in  it, 
and  I  have  considered  its  provisions.  It 
fairly  fulfils  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  will  be  of  signal  advantage  to  the 
pablic.  The  Act  of  1870  has  been  the 
sabject  of  much  hostile  criticism  and 
eome  unscrupulous  assaults.  It  has  been 
attacked  as  to  its  principle  and  as  to  its 
details,  especially  as  to  the  amount  of 
the  jurors  qualification.  Now,  on  that 
matter  I  may  say  a  word.  The  Bill  of 
1870,  as  introduced  into  this  House,  was 
framed  with  a  desire  to  make  the  rating 
qualification,  although  onlv  a  very  rude 
and  insufficient  measure  of  intelligence, 
as  high  as  might  be  consistent  with  the 
supply  of  a  sufficiency  of  jurors.  After 
long  consideration  it  was  passed  unani- 
mously by  your  Lordships ;  but,  when  it 
went  to  the  House  of  Commons  the 
qualification  was  reduced,  and  the  Bill 
must  have  been  lost  if  the  reduction  had 
ot  been  accepted  here,  so  that,  if  injury 
arose  in  that  regard,  and  it  became  ne- 
cessary to  make  such  an  alteration  as  has 
now  been  effected,  the  fault  was  not  with 
the  action  of  this  House  or  of  the  author 
of  the  measure.  As  to  the  principle  of 
the  Act,  I  congratulate  the  Government 
on  the  firmness  with  which  it  has  been 
maintained  in  its  full  integrity.  I  never 
dreamt  that  the  measure  was  perfect  or 
hoped  that  it  would  work  perfectly  at 
once.  I  knew  that  the  English  jury 
system,  although  coeval  with  the  Consti- 
tution, accordant  with  the  genius  of  the 
people,  and  cherished  by  them  as  one  of 
their  proudest  national  possessions,  is 
still  admitted  by  them  to  need  great  im- 

Erovement,  and  that  year  after  year  Par- 
ament  has  been  endeavouring  to  im- 
prove it.  The  experiment  in  Ireland 
was  novel  as  it  was  difficult.  The  Act 
of  1870  wrought,  in  a  sense,  a  social 
revolution.  It  opened  the  jury  box  to 
classes  who  had  for  generations  been 
jealously  precluded  from  any  interfer- 
ence with  the  Courts  of  Justice.  It  took 
away  the  mischievous  discretion  with 
which  official  persons  had  been  accus- 
tomed, sometimes  honestly,  sometimes 
capriciously,  and  sometimes  corruptly,  to 
manipulate  the  panels  at  their  good 
uleasure,  and  put  an  end,  for  ever,  to 


the  notorious  packing  which  so  often 
made  trial  by  jury  a  scandal  and  a  farce. 
A  change  so  great  could  not  be  accom- 
plished without  exciting  susceptibilities, 
arousing  prejudices  and  alarming  vested 
interests,  and,  accordingly,  there  was  an 
outcry,  loud  and  long — an  outcry,  official 
and  political — which  found  a  pretence 
of  justification  in  the  conduct  of  jurors 
for  the  first  time  called  to  discharge  one 
of  the  highest,  as  it  is  one  of  the  most 
difficult,  functions  of  a  free  citizen,  and 
in  some  instances  necessarily  committing 
errors  and  absurdities  from  which  even 
the  training  of  centuries  does  not  enable 
their  brethren  of  England  always  to 
escape.  Of  these  absurdities  and  errors 
the  most  was  made.  Bidicule,  abuse, 
exaggeration,  were  employed  without 
measure  or  mercy,  and  the  real  effort  was 
to  reverse  the  principle  of  the  law.  All 
this  has  failed.  The  Government  have 
done  well  and  bravely  in  refusing  to 
touch  that  principle  or  permit  the  licence 
of  the  sheriff  again  to  bring  justice  into 
suspicion  and  contempt.  They  have 
amended  the  Act  by  raising  the  quali- 
fication and  adopting  administrative 
changes  which  experience  has  shown  to 
be  desirable,  and  which  all  reasonable 
people  approve ;  and,  with  the  help  of 
this  measure,  there  is  every  reason  to 
hope  that  the  Act  of  1870  will  work  effi- 
ciently and  satisfactorily.  I  need  not 
particularly  refer  to  the  provisions  which 
have  been  clearly  summarized  by  my 
noble  Friend;  but  I  specially  approve 
those  by  which  I  trust  jurors  of  station 
and  wealth  in  Ireland  will  be  compelled 
to  do  the  duties  which,  in  spite  of  re- 
peated remonstrance  and  rebuke  from 
the  bench,  they  have  too  much  aban- 
doned to  their  humbler  colleagues.  This 
is  a  great  public  evil  and  the  redress  of 
it  w2l  go  far  to  rectify  any  shortcomings 
of  the  present  action  of  the  law ;  of 
which  I  had  hoped  that  one  of  the  re- 
sults would  be  the  harmonious  combina- 
tion of  men  of  various  classes  in  the  dis- 
charge of  a  great  public  trust — of  equal 
interest  to  them  all — with  beneficial  con- 
sequences to  the  order  of  society  and  the 
administration  of  justice.  I  trust  your 
Lordships  will  give  a  second  reading  to 
this  BiU. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committed  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Monday  next. 
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POOK  LAW  RATING  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

{The  Lord  President.) 

(no.    197.)      SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ing,  read. 

The  Dttke  of  EICHMOND  and 
GORDON,  in  moving  that  the  BiU  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  there  had 
been  for  some  time  in  Ireland  consider- 
able difference  of  opinion  on  the  Poor 
Law  rating  as  to  its  chargeability.  Some 
persons  held  that  the  proper  mode  of 
rating  was  by  a  general  Union  rate, 
while  others  were  equally  confident  that 
the  rating  should  be  on  the  electoral 
division.  A  Committee  on  the  subject 
sat  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  the  Members  of  it  were  so  evenly 
balanced  in  opinion  that  the  Eeport  was, 
he  believed,  only  passed  by  the  casting 
vote  of  the  Chairman.  This  Bill,  of 
which  he  now  moved  the  second  reading, 
might  be  considered  as  a  compromise 
between  the  two  extreme  opinions  upon 
the  subject,  and  it  made  the  chargeability 
of  a  pauper  to  the  electoral  division  de- 
pendent on  a  residence  of  four  years  in- 
stead of  two,  and  that  there  should  be  a 
six  instead  of  a  twelve  months'  notice. 

Moved,  ''That  the  BiU  be  now  read 
2\"— (2%(?  Lord  President.) 

Lord  EMLY  expressed  an  opinion 
that  the  Bill  would  work  exceedingly 
well. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Monday  next. 


INDIAN  GO^^:KNirENT. 

ADDRESS   FOR   PATERS. 

KvRL  GRANVILLE  ^on  behalf  of 
Viscount  Halifax)  moved  that  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty 
for.  Despatch  from  the  Government  of 
India,  72  Public,  of  24th  December 
1874;  Copies  of  any  dissents  to  the 
despatches  of  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
3 1  St  May  1876,  recorded  by  Members  of 
the  Council  of  India. 

The  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK  said, 
that  if,  after  having  carefully  considered 
the  Correspondence  relating  to  the  In- 
dian Tariff  Act  of  1875,  which  was  al- 
ready in  their  Lordships'  hands,  he  had 
felt  there  had  been  any  serious  diver-  ! 


gence  of  views  between  liis  noble  Friod 
the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  India  andhia- 
self,  he  should  have  been  reluctuit  to 
trouble  them  on  the  subject,  and  shonldit 
all  events  have  abstained  from  makiB; 
any  observations  upon  it  until  the  Papen 
for  which  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Oru* 
ville)  had  just  moved,  which  weresimplj 
a  continuation   of  those  to*  which  Jw 
had  referred,  had  been  produced,  aid 
until  the  House  had  the  advantage  of 
the  presence  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Lawrence),  whose  speedy  restoratioii  to 
health  they  all  looked  forward  to  with 
satisfaction,   as  well  as    of   his   noUa 
Friends  (Viscount  Halifax  and  the  Duke 
of  Argyll),  both  of  whom  had  for  misj 
years  filled  the  office  of  Secretaiy  oif 
State  for  India.    As,  however,  he  hoped 
and  believed  that  no  material  diffonnco 
of  opinion  existed   between  the  noblt 
Marquess  opposite  and  himself;  and,  m 
he  would  studiously  avoid  touching  oa 
any  topic  likely  to  lead  to  oontrovenj, 
while  he  was  anxious  to  place  a  veiy 
important  question  upon  a  more  satii- 
factory  footing  than  that  upon  which  it 
at  present  stood,  he  hopea  the  Hoom 
would  not  think  he  was  wrong  in  making 
the  few  remarks  which  he  was  about  to 
address  to  it.    Their  Lordships  would 
recoUect  that  in  November  last  cextiiB 
instructions  were  addressed  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  to  the  Qovemment  o£ 
India  relative  to  the  removal  of  the  Cus- 
toms duty  of  5  per  cent  upon  ootton 
manufactured  goods  imported  into  that 
country.  That  despatch,  which  was  dated 
the  11th  November,  1875,  contained  also 
some  observations  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  Indian  Tariff  Act  of  1876  had 
been  passed,  and  it  moreover  g^ve  to  the 
Government  of  India  certain  instructioDt 
with  respect  to  the  manner  in  which  com- 
munications should  pass  between  the 
(Government  of  India  and  the  Secretair 
of  State  upon  the  subject  of  contemplated 
legislation  for  India.    It  had  been  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  had 
given  rise  to  a  discussion  in  the  early 
part  of  the  Session.     Since  that  time 
further  Papers  had  been  placed  in  their 
Lordships'  hands,  and  it  was  on  those 
Papers  he  desired  to  make  some  obser- 
vations.    They  contained  the  replies  of 
the  Government  of  India,  dated  tne  2dth 
of  February  and  the  17th  of  March,  to 
the  despatch  of  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  11th  of  November,  and  two  answers 
from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  those  re- 
plies, dated  the   dlst  of  May.    As  to 
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ike  obaenrations  which  were  made  by 
the  noble  Marquess  with  respect  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  Indian  Tariff 
Act  of  1875  had  been  passed,  he  desired 
not  to  say  a  single  word,  as  the  whole 
matter  was  fully  discussed  in  the  official 
despatches  from  the  Government  of  India 
which  had  been  laid  on  the  Table.  The 
question,  so  far  as  he  (the  Earl  of  North- 
brook)  wished  to  call  attention  to  it,  in 
connection  with  the  instructions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment,  stood  as  fol- 
lows:— The  Government  of  India,  in 
considering  whether  it  was  possible  for 
them  to  propose  to  the  Indian  Legisla- 
ture a  measure  which  would  |  give  up  a 
rery  large  and  productive  source  of  re- 
renue  —  amounting  to  something  like 
£800,000  per  annum — were  obliged  to 
take  into  account  the  position  of  the 
finances  of  India,  and  upon  the  best 
consideration  which  they  could  give  at 
that  time — which  was  in  February  last 
— to  the  matter,  they  felt  it  would  be 
impossible  for  them  to  sacrifice  so  large 
an  item  of  revenue  while  there  was  a 
large  increase  of  charge  impending  in 
consequence  of  the  depreciation  of  the 
yalue  of  silver  which  then  existed  — 
a  depreciation  which  had  since,  he 
need  hardly  remind  their  Lordships, 
become  much  more  serious  than  it  then 
was.  The  Gt)vemment  of  India,  under 
those  circumstances,  replied  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible, in  their  opinion,  in  the  con- 
dition of  the  finances  of  India  at  the 
time,  to  remit  the  duties  to  which  he  re- 
ferred ;  and  when,  he  might  add,  they 
deliberated  on  the  despatch  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  of  the  1 1th  of  Novem- 
ber, it  was  not  quite  clear  to  them  whe- 
ther it  was  intended  or  not  that  new 
taxes  of  some  description  should  be  im- 
posed to  meet  the  deficiency  which  would 
oe  created  by  the  removal  of  the  Customs 
duty  on  cotton  manufactures.  Upon 
that  subject  they  entertained  a  very 
strong  opinion,  and  he  could  not  ex- 
press it  more  clearly  than  it  had  been 
expressed  in  a  passage  in  the  despatch 
from  the  Government  of  India  of  the 
25th  of  February  last — 

"  We  feel  it  to  be  our  duty  to  represent  to 
your  Lordship  that  we  deprecate  in  the  strongest 
numner  the  imposition  of  any  new  direct  tax  or 
excise  in  order  to  abolish  the  import  duty  on 
cotton  manufactures.  No  measure  is,  in  our 
opiaion,  more  certain  to  create  irritation,  if  not 
■erioos  discontent,  in  India  than  the  introduc- 
tion of  such  new  taxes  in  order  to  remove  that 
dnij/' 


The  question  of  the  removal  of  the  duty 
was  now  reserved  for  future  considera- 
tion, as  the  Secretary  of  State  had  ex- 
pressed his  concurrence  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  in  the  opinion  that  the 
condition  of  the  finances  precluded  the 
possibility  of  making  any  remissions  of 
taxation;  and  with  regard  to  the  im- 
position of  new  taxes  the  noble  Mar- 
quess wrote  on  the  3 1st  of  May — 

"  Highly  as  Her  Majesty's  Government  esti- 
mate the  importanco  of  this  measure,  they  did 
not  contemplate  the  attainment  of  it  by  new 
taxation ;  and  I  concur  with  your  Government 
in  thinking  that  such  a  measure  would  be  inex- 
pedient." 

He  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  was  satis- 
fied that  this  statement  would  be  received 
in  India  with  the  greatest  satisfaction.  As 
the  removal  of  the  duty  on  cotton  manu- 
factures was  now  owing  to  the  condition 
of  the  finances  of  India,  to  use  the  words 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  **  pot  a  subject  of 
immediate  interest,"  he  would  only  as- 
sure their  Lordships  that  there  was  no 
desire  whatever  on  the  part  of  those  who 
had  now  for  many  years  administered 
Her  Majesty's  Indian  Empire  to  protect 
any  branch  of  ihdustiyby  Customs  duties. 
All  that  the  Government  had  had  to  do 
from  time  to  time  was  so  to  administer 
the  finances  and  so  to  adjust  taxation  as 
to  enable  the  monies  necessary  to  carry  on 
the  Government  to  be  raised  in  the  least 
objectionable  manner,  and  with  due  re- 
gard to  the  interests  and  feelings,  and 
he  might  say,  also,  to  the  prejudices  in 
some  respects,  of  the  Natives  of  that 
country.  With  regard,  then,  to  the 
first  subject  discussed  in  the  Corre- 
spondence, he  had  only  to  express 
his  satisfaction  with  the  substance  of 
the  reply  of  the  noble  Marquess  to  the 
despatch  of  the  Government  of  India, 
and  to  say  that  he  thought  the  noble 
Marquess  had  exercised  a  wise  discretion 
in  not  pressing  the  removal  of  the  Cus- 
toms duty  upon  cotton  manufactures  on 
the  Government  of  India,  and  in  de- 
claring decisively  that  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  instruct  the  Government 
of  India  to  consider  the  imposition  of 
new  taxes  for  the  purpose.  As  to  the 
second  subject  dealt  with  in  the  Cor- 
respondence—  namely,  the  manner  in 
which  the  business  relating  to  legisla- 
tion should  be  transacted  between  the 
Government  of  India  and  the  Secretary 
of  State — he  would  frankly  explain  to 
their  Lordships  that  on  the  receipt  of 
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the  instructions  contained  in^the  noble 
Marquess's  despatch  of  March,  1874,  by 
the  Government  of  India,  they  felt  ap- 
prehension that  p^reater  interference  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  matters  of  de- 
tail was  contemplated  than  had  hereto- 
fore been  the  case.  Those  apprehensions 
were,  to  a  considerable  extent,  removed 
by  the  correspondence  which  subse- 
quently ensued,  but  they  were  renewed 
by  the  receipt  of  the  despatch  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  of  the  11th  Novem- 
ber, 1875.  The  Government  of  India 
interpreted  that  despatch  as  showing 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  was  not  sa- 
tisfied with  the  practice  which  had  here- 
tofore prevailed,  and  that  he  had  an 
inclination  and  disposition  to  interfere 
more  in  detail  with  legislative  measures, 
and  especially  those  relating  to  fimince, 
than  had  heretofore  been  the  practice. 
They  therefore  thought  it  their  duty  to  ex- 
press their  views  upon  the  subject.  No- 
thing could  be  further  from  his  mind,  and 
nothingcould  be  further  from  the  minds  of 
the  ^lembers  of  his  Council  in  India  than 
the  idea  of  setting  up  for  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  any  species  of  indepen- 
dence from  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  Government  of  India  were  bound 
to  obey  the  orders  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. All  the  Government  of  India 
had  over  maintained  was  that  it  was 
wise,  politic,  in  accordance  with  pre- 
cedent ;  and  with  the  spirit  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  Act  of  1858,  that  all 
ordinary  transactions  of  business  should 
be  left  to  the  Government  of  India,  and 
it  would  be  prejudicial  to  the  interests 
of  India  and  even  to  that  proper  control 
which  should  be  exercised  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  on  behalf  of  the  Crown 
over  Indian  legislation  if  he  should  con- 
stantly interpose  his  authority  previous 
to  the  action  of  the  Legislative  Council 
of  India  in  respect  to,  and  during  the 
2)rogress  of,  the  Bills  which  were  pro- 
posed in  India.  The  Government  of 
India,  in  their  despatch  of  the  25th 
of  February  last,  wrote  thus — 

"The  practico  has  hitherto  been  invariably 
obson-eii  of  holding  the  Government  of  India  to 
bo  primarily  roaponsiblo    for  the  finances  of 
India,  with  full  discretion,  subject  to  di«""  - 
ance  if  disapproved,  to  pass  such  finan' 
surcs  as  may  be  necessar)-  from  timf 
We  apprehend  that  a  change  in  th 
would  be  attended  by  a  division  of  t 
sibilityin  respect  to  the  administra 
finances,  by  delay,  and  by  other  serii 
veniencos;  and  we  submit  that  the  ni 
bo  80  interpreted  as  to  exempt  measui 
ing  Snnnco  and  customs  which  have 
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been  dealt  with  on  the  rosponsibility  ol  thft  Go- 
vernment of  India  from  the  rule  tibat  nqvim 
legislative  measures  to  be  referred  to  the  iiccn- 
tary  of  State  before  they  are  introduced,  ui 
that  it  may  be  understood  that  the  present  pnc- 
tice  of  leaving  in  all  ordinary  cases  the  iiutia> 
tion  of  other  legislative  measures  to  the  Geren- 
ment  of  India  will  not  be  disturbed.*' 

He  was  glad  to  find  that  there  vu 
no  really  serious  difference  between 
the  views  of  the  noble  Marquess  and 
himself  on  that  subject— at  any  rate, 
there  was  no  difference  in  substenoe— 
for  the  noble  Marquess  in  Cis  despatch 
of  the  Slst  of  May  stated  that  in  re- 
questing the  Government  of  India  to 
communicate  to  him  full  infonnation 
with  respect  to  financial  and  other  mea- 
sures, Her  Majesty's  Gh>vemment  did 
not  intend  to  imply  any  want  of  con- 
fidence in  the  Gt)vemment  of  India,  or 
''to  withdraw  from  them  the  initiatire, 
which,  as  a  general  rule,  had  been  left 
to  them."  Of  course  the  supreme  power 
must  always  rest  with  Her  Mai  estj^s  Go- 
vernment as  representing  the  Crown,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Advisers  must  aay  how 
their  power  should  be  exercised,  but  the 
acceptance  of  that  principle  in  no  way 
injured  his  contention  that  in  ordinaiy 
cases  great  latitude  should  be  aUowcd 
in  matters  of  detail,  that  the  initiatiTe 
ought  generally  to  be  left  to  the  Indian 
Government,  and  that  only  in  matters 
of  the  first  importance  ougnt  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  interfere.  He  believed, 
therefore,  that  in  respect  of  this  most 
important  subject  there  was  in  sub- 
stance no  serious  divergence  of  views 
between  the  Qt)vemment  of  India  and 
the  Secretary  of  State.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  was  entitled  to  have  full 
information  on  every  matter  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  and  that  information,  he 
was  satisfied,  had  always  been  supplied. 
If  there  had  been  any  omission  m  that 
respect,  it  was  a  mere  matter  of  accident 
in  the  transaction  of  business.  He 
could  answer  for  it  that  there  had  never 
been  the  slightest  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  Indian  Government  to  withhold  in- 
formation  from  the  Secretary  of  State. 
There  was  one  more  subject — certainly 
"^ue  of  the  greatest  iniportance — ^raised 
these  despatches.  It  appeared  from 
despatch  from  the  Secretary  of 
of  the  11th  of  November,  1876, 
future  every  legislative  measure, 
urgently  required  it  might  be, 
A  communicated  by  telegradli 
Bretaiy  of  State,  uid  nm- 
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oient  time  allowed  him  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  should  be  proceeded  with  or 
not.  To  that  arrangement  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  entertained  the  strongest 
objection.  They  pointed  out  that  the 
instructions  they  had  received,  if  they 
were  to  have  any  practical  effect,  meant 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  was  not  satis- 
fied to  rely  upon  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
▼emor  General  in  Council  on  the  ques- 
tion whether  a  measure  could  or  could 
not  be  delayed  '^  without  serious  public 
evil,"  but  desired  to  form  his  own  opi- 
nion for  the  guidance  of  the  Government 
of  India.  In  such  circumstances  legis- 
lation must  be  intimately  connected  with 
the  prompt  executive  action  of  the  Go- 
Temment.  A  question  of  urgency  was 
one  which  of  all  questions  required  most 
imperatively  that  it  should  be  decided  at 
once  and  by  those  on  the  spot.  Yet  this 
rule  would  take  the  responsibility  of  de- 
ciding out  of  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  and  place  it  in  those  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.  The  questions 
whether  action  was  or  was  not  urgently 
required,  and  what  form  it  should  take, 
would  have  to  be  discussed  and  deter- 
mined through  the  medium  of  telegraph 
messages,  in  which  the  views  on  either 
side  must  necessarily  be  imperfectly  ex- 
pressed ;  delay,  which  from  the  nature 
of  the  case  implied  embarrassment,  if 
not  danger,  must  occur ;  and  the  conduct 
of  business,  which  might  be  of  the 
greatest  gravity,  would  be  subjected  to 
the  risk  of  misunderstandings  which 
were  inseparable  from  such  a  mode  of 
proceeding. 

"  It  is  our  duty,"  we  added,  "  to  reprcsont  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  the  withdrawal 
£rom  the  Governor  General  in  Council  of  the 
power  of  prompt  action  on  the  most  important 
occasions  that  can  arise  will,  in  our  opinion, 
seriously  weaken  the  authority  and  hamper  the 
action  of  the  executive  Government  in  India." 

For  himself,  he  might  say  he  could  con- 
ceive of  no  more  unsatisfactory  manner 
of  settling  important  business  than  by 
teleg^ph.  He  had  on  more  than  one 
occasion  seen  difficulties  arise,  owing  to 
the  curtness  of  the  language  neces- 
sarily used  in  telegraphic  despatches, 
which  difficulties  he  was  satisfied  would 
have  been  altogether  avoided,  or,  at  all 
events,  would  have  been  very  speedily 
solved,  if  the  parties  had  been  face  to 
biiob.  On  this  point  he  was  happy  to 
•ay  the  Secretary  of  State  had  given  an 
entirelv  satisfactory  explanation.  The 
noble  Haxquess  stated,  in  his  despatch  of 


the  31st  of  May,  that  he  did  not  mean 
to  withdraw  the  power  of  action  from 
the   Governor  General ;    that  he  fully 
admitted  that  "  in  cases  really  urgent 
the   delay  involved    in    obtaining   the 
sanction  of  a  superior  authority  might 
be  most    dangerous ;  ''    and   that    the 
words  of  his  despatch  were  intended 
to    leave   **the   Governor    General    as 
free  as  he  has  ever  been   at  any  for- 
mer time  to  act,  and  to  act  at  once  in 
any   way   which    a    public    emergency 
may  seem   to   him   to   demand,"    pro- 
vided only  he  informed  the  Secretary 
of  State  of  his  proceedings.     Of  course, 
as  he  had  already  observed,  it  was  ne- 
cessary and  right  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  should  be  informed  of  what  was 
done  in   India,    and   he   was  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  condition  in  which  this 
matter  had  been  left  by  the  Correspond- 
ence.    There  was  nothing  in  the  Cor- 
respondence with  which  he  need  trouble 
tlieir  Lordships  further.     He  had  studi- 
ously refrained  from  entering  into  any 
matter  of  controversy.  If  he  had  referred 
to  the  issues  raised  in  the  despatches,  Jit 
had  been  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  the  principles  which  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  deemed  to  be  of  the  highest 
importance   had,    as    he   conceived,   in 
substance  been  recognized  by  the  noble 
Marquess  in  his  replies,  and  he  believed 
that  any  misunderstanding  which  had 
existed  on  the  subject  had  mainly  been 
caused  by  the  difficulty  of  communicating 
fully  on  a  matter  that  was  exceedingly 
complicated  in  the  midst  of  arduous  busi- 
ness of  different  kinds,  and  that  if  he  had 
had  the  advantage  of  the  free  and  frank 
communications  with  the  noble  Marquess 
which  were  not  withheld  from  him  on 
his  return  to  England,  it  would  have 
averted  the  appearance  of  any  serious 
divergence  of  opinion  between  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  and  the  Home  Go- 
vernment.   All  through  the  Correspond- 
ence the  Government  of  India  had  asked 
for  no  new  liberty  of  action,  but  wished 
to  adhere  to  the  old  lines  upon  which 
the  business  of  the  Indian  Empire  had 
heretofore  been  transacted.  If  the  noble 
Marquess  agreed  with  the  interpretation 
which  he  put  on  that  Correspondence — 
that,  although  he  thought  for  certain 
reasons  it  was  desirable  to  obtain  more 
information,  there  was  no  desire  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
change  the  principles  on  which  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  had  been  conducted 
— then,  whatever  divergence  of  opinion 


607 


Indian 


ILORDS) 


Oov0mmmU» 


there  might  have  been  at  the  timei  the 
result  would  be,  so  far  from  any  in- 
terference with  the  good  government  of 
India,  that  the  relations  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  as  represented 
by  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  IndSa  would  be  strengthened 
and  consolidated.  He  was  obliged  to 
their  Lordships  for  listening  so  long  to 
him  on  a  matter  somewhat  difficult  to 
explain,  and  it  had  been  a  great  gratifi- 
cation to  him  to  be  able  to  express  his 
satisfaction  at  the  general  substance  of 
the  views  expressed  in  the  last  de- 
spatches of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
My  Lords,  I  think  it  is  very  satisfactory 
that  we  should  have  heard  from  my 
noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Northbrook)  so  clear  and  ample  a  state- 
ment of  his  views  on  this  important 
matter,  because  it  would  be  a  great 
misfortune  if  questions  of  this  magni- 
tude in  relation  to  the  government  by 
this  country  of  her  most  important  de- 
pendency were  regarded  either  as  Party 
questions  or  as  matters  principally  con- 
cerning the  individual  reputation  of 
particular  statesmen.  These  matters  are 
really  of  great  importance,  and  I  think 
my  noble  Friend  has  done  a  public  ser- 
vice in  giving  the  weight  of  his  autho- 
rity to  doctrines  which  he  conceives  to 
be  right  doctrines,  and  to  which,  as  I 
understood  his  statement  of  them,  I 
entirely  accede.  In  the  first  place,  the 
most  important  misunderstanding  in 
this  Correspondence  is  that  to  which 
my  noble  Friend  has  alluded  last — 
namely,  with  respect  to  telegraphic  com- 
munication. I  do  not  think  that  either 
he  or  the  Government  of  India  have 
stated  in  too  strong  language  the  danger 
that  would  result  if  in  important  emer- 
gencies, when  delay  is  a  serious  evil, 
they  were  forced  to  consult  with  any 
distant  authority  before  taking  such 
measures,  either  executive  or  legislative, 
as  those  emergencies  might  seem  to 
demand.  To  every  officer,  high  or  low, 
in  India,  the  discretion  must  be  dele- 
gated in  moments  of  urgency  of  doing 
what  is  needed  by  the  public  interest, 
and  that  discretion  must  d  fortiori  be 
conceded  to  the  highest  officer  of  all — 
the  Governor  General.  I  do  not  think 
the  terms  of  my  original  despatch  con- 
tained in  them  any  instruction  of  so 
pernicious  a  character  as  was  under- 
stood to  be  conveyed  in  them  by  the 
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Government  of  India ;  but  as  the 
apprehension  was  felt  bj  noble  Loris 
who  had  previoualj  been  Secretaries  of 
State,   and  was  expressed  with   boim 
vehemence  in  the  earlier  part  of  tbe 
Session,   I  am  bound    to   aasnme  fhit 
my  despatches  were  wanting   in  thit 
quality  which  my  noble  Friend  tdb  vs 
is  characteristic  of  Indian  Papers— tint 
is  to  say,  they  were    not    sufficimtlr 
voluminous ;  and  that  if  I  had  ezplaioed 
things    at  greater  length  oonsidenUe 
controversy  would  have  been  avoided.  It 
was  the  same  with  respect  to  thelndiiB 
Tariff.     I  thought  that  I   bad  in  mj 
despatch  stated  with  sufficient  distinct- 
ness that  the  Customs  reform  whidi  we 
desired  to  establish,  and  to  whidive 
attached  very  great  importance,  wonU 
have    to  be  accomplished  out  of  suck 
margin  as  the  surplus  revenue  miglit 
yield,  and  was  not  by  any  means  in- 
tended to  involve  any  increase  of  taxt- 
tion.     That   that  was   my  view   kmr 
before  any  of  these  discussions  arose,  I 
may  prove  by  mentioning  that  I  stated 
it  with  great  emphasis — as  I  felt  myielf 
bound  to  do — to  a  deputation  of  Man- 
chester merchants,  and  I  agree  with  mr 
noble  Friend  that  the  difficidties  incident 
to  such  a  measure  in  India  are  so  ffreit, 
and  they  are  accompanied,  especiuly  in 
the    case    of   income    tax,    with    vouAl 
disadvantages  connected  with  the  neces- 
sity of  em2)loying  Native  agency,  that  it 
is  only  in  a  very  serious  emergency  that 
we  should  wish  to  suggest  or  to  autho- 
rize any  new  taxation  of  that  kind.    I 
think  the  apprehensions  of  the  (Jorem- 
mont  of  India  were  not  based  on  any- 
thing to  bo  found  in  my  despatch.    But 
I  am  inclined  to  think  they  agree  with  the 
view  of  the  interpretation  of  my  despatch 
which  seems  to  me  the  datural  one,  for 
they  say  that  they  themselves  inferred 
from  it  on  the  whole  that  we  did  not 
intend  to  increase  taxation.     It  istme 
that  the  policy  which  we  then  invited 
the  Government  of  India  to  pursue  in 
that  way  has  for  the  moment  become 
impossible.     In  November  of  last  year 
the  exchange  on  silver  was  1«.  9}i.    It 
has  fallen  to  something  like   I«.  6)if., 
although  I  think  matters  have  a  little 
mended  lately.     That  fall  involves  a  loss 
to  the  Government  of  India  in  the  mere 
bringing  home  of  the  money  which  the 
Home  Government  spends  of  a  sum  of 
not  less  than  £2,000,000  a-year.    It  » 
needless  to  say  that  that  lose  makes  the 
giving  up  (out  of  a  surplus)  of  tiie 
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£800,000  involved  in  the  change  which 
we  indicated  a  much  more  difficult  mat- 
ter than  it  was  while  that  £2,000,000 
a-jear  were  looked  upon  as  safe  in  the 
Exchequer.  We  do  not,  however,  attach 
leas  importance  than  we  formerly  did  to 
the  remission  of  this  duty.  We  believe 
it  will  be  of  g^eat  benefit  to  the  consumers 
in  India,  and  to  those  industries  to  which 
the  protective  character  of  the  duty  offers 
a  delusive  and  injurious  shelter,  and  that 
it  will  also  stimulate  that  commercial 
prosperity  upon  which  so  much  not  only 
of  the  welfare  of  the  inhabitants,  but  of 
the  future  strength  of  the  Indian  reve- 
nue mast  be  held  to  depend.  We,  there- 
fore, do  not,  as  I  have  said,  attach  less 
importance  than  we  formerly  did  to  the 
remission  of  this  tax ;  but  we  feel  strongly 
that  the  finances  of  India  are  in  a  criticfd 
condition,  and  that  until  the  present 
sources  of  danger  are  removed  or  se- 
riously mitigated  it  would  not  be  safe  to 
consider  any  extensive  remission  of  taxa- 
tion. But  these  are  matters  of  compa- 
ratively small  moment  if  you  consider 
them  by  the  side  of  the  large  Constitu- 
tional question  of  the  relations  of  the 
Government  of  England  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  round  which  a  great  por- 
tion of  the  controversy  turns.  And  in 
that  respect,  too,  I  think  our  intentions 
were  misunderstood  by  the  Government 
of  India,  and,  to  a  great  extent,  by 
noble  Lords  opposite  in  an  earlier  part 
of  the  Session.  The  position  of  the 
Government  of  India  towards  the  Gh>- 
▼emment  of  England  appears  to  be 
exceedingly  plain.  It  is  impossible 
to  recognize  in  the  Government  of 
India  the  slightest  claim  to  independ- 
ence. Nay,  more,  you  cannot  recognize 
in  them  that  sort  of  qualified  indepen- 
dence which  we  concede  to  the  respon- 
sible Gbvemments  and  the  elected  Par- 
liaments of  Canada  and  Australia.  If 
any  such  concession  were  to  be  made,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  give  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  a  perfectly  new  struc- 
ture, which  would  be  wholly  unsuited 
to  the  present  circumstances  of  the  coun- 
try, and  which  the  necessities  of  our 
poeition  in  India  would  absolutely  pre- 
clude. Therefore,  the  supremacy  of  the 
Home  Government  must  be  maintained 
intact,  in  language  perfectly  unqualified, 
aa  far  as  any  question  of  right  or  claim 
in  concerned.  But  the  matter  is  diffe- 
rent when  yoa  come  to  questions  of  pru- 
denoe  and  of  poUoy.    It  is  then  quite 


clear  that,  as  to  matters  of  detail,  the 
affairs  of  a  distant  and  an  alien  na- 
tion, which  cannot  be  studied  by  those 
who  are  not  familiar  with  the  circum- 
stances and  the  peculiarities  of  the 
country,  cannot  be  conducted  by  orders 
from  a  distance.  Questions  involving 
great  principles  should  be  dealt  with  by 
file  Home  Government,  but  it  is  impos- 
sible that  they  can  safely  undertake  to 
manage  matters  of  detail.  In  all  matters 
of  detail  a  discretion  must,  to  a  very 
large  extent,  be  left  to  those  on  the 
spot,  and  as  a  rule  the  initiative  in 
all  questions  of  government  —  that  is 
to  say,  the  duty  of  making  the  first 
proposals  on  which  the  Home  Go- 
vernment are  afterwards  to  judge  is 
wisely  left  to  them  also.  Her  Majesty's 
GK)vemment  have  never  for  a  moment 
suggested  that  any  change  in  these  tra- 
ditional principles  should  be  made ;  but 
what  they  have  required  is  that  they 
should  be  informed  of  those  measures, 
in  order  that  they  might  be  the  judges 
whether  the  questions  raised  involved 
matters  of  principle  or  only  matters  of 
detail,  and  whether  they  were  or  were 
not  of  such  a  character  as  required  the 
interference  of  the  Home  Government. 
It  was  on  this  ground  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  required  that  information, 
not  only  upon  all  executive,  but  also  upon 
all  legislative  proposals  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  them  before  they  were  carried 
into  effect.  We  required  that  that 
should  be  done,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
constant  and  petty  interferences,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  the  Government 
of  India  out  of  the  hands  of  those  to 
whom  it  has  been  committed,  and  who 
are  upon  the  spot,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  us  to  judge  whether  or  not 
we  ought  to  interpose.  And  the  cause 
of  the  misunderstanding  tliat  arose  was 
this — it  was  thought  that  because  we 
desired  to  have  the  means  of  knowing 
whether  we  ought  to  interfere,  it  was  our 
intention  constantly  to  interfere.  We, 
however,  entertained  no  intention  of  the 
kind,  our  only  object  being  that  we  at 
home  should  be  enlightened  by  a  full 
knowledge  of  the  circumstances  of  each 
case  and  of  the  designs  which  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  entertained.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  a  fuller  knowledge 
of  this  kind  has  become  necessary  as 
the  communications  between  England 
and  India  become  more  rapid.  The 
telegraph  wire  does   not   exist  for  us 
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alone.  Constant  communications  of  what 
is  passing  in  India  reach  others  than 
those  who  sit  in  the  India  Ofhce.  There 
are  frequent  attempts  to  obtain  the  sus- 
pension or  the  reversal  of  acts  done  out 
in  India,  and  it  is  a  very  frequent 
practice  to  endeavour  to  apply  to  the 
Home  Government  political  pressure 
in  order  to  put  a  stop  to  proceed- 
ings to  which  parties  in  India  may 
object.  It  is  impossible  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  can  deal  properly 
with  such  suggestions  and  proposals  or 
can  exercise  duly  their  duty  at  once  of 
supervising  and  of  supporting  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  unless  they  are  fur- 
nished with  full  information  upon  all 
subjects  upon  which  that  Government 
is  engaged :  and  therefore  the  increase  in 
the  rapidity  and  the  ease  of  communica- 
tion between  this  country  and  India, 
makes  it  all  the  more  necessary  that  the 
information  which  we  sought  should  be 
given  to  us.  The  Government  of  India, 
in  a  recent  despatch,  requested  especially 
that  matters  concerning  financial  ques- 
tions should  be  excepted  from  these 
orders.  In  reply  to  that  request  I  have 
to  say  that  as  far  as  we  are  personally 
concerned,  we  should  be  very  glad  to 
make  the  exception  asked  for,  because 
the  subject  is  one  which  we  naturally 
have  not  any  particular  desire  to  deal 
with.  We  have,  however,  to  consider 
the  fact  that  the  British  Parliament 
takes  a  very  great  interest  in  Indian 
finances,  for  which  we  are  responsible ; 
that  we  have  to  answer  Questions,  to 
meet  Motions,  to  refute  erroneous  views, 
and  to  give  the  information  which  may 
bo  required  with  regard  to  those  matters, 
and  that,  therefore,  it  is  impossible  to 
except  the  domain  of  finance  especially 
from  the  list  of  subjects  upon  which  we 
require  information.  In  conclusion,  I 
would  say,  that  in  order  to  explain  my 
view  of  the  relations  that  exist  between 
the  English  and  Indian  Governments, 
those  relations  are  not  unlike  those  that 
are  maintained  between  the  Home  Go- 
vernment and  a  General  commanding  in 
the  field.  In  the  latter  case  any  constant 
interference  in  the  details  of  movement 
would  be  accompanied  b}'  those  failures 
which  history  lias  associated  with  the 
name  of  the  Aulic  Council.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  must  be  for  the  Govern- 
ment at  home  to  determine  all  great 
questions  of  policy  ;  they  must  say  what 
is  to  be  the  object  of  the  campaign,  and 
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when  it  shall  begin  and  finish,  and  fte 
end  that  it  is  desired  to  obtain.    And  in 
order  that  the  Home  Oovemment  mtj 
exercise  their  judgment  in  these  pobti, 
it  is  necessary  that  they  should  have  the 
fullest  information  given  to  them.   That 
is  precisely  the  position  between  the 
Gt)vemment  of  India  and  the  Goreni* 
ment  at  home.    I  do  not  beliere  thii 
when    once    those    relations  are   foIlT 
understood  any  difficulty  will  be  fband 
in  working  under  them.     There  may  be 
feelings  on  both  sides  which  it  may  be 
necessary  to  repress,  but  as  long  as  diere 
is  full  confidence  between  the  two  Qo- 
vemments  their  respective  functions  can 
be  kept  distinct  and    their  respectiTe 
duties  can  be  reconciled.    I  am  far  from 
deprecating    any    such    Parliamentaxj 
criticism  as  has  been  offered  upon  the 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk>yemm6nt 
in  this  matter.    On  tiiie  contraiy,  the  dis- 
cretion committed  to  the  Gh>Temment  of 
England  with   regard  to  India  is  lo 
great  that  it  is  requisite  they  should  be 
watched  and  followed  by  Parliamentsiy 
criticism ;  and  the  more  these  questumi 
are    discussed,   the    more    clearly  snd 
plainly  will  come  out  the  sound  prin- 
ciples upon  which  the  double  Ooreni* 
ment  of  India  is  carried  on.     It  wai 
because  I  felt  that  these  matters  were 
the  subject  of  some  doubt  and  contro- 
versy, and  that  mistaken  ideas  prevailed 
with  regard  to  the  important  functions 
of  the  Government  of  India,  that  I  laid 
the  Papers  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
in  order  that  the  attention   of  Parlia- 
ment should  be  invited  to  the  question. 
It  is,  therefore,  a  source  of  great  satis- 
faction to  me  that  my  noble    Friend 
opposite,  who  of  all  men  has  had  the 
best  opportunity  of  judging  of  these 
questions,   has    arrived    at  condusioni 
which  do  not  in  any  material  or  sub- 
stantial sense  differ  from  those  embodied 
in  the  despatches,  and  that  he  agrees 
with    me    in    thinking    that   whatever 
acerbity  may  have  characterized  some 
parts  of  the  controversy  that  arose,  the 
settlement  of  a  common  ground  of  prin- 
ciple is  well  worth  the  risk  of  giving 
rise  to   such  incidents  of  controversy. 
I  shall  have  no  objection  in  laying  the 
additional  Papers  required  on  the  Table 
of  the  House. 

Lord  NAPIER  of  MAODALA: 
After  what  has  been  said  by  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
and  tlic  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  North- 
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brook),  who  have  spoken  on  this  ques- 
tion, I  liave  but  a  few  words  to  add.  It 
is  very  satisfactory  that  the  Oorrespon- 
dence  which  is  the  subject  of  this  dis- 
cussion has  now  been  laid  before  your 
Lordships.  In  a  country  so  vast  and 
important  as  India,  in  which  great 
events  take  place  almost  without  a  mo- 
ment's wammg,  it  is  of  the  utmost  con- 
sequence that  ihe  authority  of  the  Go- 
vernor General  in  Council  e^ould  not  be 
impaired;  at  the  same  time,  no  one  is 
more  sensible  than  I  am  of  the  necessity 
of  the  general  control  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  the  Home  Goyemment, 
especially  as  an  authority  to  which 
appeal  may  be  made  in  case  of  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  within  the  Council  of 
the  Governor  General.  The  Secretary 
of  State  should,  doubtless,  be  supplied 
with  the  fullest  information,  and  it  is  due 
to  the  noble  Earl  who  has  recently  re- 
linquished the  Government  of  India  (the 
Ean  of  Northbrook),  to  say  that  all  the 
demi-official  correspondence  of  which  I 
had  any  cognizance  showed  the  greatest 
desire  to  g^ve  full  information,  and  to 
avoid,  if  possible,  any  collision  of  opinion. 
But  if  the  Gt)vemor  General  is  ham- 
pered and  trammeled  by  too  many 
leading-strings,  it  is  impossible  that  he 
ean  have  confidence  to  act  with  the 
necessary  decision  and  prompitude  in 
the  emergencies  which  are  constantly 
liable  to  arise.  I  have,  therefore,  heard 
with  much  pleasure  the  assurance  of  the 
noble  Marquess  that  it  is  not  his  inten- 
tion to  depart  materially  from  the  man- 
ner in  which  business  has  heretofore 
been  conducted  between  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  the  Government  of  India. 
This  assurance  wiU  be  received  in  India 
with  the  greatest  satisfaction. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Then,  an  Address  for  Copy  of  reply 
to  despatch  from  the  Government  of 
India,  72  Public,  24th  December,  1874, 
being  moved  by  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
BUBT,  the  same  was  agreed  to, 

EDUCATION-SCHOOLS. 

QUESTION.      0B8EBVATI0NS. 

Lord  ABERDABE  asked  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether  he 
has  the  means  of  making  a  Return  to 
this  House  of  the  number  of  Schools  in 
England  and  Wales  in  which  instruction 
la  given  to  children  above  thirteen  years 
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of  a^ ;  and,  if  he  has  not  such  means, 
whether  he  will  take  any  measure  to 
supply  such  deficiency  ?  The  noble  Lord 
said,  there  had  been  exhaustive  inquiry 
into  the  Universities,  public  schools,  and 
elementary  schools,  followed  by  legisla- 
tive action,  but  there  had  been  no  inquiry 
into  the  state  of  the  schools — except 
the  endowed  schools  throughout  the 
country — which  occupied  a  position  be- 
tween the  elementary  and  higher  class 
schools,  and  he  believed  that  on  inquiry 
it  would  be  found  that  large  districts 
were  insufficiently  supplied  with  the 
means  of  obtaining  such  education.  Ho 
know  it  would  bo  impossible  for  tho 
noble  Duke,  however  well  disposed,  to 
furnish  tho  same  amount  of  information 
on  this  subject  which  would  be  supplied 
through  the  medium  of  a  Royal  Com- 
mission. At  the  same  time,  valuable 
information  might  be  obtained  tlirough 
tho  large  body  of  Inspectors  and  Sub- 
Inspectors  who  were  employed  by  the 
Department,  and  the  country  might  in 
tliis  way  get  to  know  tho  number  of  theso 
schools,  tlie  number  of  children  attend- 
ing them,  and  the  class  of  education 
g^ven  there. 

TiiE  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON  said,  that  if  the  noble  Lord 
confined  his  Question  to  the  number  of 
elementary  schools  under  inspection, 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  furnishing 
the  information.  Indeed,  he  could  give 
it  at  once.  The  number  of  elementary 
schools  under  inspection  was  15,921, 
and  there  were  in  them  92,251  children 
who  were  above  13  years  of  age,  making 
3 "36  per  cent  of  the  scholars  on  the  re- 
gister of  the  aided  schools.  If,  however, 
the  reference  was  not  merely  to  schools 
under  inspection,  but  to  schools  of  all 
classes,  he  had  not  the  means  of  obtain- 
ing the  information  sought  for,  and 
doubted  whether  the  expenditure  of 
time,  labour,  and  money  necessary  to 
procure  such  information  would  justify 
the  Government  in  attempting  to  pro- 
cure it.  If,  too,  an  inquiry  were  insti- 
tuted, it  was  doubtful  whether  the  Re- 
turn would  be  even  approximately  accu- 
rate, for  the  Inspectors  were  not  likely 
to  be  able  to  obtain  these  particulars. 
Even  now  it  was  difficult  to  get  tho  work 
done  in  the  Department,  for  this  work 
increased  day  by  day  with  the  increase 
in  the  number  of  elementary  schools  and 
of  the  scholars  attending  there  ;  and  the 
work  was  likely  to  become  greater  if  the 
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Bill  now  before  the  other  House  were  oasee  much  below  the  seo&mmoiti&tm. 

passed .  Moreover,  the  information  asked  proyided,  and  it  is  possible  that  a  eoiiaid«- 

for  would  be  necessarily  imperfect,  be-  able  diminution  in  the  expenditure  fiv 

cause  there  must  be  a  number  of  schools  establishment  charges  might  be  effected 

into  the  condition  of  which  no  one  would  b  j  the  amalgamation  of  some  Poor  Liv 

have  a  right  to  inquire,  and  as  to  which  Unions,  and  a  consequent  redaction  in 

the  persons  conducting  them  might  be  the  number  of  worldiousee.      But  the 

unwilling  to  give  information.    Under  average  area  of  Irish  Unions  is  alrea^ 

aU  the  circumstances,  he  must  answer  much  larger  than  that  of  the  Engliu 

the  second  part  of  the  noble  Lord's  Ques-  Unions,  and  in  considering  any  propoMl 

tion  in  the  negative.  for  their  amalgamation  it  would  be  rmj 

necessary  to  bear  in  mind  not  only  ike 

House  adjonmed  at  Seven  o'clock,  to  economical  side  of  the  question,  but  sIm 

Monday  nert,  a  qimrter  before  the  retention  of  proper  facilities  for  tke 

Five  0  clock,  administration  of  relief  to  the  sick  and 
destitute  poor,  and  for  securing  the  at- 
tendance of  Guardians  at  the  meetings 

of  the  Boards.    The  (Government  do  not 

contemplate  the  formation  of  a  geneni 

scheme    for  amalgamation   of  Unions, 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS,  but  the  Local  Government  Boaid  will  be 

prepared  to  consider  on  its  merits  say 

Friday y  4th  August,  1876.  proposal  for  the  amalgamation  of  neigh- 

Douring  Unions  which  may  be  brought 

MINUTES.]-SuppLT-«m*iVforfrf  in  Committee  ^^OTQ  them  by  the  Guardians  of  raeh 

— Jteeolutione  [August  1]  reported.  Unions. 

Public  BihiA—Secofui  Jteadinff—iSh&riff  Conrte  Mr.  MACAETNEY  gave  Notice  thai 

(Scotland)   [96] ;  Expiring  ^ws  Continu-  he  would  early  next  Session  move  for 

C<:3KI;.?r^r^v^'^^;i'oia's  I^^  -PPomtment  of  a  SdectConunitta. 

Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Bilbrough,  to  mquire  mto  the  subject. 

&c.)  *  [265] ;    Local  Government  JProvisional 

Orders   (Birmingham,    &c.)  •    [266]  ;    Local  METROPOLIS— HYDE   PARK  —  BOTTEK 

Government  Board's  Pro\'i8ional  Orders  Con-  •DnxB-     nr^i?crvTrwa 

firmation  (Bath,  &c)  •  [264] ;  Prisons  •  [180-  ROW.— QL.U.S1  IONS. 

^  ^^^1-   .            .  .    T.1        XX,,.  Mr.  EEPTON  asked  the  Secretaiy  tD 

Considered  as  amended— ElQmontaTy  Education  .i      Trpasurv   If  anv  Rtens  will  be  takoi 

[277] ;  Forfeiture  Relief  •  [2o9].  l^^  ireasury,  11  any  steps  wm  oe  caKso 

Third  Jieading—ViMMiion  of  Rivers  [276],  and  to    improve    Kotten    Kow    dunng  tbe 

passed.  autumn,  as  the  ride  is  in  a  worse  state 

than  it  has  been  for  some  years? 

n.,    -TT             i.    .  m        /.  XI-     1    i_  Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  in  answer 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock.  ^  ^^le  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— UNION  WORK-  have  to  state   that  the  ofScers  of  the 

HOUSES.- QUESTION.  Board  of  Works  have  ascertained  that 

Mr.  MACAETNEY  asked  the  Chief  LV  ^'":".^  ^T^^'Jf"**'^'^:*^ • 

a        .       r     T    1     J  TTru  i.1,             •  i  Tho  materials  which  have  been  used  for 

Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whother  consider-  ^^    ^^                     ^^  altogether  m.- 

ing  the  great  disproportion  which  pre-  j^j       j^  j,^^  ^        agre2aft«t  the 

vails  between  the  number  ot  union  work-  ^    ,      u  v        ±  •  4.^  rz r  -.^i-- a 

1.             .             i.      •  i.-      •    T    1      1       1  road  should  be  put  into  a  perfectly  soond 

houses  at  present  existmc:  in  Ireland  and  j                i.  i   j     •      A         ±. 

.y            1         r                         •  •          V  />  and  proper  state  dunnir  the  autumn. 

the  number  of  paupers  requiring  rebef  ^^    \^^j^^  ^^              ^     ^ 

therein,  Her  Mai  estys  (iovernment  have  ^     j    .i.         x    x'xi.           •     _     u          t  ' 

..  .        '          1  1-       4.              i.     Ai.         1.  funds  the  cofit  of  the  repairs  would  come: 

It  m  contemplation  to  promote  t,hrough  ^^   ^   jj    gj^j^^    j^        ,      ^^ 

the  Local  Ciovemment  Board  m   that  .-u  ^  xi,          x         u  v^       -j     *^/    #  ^v ' 

n       .      au           1 i.-       ^T>      T  that  the  cost  would  be  paid  out  of  the 

Country,  tho  amalgamation  of  Toor  Law  y  t    f     th    P    Ir 

Unions,  so  as  to  reduce  the  number  of 

workhouses  and  the  consequent  unne-  RAILWAYS- ACCIDENT  ON  THE  OKEAT 

cessanly  high  poor  rates  now  levied  upon  WESTERN  RAILWAY  AT  BOUSrON. 
property  m  Ireland  r 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  :  question. 

Sir,  the  number  of  paupers  now  receiving  Mb.  GK)LDNEY  asked  the  PioridMt 

relief  in  Irish  workhouses  is  in  many  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Wliether  hk  al- 

TJi^  Dttke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon 
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tention  has  been  called  to  another  acci- 
dent which  has  occaired  on  the  Bristol 
and  Exeter  Bailway,  near  the  spot  where 
the  accident  happened  to  the  Fljine 
Dutchman  on  the  27th  of  July  last ;  and, 
whether  he  has  taken  any  ftirther  steps 
in  the  matter? 

Sm  CHAELES  ADDERLET:  My 
attention,  Sir,  has  been  called  to  the  ac- 
cident in  question.  It  happened  to  a 
|;cK>d8  train,  and  no  one  was  seriously 
injured,  but  it  is  important  as  happening 
■o  near  the  same  place.  The  Company 
have  not  yet  sent  to  the  Board  of  l^ade 
the  particulars  of  this  second  accident. 
Captain  Tyler  has,  however,  been  at 
once  directed  to  examine  the  whole  of 
the  permanent  way  between  Bristol  and 
Exeter,  now  belonging  to  the  Great 
Western  Bailway  Company. 


HEHTSLET'S  MAP   OP   EUROPE   BY 
TBEATT— NON-EUROPEAN  COUN- 
TRIES.—QUESTION. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF 
aaked  the  Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  the  Foreign 
Office  is  prepared  to  submit  to  t^e 
Treasu^  the  expediency  of  holding  out 
to  Mr.  Mertslet  some  inducement  to  pre- 
pare a  work  on  Treaties  respecting  Kon- 
£uropean  Countries,  on  the  same  plan 
as  his  recent  work,  entitled  ''  The  Map 
of  Europe  by  Treaty  ?  " 

Mr.  BOUEKE:  Sir,  I  am  sure  my 
hon.  Friend  asks  this  Question  with  the 
kindest  intention  towards  Mr.  Hertslct. 
The  Question  raises  many  delicate  con- 
ttderations  with  which  the  Treasury  may 
or  may  not  be  concerned.  I  am  not 
Boxprised,  Sir,  that  my  hon.  Friend 
should  think  that  it  is  desirable  to 
extend  the  scope  of  Mr.  Hortslet's 
Mtip  of  Europe  hy  Treaty.  There  are 
Treaties  with  China  and  other  Asiatic 
countries.  There  are,  lagain,  other 
Treaties  between  European  countries 
and  the  semi-civilized  States  of  Africa 
which  often  nve  rise  to  complicated 
qneations.  The  same  may  be  said 
K>r  North  and  South  America.  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  wiU  be  glad  to 
■ee  the  principle  of  Mr.  Hertslet's  last 
work  extended ;  but  I  am  sure  my  hon. 
Friend  will  see  that  his  Question  is 
one  upon  which  it  is  not  desirable 
that  I  should  make  any  statement  at 
jioaont. 
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[bill  277.] 

{Viaeount  Sandon,  Mr,  Chane$llor  of  th$  Sseh$' 

qutr^  Mr,  Aiiheton  Croa.) 

FURTHER    OONSIDEBATION. 
ADJOTJBXED   DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [3rd  August] 
proposed  (on  Consideration  of  the  Bill, 
as  amended)  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment in  page  6,  line  17,  after  the  word 
**  pay,"  to  insert  the  words 

"  If  the  parent  of  any  child  who  is  resident 
in  the  district  of  a  School  Board  is  unahlo,  l»y 
reason  of  poverty,  to  j>ay  the  frcs  of  such  child 
at  a  public  elementary  school,  or  any  i)ai-t  of 
such  foe,  and  if  the  School  Boanl  fails  to  make 
regulations,  under  Clauses  twenty-five  and 
seventy-four  of  tho  Elementary  Education  Act 
of  1870,  for  tho  payment  of  tho  same,  it  shall 
bo  tho  duty  of  the  guardians,  if  satisiicd  of  such 
inability,  to  pay  the  same  in  accordance  with 
the  proviaions  of  this  section," — {Lord  Hobert 
Montagu,) — 

And  which  Amendment  to  the  pro- 
posed Amendment  was,  to  leave  out  the 
words  **who  is,"  in  line  1,  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  *'  not  being," — {Sir 
W,  Vernon  Har court ^ — instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ^'  That  the 
words  *  who  is '  stand  part  of  the  pro- 
posed Amendment." 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  he  wished 
to  communicate  to  the  House  the  result 
of  tho  consideration  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  given  to  tho  question  raised  by 
the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Mombor  for  Westmeath  (Lord  Robert 
Montagu) — namely,  to  make  it  tlie  duty 
of  Boards  of  Guardians  everywhere — 
even  in  school  board  districts — to  pay  the 
school  foes  for  the  children  of  parents 
whom  thoy  considered  to  bo  incapable 
of  paying  them — since  the  late  protracted 
and  somewhat  heated  opposition  to  which 
they  were  subjected  last  night.  He 
thought  every  hon.  Member  must  feel 
that  there  had  been  considerable  misap- 
prehension on  this  subject,  and  it  might 
be  well  that  he  should  recall  to  their 
recollection  what  was  tho  state  of  the  law 
at  the  present  moment  as  to  tho  remis- 
sion and  payment  of  fees.  Tho  state  of 
the  law  was  this — In  Scotland,  according 
to  the  Act  of  1872,  passed  by  tho  late 
Liberal  Government,  the  school  boards 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  either 
the  remission  or  payment  of  fees  for 
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poor  children  ;  but  it  was  laid  down  in 
Section  69  that — 

"  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  said  Parochial 
Board  to  pay  out  of  the  poor  relief  fund  any 
reasonable  charge  for  the  education  of  any 
child  whoso  parent  is  unable  to  pay  the  school 
fees." 

By  Clause  14  of  the  present  Bill,  which 
had  nearly  passed  through  the  various 
Forms  of  the  House,  and  to  which  the 
House  had  given  its  assent,  it  was  pro- 
vided that  the  parent  of  any  child  not 
being  resident  in  the  district  of  a  school 
board — 

"  who  is  unable  by  reason  of  poverty  to  pay 
the  ordinary  fee  for  such  child  at  a  public  olo- 
mentary  school,  or  any  part  of  such  fee,  may 
apply  to  the  guardians  ha^nng  jurisdiction  in 
the  parish  in  which  ho  resides,  and  it  shall  bo 
the  duty  of  such  guardians,  if  satisfied  of  such 
inability,  to  pay  the  said  foe,  not  exceeding 
threepence  a  week." 

So  that  for  Scotland,  and  all  towns  in 
England  not  under  school  boards,  there 
was  one  uniform  law — that  on  account 
of  the  compulsion  upon  parents  to  send 
their  children  to  school  if  they  had  not 
sufficient  means  to  pay  the  school  fees, 
and  yet  were  not  out-door  paupers — pay- 
ment for  their  children  out  of  the  rates 
by  the  Guardians  having  been  already 
provided  for  by  the  Bill  of  1873  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford — it  was  the  duty  of  the  Guar- 
dians to  pay  a  moderate  school-fee. 
What,  then,  was  the  state  of  the  law 
in  regard  to  districts  where  there  were 
school  boards  ?  In  all  school  board  dis- 
tricts the  school  board  had  the  power  of 
either  remitting  the  fees  in  their  own 
schools  or  of  paying  them  in  schools 
which  did  not  belong  to  them.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  the  position  taken  uj} 
was  this.  The  matter  was  raised  as 
early  as  1871  on  the  Wednesbury  School 
Board  case.  The  Wednesbury  School 
Board  wrote  to  ask  the  assent  of  the 
Education  Department  to  their  6th  bye- 
law,  which  provided  that  they  might 
remit  the  fees  of  poor  children  in  their 
own  board  schools.  They  did  not,  how- 
ever, provide  that  they  would  also  pay 
the  fees  in  any  schools  which  did  not 
belong  to  them.  On  the  6th  of  Decem- 
ber, 1871,  the  Department  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  was  then  Vice  President,  ad- 
dressed a  letter  to  the  Wednesbury 
School  Board   on   the  subject  of  these 
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bye-laws,  in  which  the  foDowinff  n- 
marks  were  made  by  the  direction  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlen:ian : — 

**  With  respect  to  Bye-law  6,  in  which  novi- 
sion  is  made  for  the  remissioii  of  school  feet  it 
board  schools  in  cases  of  poverty,  bat  not  fv 
payment  of  fees  at  other  BchoolB  under  unilir 
circumstances,  my  Lords  are  prepared  to  allow 
it.  I  am,  however,  directed  to  point  out  to  yoo, 
that  in  the  opinion  of  my  Lords  it  would  not 
be  just  to  deprive  a  parent  of  his  right  tochoosB 
the  particular  public  elementary  school  to  which 
he  will  send  his  child  because,  while  he  is  oooi- 
polled  by  thcso  bye-laws  to  send  his  child  to 
school,  he  is  unable  from  povertr  to  pay  lui 
school  fee ;  but  my  Lords  cannot  aoaht  that  the 
school  board  will  see  the  justice  of  making  mo 
of  the  power  they  possess  under  Section  26  in 
favour  of  any  such  parent." 

That  was  the  final  delivexy  of  the  last 
Government,  and  the  courae  laid  down 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  wise  course  to 
pursue.  Upon  this  precedent  the  Depart- 
ment, under  both  the  last  and  the  pre- 
sent Gk)yemment,  had  always  acted,  and 
had  never  committed  themselves  to  ac- 
knowledging that  it  was  right  in  a  achod 
only  to  remit  fees  in  their  own  schodSi 
and  not  to  pay  them  in  others  which  the 
poor  parent  might  prefer.  The  Depait- 
ment,  however,  in  this,  as  in  all  other 
cases,  refuted  to  give  an  inteipreta- 
tion  of  an  Act,  as  their  interpretation 
could,  of  course,  have  no  binding  effect 
He  was  informed  that  it  was  not  quite 
clear  whether  the  coarse  pursued  by 
the  Wednesbury  School  Board  was  lesal 
or  not,  but  the  view  taken  by  the  Edu- 
cation Department  of  the  then  Govern- 
ment was  that  it  was  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Act  that  they  should  only 
undertake  to  remit  fees  and  should  not 
at  the  same  time  say  they  would  pay 
them,  the  position  being  that  it  wai 
fully  understood  that  the  Act  of  1870 
was  passed  distinctly  on  the  basis  of  the 
recognition  as  far  as  possible  of  the 
parental  right  to  the  choice  of  the  schod 
for  his  child.  This  was  obliged  to  be 
given  up  in  certain  cases  where  there 
was  only  one  school,  but  the  Act  of 
1870  was  based  on  the  principle,  over 
and  over  again  stated  in  the  diseussioni 
in  the  House  by  the  Ministers  respon- 
sible for  that  measure,  that,  where 
there  were  two,  the  parent  was  to  have 
the  right  of  choice.  The  House  would 
see  the  justice  of  this,  and  it  would 
also  feel  that  in  cases  of  extreme  po> 
verty  it  was  bound  to  be  just  as  oare- 
ful  of  parental  feeling  as  it  waa  m  As 
cases  of  more  well-to-do  penona.    Ike 
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Btate  of  the  case  was  this — ^We  respected 
the  feelings  of  parents  generally,  but, 
owine  to  the  action  of  certain  school 
boarojB,  if  parents  became  very  poor  we 
Bubjected  them  to  the  injustice  of  saying 
— "  We  will  oblige  your  children  to  go 
to  school,  but  we  will  not  give  you  the 
choice  of  a  school."  The  acknowledg- 
ment made  by  the  Educational  Depart- 
ment of  the  then  Government  was  a 
very  valuable  and  important  one,  but 
they  did  not  feel  sufficiently  clear  of 
their  legal  position  to  refuse  to  pass 
these  bye-laws ;  and  from  that  time  all 
bye-laws  which  contained  merely  a  provi- 
sion for  the  remission  of  fees,  without 
any  provision  for  the  payment  of  foes, 
liad  been  sanctioned  under  this  protest 
by  the  Department.  A  correspondence 
ensued  with  the  Wednosbury  Board, 
who  said  they  could  not  accept  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Department ;  and  the  clos- 
ing letter  of  the  Department  contained 
this  paragraph — 

"  Xo  addition  to  such  byo-law  was  sugpfcsted, 
though  my  Lords  thought  it  right  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  your  hoard  to  the  power  given  them, 
indepondcntly  of  any  byo-law,  by  SiH;tion  25  of 
the  Elementury  IMucation  Act,  by  which  power 
they  will  bo  relieved  from  the  necessity  of  en- 
forcing penalties  against  a  panmt  who,  though 
unable  from  poverty  to  pay  a  school  fee,  prefers 
that  his  child  attend  a  public  elementary  day 
■chool  Bolectcd  by  himself." 

The  Department  thought  strongly  it 
would  be  a  serious  thing  to  enforce 
penalties  against  parents  if  you  did  not 
g^ve  them  a  choice'  of  schools ;  that  was 
the  state  of  the  case  now,  and  it  re- 
mained uncertain  whether  a  magistrate 
would  agree  to  convict  a  poor  parent 
who  could  not  afford  to  pay  the  fees  at 
the  school  he  preferred,  and  who  refused, 
on  conscientious  grounds — as  might 
likely  be  the  case  e,g.  among  Eoman 
Catholics — to  send  his  child  to  a  secular 
board  school  where  his  fees  would  be 
remitted.  It  was  a  subject  of  conside- 
rable importance  and  for  cool  argument, 
and  certainly  the  Committee  would  now 
Bee  not  of  a  Party  character  nor  one  of 
those  matters  which,  when  understood, 
should  create  excitement,  or  of  those 
matters  that  should  provoke  a  heated 
diflcusaion  of  such  a  nature  as  that  of  last 
evening.  He  said  last  night,  when  the 
queetion  was  first  raised,  that,  as  his 
ngfat  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford didnot  seem  prepared  to  support  it — 
which,  of  coarse,  implied  that  hon.  Oen- 
thmeii  opposite  also  would  not  do  so — 


and  as  it  was  so  late  in  the  Session,  and 
everybody  was  so  anxious  to  close  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill,  that  he  thought 
it  better  not  to  accept  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Westmeath 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu),  saying  at  the 
same  time  it  was  impossible  not  to  admit 
it  was  an  important  one.  In  fact,  he 
should  have  been  eating  the  words  of  the 
Department  if  he  had  not  acknowledged 
that.  [Mr.  Lowe  :  A  blot  was  hit.] 
Yes,  he  said  it  hit  a  blot  in  the  Bill, 
and  in  the  Education  Act  of  1870.  It 
must,  however,  be  remembered  that 
when  identically  the  same  proposal  had 
been  made  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Lancashire  on  Clause 
14  in  Committee  on  the  Bill,  he  had 
then  asked  his  hon.  Friend  not  to  open 
that  important  question  on  the  ground  of 
time  not  allowing  fresh  matter  to  be 
added  to  the  discussions  on  the  Bill, 
which,  even  then,  had  been  much  pro- 
tracted so  as  to  endanger  its  progress ; 
and  as  no  interest  was  then  shown  by 
the  House  in  the  matter,  the  Amend- 
ment was  withdrawn,  on  the  very  same 
pounds  on  which  he  asked  the  noble 
Lord  yesterday  not  to  press  his.  After 
he  had  used  these  words  an  unexpected 
amount  of  feeling  was  shown  by  hon. 
Members  of  experience  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  which  it  was  exceedingly 
difficult  to  answer  by  argument.  Hon. 
Members  representing  Iiish  constituen- 
cies said  they  felt  the  grievance  to  be  a 
very  strong  one  in  large  towns  in  Eng- 
land with  a  considerable  Irish  popula- 
tion ;  and  there  was  not  a  shadow  of  doubt 
that  the  class  particularly  injured  was  the 
poor  in  the  large  towns,  which  included 
a  large  proportion  of  Roman  Catholics, 
to  whom  it  was  a  serious  grievance 
to  be  forced  indirectly  in  this  way  to 
send  their  children  to  board  schools, 
contrary,  as  he  and  the  Department 
had  always,  under  both  Governments, 
held,  to  the  principle  of  the  Act  of  1 870. 
We  must  look  at  things  as  they  really 
were,  and,  whether  it  was  before  an 
Orange  meeting  or  any  other  meeting, 
he  should  be  prepared  to  defend  the  po- 
sition they  had  taken  up  with  the  most 
perfect  confidence.  The  people  of  the 
country  had  the  strongest  sense  of  jus- 
tice in  these  matters ;  and  when  a  real 
and  genuine  case  of  injustice  was  made 
out,  one  which  was  not  intended  by  the 
Act  of  1870,  as  was  admitted  by  the 
last  Government,  and  the  existence  of 
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which  was  hardly  known  until  it  was 
urged  strongly  by  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland/it  was  certain  they  would  not 
allow  it  to  remain.  Of  course,  the  posi- 
tion was  one  of  some  little  difficulty, 
and  they  wore  exceedingly  loth  to  raise 
unnecessarily  questions  which  would 
trench  on  the  conscientious  feelings  of 
any  hon.  Gentleman  opposite;  but  he 
thought  on  consideration  the  Noncon- 
formists would  see  that  the  proposal  did 
not  in  any  way  touch  their  conscientious 
scruples,  but  simply  did  away  with  an 
injury  now  done  to  the  consciences  of 
poor  people.  He  was  sure  they  would 
bear  him  out  when  he  said  he  had 
avoided  as  much  as  possible  things 
which  would  bo  distasteful  and  disa- 
greeable to  them ;  but  this  question 
being  raised,  it  seemed  necessary  to  find 
some  mode  of  meeting  it.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  was,  no  doubt, 
open  to  considerable  objection  on  the 
ground  that  it  did  seem  to  throw  a  sort 
of  slur  on  school  boards,  which  was,  he 
was  sure,  not  intended ;  it  might,  how- 
ever, be  held  to  imply  that  school 
boards  largely  were  neglecting  their 
duties  in  this  matter.  The  Government 
had  considered  the  subject  with  very 
great  care.  They  were  aware  that  some 
hon.  Members  naturally  wished  to  take 
a  division  on  the  principle  involved ;  and 
after  calm  consideration,  and  after  the 
more  friendly  tone  in  which  the  dis- 
cussion closed  that  morning,  the  Govern- 
ment were  inclined  to  recommend  a 
course  which  ho  hoped  would  meet  with 
considerable  assent.  If  the  noble  Lord 
would  withdraw  his  clause,  they  would 
propose  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
by  an  Amendment  of  Clause  14.  That 
clause  now  only  provided  that  the  pa- 
rent of  any  child,  '/not  being  resi- 
dent in  the  district  of  a  school  board,'' 
who  was  unable  from  poverty  to  pay 
the  fee,  might  apply  to  the  Guar- 
dians, who  should  pay  it,  if  satisfied 
of  his  inability  to  do  so ;  they  would 
propose  to  omit  the  words  '*  not  being 
resident  in  the  district  of  a  school  board." 
That  would  make  the  clause  applicable 
to  the  whole  country,  and  so  far  as 
the  relief  of  the  poor  for  the  purposes 
of  education  was  concerned,  school-board 
districts  would  be  placed  in  exactly  the 
same  position  as  the  rest  of  England 
and  of  Scotland.  They  would  thus  have 
one  uniform  law  for  the  whole  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland ;  and  where  the  Guar- 
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dians  were  satisfied  that  the  pamit  wm 
too  poor  to  pay  the  fees  of  his  dbild,  thej 
would  be  obliged  to  pay  the  necesMiy 
fees,  and  the  parent  would  have  the 
choice  of  sending  his  child  to  any  paUic 
elementary  school.  This  proposal  pre- 
vented the  idea  of  any  slur  oa  school 
boards ;  it  raised  the  question  plainly 
and  simply ;  and  he  hoped  and  believod 
the  House  would  now  approach  it  in  t 
calm  and  considerate  spirit.  When  hon. 
Members  remembered  that  the  strong 
appeal  which  was  addressed  to  the  House 
on  the  subject  by  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  on  behalf  of  their  oo-religionisU 
was  caused  by  the  action  of  certain 
school  boards,  they  would  feel  that  the 
subject  was  a  grave  one,  and  that  ths 
Government  were  not  acting  rashly  or 
wrongly  in  asking  them  caunly  to  con- 
sider and  pass  a  dispassionate  judgment 
upon  it,  now  that  the  question  had  bees 
brought  before  them. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  said,  his  poei- 
tion  was  different  from  that  of  most  of 
his  Friends,  and  he  wished  it  to  be  unde^ 
stood  that  what  he  desired  to  sav  he 
spoke  without  communication  with  uem. 

Mb.  speaker  called  the  right  Yum. 
Gentleman  to  Order,  as  he  had  alresdj 
spoken  on  the  Amendment  before  the 
House — that  of  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Member  for  Oxford. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOXJET  saii 
he  was  ready,  if  it  would  facilitate  dis- 
cussion, to  withdraw  his  Amendment 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  beUered 
that  the  proposal  now  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment would  effect  the  object  which 
he  and  his  Friends  sitting  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House  had  in 
view,  and  if  there  was  an  understanding 
that  upon  the  withdrawal  of  his  Amend- 
mejit  the  House  would  proceed  to  a 
division  upon  the  omission  of  the  words 
**  not  being  resident  in  the  district  of  a 
school  board,"  he  should  be  happy  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment.  He  trusted, 
however,  that  some  assurance  would  be 
given  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  firont 
Opposition  Bench  that  they  would  not 
throw  any  obstruction  in  the  way,  be- 
cause otherwise  the  withdrawal  of  his 
Amendment  would  place  him  in  an  un- 
favourable position. 

Mr.  fa  W  CETT  pointed  out  that  the 
25th  clause  of  the  Act  of  1870  gave  a 
permissive  power  to  school  boards,  whils 
the  present  Amendment  was  oldigatanr. 
The  result  would  be  that  there  would  ot 
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a  penniflsiTe  clause  in  operation  in  one 
Act  as  to  school  boards,  while  in  another 
Boards  of  Guardians  would  be  compelled 
to  pay  these  rates.  Did  not  the  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  think  that, 
under  these  circumstances,  it  would  be 
a  necessary  part  of  his  proposal  to  re- 
peal the  25th  clause  of  the  Act  of 
1870? 

The  O'DONOGHUE  recommended 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment,  and 
that  the  matter  should  be  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  Gbyemment,  in  wliich,  in 
this  respect,  he  had  perfect  confidence. 

Thb  CHANOELLOR  of  tiik  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  that  the  point  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  was  no 
doubt  important,  but  he  would  suggest 
that  it  would  be  more  conveniently  dis- 
cussed after  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Amendment,  and  when  the  proposal  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  was  before  the  House. 
They  were  not  asked  to  agree  to  the 
proposal,  but  simply  to  allow  the  with- 
arawal  of  the  Amendments  on  the 
Paper,  so  as  to  be  in  a  condition  to  con- 
sider and  deal  with  it. 

Mb.  BAMSAY  said,  that  the  Amend- 
xnent  of  the  Gbyemment  would  leave 
the  law  exactly  the  same  as  it  now  ex- 
isted in  Scotland,  and  he  approved  of  it 
on  that  account. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  whether  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment  and  the  Go- 
vernment proposal  would  not  be  exactly 
the  same,  except  that  the  latter  would 
avoid  naming  the  school  board  in  a  de- 
rogatory manner  ? 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  wislied  to  ask 
who  would  be  the  judge  of  justice  in 
this  case  ?  The  noble  Lord  defended  his 
Amendment  on  the  ground  of  justice ; 
but  if  no  discretion  was  left  either  to 
the  school  boards  or  the  Guardians  he 
should  like  to  know  who  was  to  decide 
what  was  justice  ? 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, and  proposed  Amendmenti  by 
leave,  mtkdrawn, 

Mb,  W.  E.  FOESTER  proposed  to 
insert  after  the  word  "parent"  the 
words  ''not  being  a  pauper."  The 
daase  was  not  meant  to  apply  to  pau- 
pers, and  he  thought,  therefore,  that  this 
Amendment  was  necessary.  With  re- 
gard to  the  dause  before  us,  his  posi- 
tion in  the  matter  was  different  from 


that  of  several  of  his  hon.  Friends.  He 
had  always  defended  the  25th  clauRe, 
being  of  opinion  that  the  right  should 
be  given  to  the  parent  of  choosing  what- 
ever school  he  would  prefer  to  send  his 
child  to ;  and  he  was  willing  to  abide  by 
the  exact  terms  of  the  letter  written  in 
1871,  for  which  he  was  responsible,  but  in 
which  the  Marquess  of  Eipon  also  agreed. 
It  was  to  the  effect  that  the  Department 
considered  that  by  the  Act  of  1870  there 
was  a  discretion  in  school  boards,  whe- 
ther they  should  make  a  bye-law  or  not ; 
but  that  they  would  be  acting  in  the 
spirit  of  the  Act  of  1 870  if  they  did  make 
a  bye-law.  He  regretted  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Westmeath  (Lord 
Robert  Montagu)  had  mooted  the  ques- 
tion, and  that  the  Government  had  last 
night  rather  hastily  adopted  his  Amend- 
ment, as  it  must  inevitably  load  to  se- 
rious difficulties.  He  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
could  not,  however,  disown  or  retract  his 
own  views.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
supporters  of  the  25th  clause  were  bound 
to  push  their  views  to  a  lo^cal  conclu- 
sion and  to  support  the  Amendment ; 
but  it  was  not  always  expedient  in  ad- 
ministrative and  Parliamentary  matters 
to  push  things  to  their  logical  conclu- 
sion. If,  moreover,  the  Government  had 
intended  to  carry  out  the  principle  to  its 
logical  conclusion,  they  ought  to  have 
put  the  proposal  in  the  original  Bill. 
Again,  thia  proposal  did  two  things ;  it 
not  only  took  from  the  school  board  the 
discretion  they  now  possessed ;  but  it  sub- 
jected the  school  board  to  the  authority 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians.  He  repeated 
that  it  would  have  been  bettor  to  let  the 
matter  alone.  The  2oth  clause  of  the 
Act  of  1870  was  now  exciting  very  little 
feeling  or  attention  throughout  the  coun- 
try, and  it  was  unwise  to  renew  the 
agitation  it  had  excited  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord.  He  now,  how- 
ever, came  to  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
to  omit  the  words  ''  not  being  resident 
in  the  district  of  a  school  board,"  the 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  make  it  the 
duty  of  Guardians  all  over  the  Kingdom 
to  pay  the  fees  of  poor  children,  but, 
at  the  same  time,  to  leave  to  the  school 
boards  the  option  they  now  possessed,  by 
leaving  the  2dth  clause  unrepealed.  Well, 
having  always  adopted  the  principle  of 
the  25th  clause,  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
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thus  putting  England  in  the  position 
now  occupied  in  this  respect  by  Scot- 
land, on  condition,  however,  that  if  this 
was  done  the  present  clause  should  be 
repealed.  He  could  not  help  saying,  al- 
though many  of  his  Friends  would  not 
agree  with  him,  that  the  Bill  was  a  pro- 
gress in  education  and  would  tena  to 
promote  it  throughout  the  countiy,  and 
he  trusted  the  Government  would  not 
imperil  its  passing  by  persevering  in 
their  proposal,  without  accepting  the 
suggestion  that  the  25th  clause  should 
be  repealed. 

Mr.  pell  said,  that,  much  as  he 
regretted  all  that  had  occurred  last 
night,  he  believed  that  good  had  come 
out  of  it.  If  his  noble  Friend's  sugges- 
tion were  adopted,  the  inquiry  as  to  the 
position  of  parents  and  their  ability  to 
pay  school  fees  would  be  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  Guardians,  who  could, 
though  their  officers,  carry  out  that  duty 
much  better  than  the  school  boards; 
and  if  that  were  agreed  to,  he  could  see 
no  objection  to  the  repeal  of  the  25th 
clause. 

Sir  WILLL/yd:  HAECOURT  ob- 
served that  he  was  in  a  different  position 
from  that  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  occupied,  as  he  had  never  been 
a  consenting  party  to  a  great  portion  of 
the  legislation  of  1870.  He  was  always 
an  opponent  of  the  25th  clause,  and 
would  gladly  see  it  repealed ;  but  that 
which  was  now  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  would  be  an  aggravation 
for  it  would  make  universal  and  com- 
pulsory the  principle  of  that  clause. 
What  had  now  taken  place  showed  that 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
had  not  acted  unjustifiably  in  asking  for 
some  time  for  discussing  the  matter. 
Ho  felt  bound  to  vote  against  the  pro- 
posed Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord, 
which  was  full  of  the  objections  which 
he  ft^lt  with  respect  to  the  25th  clause. 

Mu.  CALLAN  said,  that  the  scenes 
of  last  evening  had  one  good  result,  for 
they  showed  that  the  Irish  Members, 
although  deserted  by  the  front  Opposi- 
tion bench,  had  found  Friends  at  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  For  his  part 
he,  as  an  Irish  Roman  Catholic,  re- 
garded with  suspicion  any  proposal 
coming  from  the  front  Opposition  bench. 
He  remembered  a  memorable  night 
when  the  late  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General,  with  elephantine  power,  came 
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down  to  supported  the  UniTenitj  Bill 
of  the  late  Government,  and  his  prin* 
cipal  argument  in  its  favour  was  that  it 
was  a  BiU  disapproved  of  equally  by  ths 
Protestants  ana  Roman  Oatnolios.  Pro- 
bably his  reason  for  now  oppoeinff  the 
Amendment  was  that  it  was  one  in  &- 
vour  of  the  pauper  Roman  Gatholie 
children  in  England.  He  hoped  that  ia 
those  places  where  there  were  msnj 
Irish  electors  the  Division  Lasts  upon  the 
question  would  be  carefully  examined, 
and  that  on  educational  questions  the 
front  Opposition  bench  would  be  divided 
now  and  for  ever  from  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Party. 

Mb.  RICHARD  said,  he  concurred  in 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oxford  {8a 
William  Haroourt).  He  had  himsdf 
always  objected  to  the  25th  clause,  and 
in  1874  introduced  a  Bill  for  the  purpoee 
of  repealing  it,  and  that  measure  was 
supported  by  the  whole  of  the  libml 
Party,  except  those  connected  with  Ire- 
land. He  thought  that  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Callan)  would  not  contribute  to  the 
peaceable  discussion  of  the  question,  and 
hoped  that  no  man  in  that  House  would 
be  deterred  from  recording  his  vote  bj 
the  kind  of  threat  which  ne  had  held 
out.  He  (Mr.  Richard)  deeply  regretted 
that  the  Government  had  accepted  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  tne  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath,  as  the  e£fect  would 
be  to  promote  discussions  in  the  country 
full  of  bitterness  and  animosities.  He 
concurred  in  thinking  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  was  an  aggra- 
vated form  of  the  25th  clause,  and  he 
should  feel  bound  to  g^ve  it  every  resiet* 
ance. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  pointed  out  that  the 
Amendment  indicated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Merthyr  TydvH  was  not  before 
the  House.  The  Amendment  before  it 
was  that  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said  it  was  ▼eir  de- 
sirable that  the  Government  should  at 
once  state  what  their  intentions  were 
in  reference  to  the  25th  clause. 

Viscount  8AND0N  said,  the  Oorem- 
ment  had  been  struck  by  the  very  marked 
feeling  of  the  House  with  reference  to 
the  25th  clause,  and  thought  it  their 
duty  to  give  way  to  it.  B,  therefore, 
his  Amendment  were  accepted,  he  ahould 
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assent  to  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
C^tleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
that  the  2dth  clause  be  repealed. 

Mb.  CLABE  bead  said,  he  sup- 
ported the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
because  its  object  was  that  every  poor 
child  should  receive  religious  teaching 
in  conformity  with  the  religion  of  his 
parents.  In  a  rural  Board  of  Guardians 
of  which  he  was  a  member  no  question 
except  that  of  the  poverty  of  the  parents 
erer  arose  when  the  question  of  edu- 
cating pauper  children  arose.  The  Guar- 
dians had  simply  done  the  best  they 
could  for  the  education  of  the  children, 
and  had  always  sent  pauper  children 
to  the  schools  which  their  parents  pre- 
ferred. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  pointed  out  that  the 
assent  which  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
'President  of  the  Council  promised  to  the 
proposal  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bradford  was,  in  fact,  no 
concession  at  all.  If  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  to  be  made 
mthe  1 4th  clause  was  adopted,  the  25th 
dause  of  the  former  Act  must  go  as  a 
matter  of  course.  The  noble  Lord  pro- 
posed, as  a  concession,  to  repeal  the 
36th  dause,  which  gave  optional  power 
to  remit  or  pay  fees,  and  to  substitute 
for  it  a  clause  which  would  render  the 
payment  of  school  fees  compulsory  upon 
all  Boards  of  Guardians. 

Mb.  MELDON  thought  there  would 
he  no  necessity  to  repeal  the  25th  clause, 
aSy  in  his  view,  that  provision  and  the 
dause  in  the  present  Bill  would  work 
harmoniously  together. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  was  understood  to 
intimate  that  he  did  not  approve  of  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  considered 
it  desirable  that  all  impediments  to 
children  being  taught  in  conformity 
with  the  religion  of  their  parents  ought 
to  be  removed. 

Db.  WAED  said,  the  true  Liberals 
on  this  question  were  the  Irish  Members 
and  some  hon.  Members  on  the  Ministe- 
rial side  of  the  House. 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  inserted. 

ViscouKT  8AND0N  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  Clause  14,  page  6,  lines 
10  and  11,  the  omission  of  the  words, 
**  not  being  resident  in  the  district  of  a 
School  Board." 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6, 
line  10,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  not 
being  resident  in  the  district  of  a  School 
Board." — ( Viscount  Sandon,) 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  he  wished,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  express  his  deep 
regret  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  re-opened  a  question  which  there 
was  reason  to  hope  was  in  a  fair  way  of 
being  settled  by  the  consent  of  different 
opinions.     Unfortunately,  too,  they  had 
raised  the  question  in  a  manner  not 
creditable  to  themselves.     Without  con- 
sideration they  had  adopted  an  Amend- 
ment to  a  clause  calling  up  the  conten- 
tion of  last  night,  and  by  their  present 
proposal  they  had  shown  the  Amend- 
ment  to    be  an  untenable  one.      The 
course  that  they  (the  Opposition)  took 
last  night  was  justified  by  the  event,  and 
had  shown  that  they  were  perfectly  right 
in  urging  that  there  should  be  more  con- 
sideration of  the  matter.     They  now  had 
to  consider  what  course  should  be  taken 
in  relation  to  the  present  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council.     It  appeared  to  him  (Mr. 
Eylands)  that  they  were  now  practically 
brought  to  face  a  great  difficulty.  They 
had  dealt  with  pauperism,  and  Parlia- 
ment had  met  the  difficulty  by  saying — 
**  We  will  give  a  free  education  to  the 
children  of  pauper  parents,  and  we  will 
recognize  the  religion  of  those  children's 
parents,  and  allow  them  to  choose  their 
school ;   and    in  many  districts  in  the 
country  we  propose  to  give  facilities  for 
the  payment  of  the  fees  of  the  children 
of   indigent  parents."    That  was    the 
course  they  ,had  taken,  and  they  had 
now  to  determine  what  should  be  done 
in  the  case  of  the  large  towns.  Were  they 
to  say  to  poor  parents — *' Unless  you 
pay  the  money  you  cannot  afford  to  pay, 
and  unless  you  send  your  children  to 
schools  to  which  you  cannot  afford  to 
send  them,  you  shall  be  subject  to  fine 
or  imprisonment  ?"     For  his  own  part, 
he  was  not  prepared  to  be  a  party  to  the 
fining  or  imprisoning  of  poor  people  who 
could  not  afford  to  pay  for  their  chil- 
dren's education.    If  the  authority  of 
the   law  were  brought  in,   they  were 
bound  to  make  provision   in  that  law 
that  a  person  who  was  not  in  a  position 
to  pay  should  not  suffer  punishment  for 
his  poverty,  but  some  means  must  be 
provided  by  which  he  should  be  en- 
abled to  fulfil  the  requirements  of  the 
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law  nnfl  havo  his  chilJron  educated.  Ho 
(Mr.  UylanjH)  slumld  liavo  boon  p^lad  if 
thoro  wori)  no  sucli  roli prions  diiliculty, 
and  ho  folt  it  would  havo  boon  a  groat 
blossiuf^  if  tho  rolij^ious  diffioulty  had 
boon  roniovod.  What  position  wore 
thoy  now  in  ?  Parliament  gave  paupor 
children  tho  opjM)i'tunity  of  going  to  the 
school  thoir  paroulH  preferred,  and  the 
same  opportunity  was  given  to  people 
who  wore  well  oil ;  but  what  was  to  be 
done  in  roHpoet  of  those  persons  in  that 
(^lass  which  was  just  above  pauporisin — 
who  were  struggling  against  pauperism  ? 
ISimply,  because  thoy  were  poor  were 
they  to  be  denied  that  whic^h  was  given 
to  paupers  and  to  those  who  were  mucli 
better  olf  ?  Was  it  to  be  said  to  tliem 
— "  We  insist  that  you  shall  either  send 
your  children  to  school  and  pay  their 
school  fees  out  of  your  miserable  re- 
sources," or  else  compel  them  to  send 
their  children  to  schools  which  the 
parents  in  thoir  own  ctmsciencos  thought 
thoy  ought  not  to  be  mmt  to?  He  had 
always  felt  as  a  magistrate  that  if  he 
had  to  exercise  the  ctmipulsory  require- 
ments of  the  Education  law — if  a  parent 
were  willing  to  send  his  cliild  to  a  school 
of  a  particular  denomination,  and  it  was 
not  o])(Mi  for  him  to  do  so — and  if  he 
knew  that  the  parent  was  unable  from 
his  poverty  to  pay,  he  must  say  as  a 
magistrate  that  under  those  circum- 
stances he  wouhl  not  send  a  man  to  pri- 
son. Ho  considered  that  Doards  of 
(hiardians  were  fur  bottcjr  judges  of 
who  wore  paupt»rs  than  a  school  Imard 
could  bo.  It  was  most  unwise  in  his 
opiiii(m  that  school  boards  should  undor 
tho  *2i)ih  clauso  have  that  control  of  tlie 
rates.  It  had  a  tendency  to  promote  an 
undue  partiality  for  some  particular 
s<!hools,  and  there  was  a  temptation  to 
give  relief  to  parents  who  were  not  the 
proper  recipients  of  that  relief.  Every- 
one was  perfectly  well  aware  that  a 
jierson  would  not  go  to  tho  Board  of 
Guardians  unless  from  sheer  necessity, 
and  if  ho  did  go  an  olFicor  would  be  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  the  cin^umstances 
of  tlie  applicant  for  relief ;  and  he  could 
trust  the  lioard  of  (ruardians  so  to  in- 
vestigate every  application  that  came 
before  them  under  this  clause,  that  it 
would  prevent  any  abuse.  When  means 
were  provided  for  giving  food  to  those 
who  were  starving,  some  means  should 
also  be  found  to  supply  intellectual 
food.     He  would  not  be  a  party  to  the 
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mockery  of  saying  to  people  wlio  wen 
quite  unable  to  pay — we  insist  on  joa 
sending  your  children  to  school,  and 
yet  take  no  means  of  providing  the  fen 
they  could  not  pay.  He  recognised  in 
the  Amendment  no  case  of  ooncurrent  en- 
dowment ;  to  that  he  had  strong  objec- 
tion, as  indeed  he  had  to  all  religuNu 
endowment.  The  religious  difficulty  wni 
the  greatest  to  contend  with  in  the 
matter  of  education,  but  if  the  leedinf^ 
endowment  of  religion  by  th^  State,  in 
the  form  of  a  Church  Establishmeat 
were  removed,  the  difficulties  in  the  vst 
of  education  would  be  reduced  to  i 
minimum.  He  regretted  that  he  could 
not  go  with  some  of  his  Friends,  but  he 
was  only  taking  the  line  he  had  fol- 
lowed throughout  these  discussions.  The 
Amendment  had  been  suggested  by  vaj 
of  a  compromise,  and  he  did  not  UA 
called  u]>on  to  refuse  it. 

Mh.  MEIjLOB  begged  to  oompIiiaeBt 
tho  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Kylauds)  on  the  change  which  had  oome 
over  his  sentiments  after  last  night'i 
rest.  The  hon.  Member  had  gone  into 
the  Lobby  three  times  against  the  pio- 
posal  submitted  yesterday,  but  he  nov 
saw  his  way  to  accept  it  in  another  fonn. 
Thoy  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  Tin- 
dicated  last  night  by  their  rotes  the 
position  which  hon.  Oontlemen  opposite 
now  took  up,  and  they  expressea  their 
determination  to  remain  to  an  hour  hov- 
ever  late,  if  necessary,  to  do  so.  Varinu« 
attempts  at  compromise  had  been  nuui** 
on  the  previous  night,  but  they  had  all 
boon  frustrated  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite. Nt)w,  however,  for  political  pur- 
poses, and  in  order  to  retain  that  posi- 
tion which  some  of  them  thought  they 
possessed,  they  turned  round  and  took 
the  popular  view,  and  began  to  plead  for 
the  paui)er  and  the  poor. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  considered  that 
the  House  were  about  to  pass  a  dmuis 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
poor  of  large  towns.  The  clause  would 
make  the  fees  to  Homan  Catholic  schooU 
compulsory,  and  the  effect  of  that  wooU 
be  that  the  Educational  Votes  of  this 
country,  like  the  Educational  Fund  in 
Ireland,  would  become  largely  oonth- 
butory  to  luonastic  and  conTsntiud 
schools.  [''  Oh,  oh !"!  They  all  knew 
that  the  influence  of  the  priests  otv 
Koman  CathoUcs  was  such  toat  many  of 
those  parents  would  make  themsslTss 
poor  for  the  nonce,  in  order  to  obtaia 
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the  farour  of  thoir  npiritnal  diror- 
tow.  ["Oh,  oh!  aud  No!"]  Whiit 
the  IIouHO  wuH  now  doiii^  wu4  ^ivin^ 
a  foroiKl  HubHidy  to  thoso  Koiuau  Oatlio- 
lio  Hohoolrt  ruspitc^tiii^  which  an  InHpootor 
had  latuly  rujMirtod  that — 

'*ha  liiniiMitod  totitiitiithfit  tho  Roiiifiii  Piitho- 
Itc  HchotiU  imi  now  inninly  iimiiTtlin  tuition  iind 
direction  of  monkH  und  niuiH." 

The  propoHal,  in  iiict,  was  muthor  moro 
nor  luHs  tlian  ronciirront  oiidowiunnt  in 
a  very  ohjcctionahhi  form.  To  his 
thinkinf^,  if  tho  Mtato  iniUHtod  on  com- 
pulsion, it  ought  alno  to  ])rovi(hj  tho 
HchoolH.  That  courju)  had  hcon  adoptod 
in  Gurmany  and  tho  UnittMl  StatuH,  and 
it  was  a  conHiHtont  courm).  Tlioy  wort% 
by  what  thuy  wore  doiti)^,  lanncliin^ 
thoniHolvoH  on  a  coufno  tho  roHultn  of 
which  ho  waH  conHdont  thoy  couhi  not 
aoo,  and  from  which  lioroaftor  thny  would 
find  it  vurydiflicult  to  withdraw. 

Mk.  M'LAKKN  Haid,  tho  rual  qnon- 
tion  was  whothor  si'hool  boardH  or  Boards 
of  Guardians  wuro  tho  most  likoly  to 
administor  tho  local  ratos  witli  thff 
greatest  i^onouiy.  That  iMiiut  was  dis- 
cuHsed  in  connection  with  tho  S<;otch  Act, 
and  tho  IIouho  had  unanimously  agroed 
to  give  tho  power  now  sought  to  tlio 
Boards  of  Guanlians,  or,  in  other  words, 
to  the  panx:hial  hoards  in  tScotland. 

Mu.  DODSON  said,  ho  would  voto 
against  tho  AuKindmunt.  As  tho  matter 
now  stood,  whero  thnro  wore  scliool 
boards  they  had  a  diHonlion  as  to  tho 
payment  of  fees.  Whero  there  was  no 
achotjl  iKjard,  tho  Koanl  (»f  (juiirdiatis 
were  to  pay  fees  ;  hut  they  had  no  dis- 
cretion in  the  matter  exeM[)t  as  to  whe- 
ther tho  parent  of  the  child  was  able  to 
pay  or  not.  The  school  board  was  the 
higher  educational  authority,  and  they 
had,  therefore,  a  wider  discretion  in 
judging  in  tho  matter.  lie  was  not  in 
favour  of  withdrawing  the  discretion 
now  ])OAsessed  by  the  higlior  authority 
in  order  to  confer  a  niore  liuiitetl  dis- 
cretion on  tho  inferior  authority,  tlio 
Board  of  Guanlians.  He  objected  to 
alter  a  system  which  had  hitherto  worked 
well  unless  for  the  most  valid  reasons. 
The  alteration  now  pn>posed  had  been 
Kprung  upon  them  suddenly,  and  he  was 
not  prepared  to  voto  for  it  at  a  moment's 
Botiee. 

Ifa.  A.  MILLS  pointed  out  that  it 
waa  not  a  question  as  to  a  higher  or 
lower  authority.    Indeed,  it  was  not  an 


oducational  matter  at  all.  Tt  was  a  mere 
({U««Htion  as  to  thtt  degree  of  |M)verty  and 
tho  ability  of  tho  ])arent  to  pay  ncIiooI 
fees,  of  which  tho  Hoard  of  Guardians 
must  b(t  better  judgt^s  than  the  st^hotd 
board. 

Ma.  GOSCIIIKN  remarktwl  that  iiU 
though  (iuardians  might  bo  better 
judges  of  the  poverty  t>f  piirt^nts,  on  tho 
oth«a*  hand,  ho  submitted  that  school 
boards  would  be  the  bt^Ht  judgtm  iis  t^) 
tluMuerits  of  tho  schools,  and  tlu^r  re- 
H|Ktctive  worth inens  to  rectuve  the  lettH, 
for  tht«y  could  t<ike  thos4)  things  into 
thttir  consideration,  and  that  the  Guar- 
dians had  no  power  to  do.  It  was  now 
proposiul  that  tlut  latter,  ev(»n  in  sehoid 
districts,  should,  at  the  option  of  tho 
parent,  ])ay  fees  to  any  school,  irrespec- 
tive altogether  of  its  character,  and  tiiat 
was  a  inatter  wliich  re<piired  to  be  looktMl 
aft4<r. 

TiiK  nnAN(JKLU)UoF  niK  KXCII K- 
QIJKK  said,  tho  question  of  wliether  tho 
money  rained  from  Uie  rates  for  the  pur- 

1)ose  of  education  should  bo  applietl  to 
)oard  s<:hools  only,  or  to  sucli  s<;h<M>lN  as 
tho  [tansnts  ap^mivisl,  was  neither  with 
the  sf^hool  boards  nor  the  Hoards  of 
(huirdians,  but  witli  the  ilit^h  Oourt  of 
Parlianu^nt.  It  was  a  quest itui  of  high 
policy,  which  ought  to  be  determined  on 
general  gn)Utuls  by  I'arliiiment,  and  not 
left  to  be  settled  by  every  school  board 
according  to  tho  views  of  particular 
lethalities.  Accordingly,  if  tho  Houho 
were  going,  as  he  hoped  tli<!y  w<*re, 
after  passing  this  Amendment,  toucei-pt 
the  proposition  to  reppultiie  liMi  t'.\n\i.'*ii 
of  the  A(!t  of  1870,  tliey  would  be  ndiev- 
ing  the  school  boards  of  what  he  tliou^lit 
was  an  embarrassing  task  impohcd  upon 
tliem,  and  transferritig  once  for  ail  to 
Parliament  the  duty  of  d(fciding  the 
general  principle  on  wliich  relief  should 
be  given.  That  being  done,  t)ie  House 
might  safely  leiivo  t)ie  settlement  of  in- 
dividual cases  totlie  Hoardsof  Guardians, 
who  had  the  best  means  of  forming  a 
judgment  upon  them. 

Mit.  LYON  I'LAYFAIU  agreed  that 
thti  proposal  involved  a  principle  whidi 
Parliament  ought  to  settle,  and  that  it 
was  an  improvement  on  the  Amendturtnt 
of  tlie  noble  li^ml  tho  Member  for  Went- 
meath  (Ijurd  J  Robert  Montagu).  Sup- 
posing it  to  be  carried,  then,  as  a  logical 
c(jnBe(|uence,  it  would  bo  desirable  that 
tho  25th  chiusoof  tho  Act  of  1 870  should 
bo  rei>oalod.    At  the  same  time  he  should 
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consider  it  his  duty  to  vote  against  the 
Amendment  for  several  reasons.  It  was 
said  the  Amendment  would  establish 
a  uniform  system  for  the  whole  country. 
The  Guardians  in  Scotland  did  pay  the 
fees ;  but  the  power  in  the  Scotch  Bill 
was  very  carefully  guarded,  whereas  in 
this  Bill  the  parent  was  told  he  could 
apply  for  parochial  relief  for  the  educa- 
tion of  his  child,  and  yet  not  be  pauper- 
ized or  degraded  by  failing  to  peru>rm 
his  duty  to  his  child.  On  a  former  oc- 
casion the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  wisely  said — 
"  There  must  be  no  free  education  except 
for  those  who  are  in  receipt  of  pauper 
relief."  Surely,  if  a  person  was  not  a 
pauper,  he  could  find  a  \d,  or  2d,  per 
week  to  educate  his  child.  But  if  he 
was  on  such  a  margin  of  destitution  that 
he  could  not  do  so,  then  the  different 
religious  Bodies  who  wished  his  children 
to  be  educated  would  readily  find  the 
money  for  him.  This  clause,  however, 
would  make  the  giving  of  this  relief 
compulsory,  and  very  largely  extend  the 
principle.  He  objected  to  it  on  the 
ground  that  it  took  the  House  by  sur- 
prise. Such  an  important  alteration 
ought  to  be  most  carefully  considered  by 
the  House.  At  the  very  end  of  the 
Session,  when  the  country  had  no  ex- 
pectation of  such  a  proposal,  the  Govern- 
ment introduced  this  large  change,  which 
he  believed  would  have  a  most  depioral- 
izing  and  pauperizing  influence  upon  the 
people  in  our  large  towns.  Under  these 
circumstances,  as  on  a  previous  occasion, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  op- 
posed the  abolition  of  the  25th  clause  at 
the  end  of  a  Session,  so  he  was  of  opinion 
that  thoy  ought  not  to  decide  this  ques- 
tion without  giving  the  country  time  to 
consider  it. 

Mr.  HAYTER  said,  he  would  ex- 
plain the  operation  of  the  present  law  in 
a  London  parish  as  it  had  been  told  him 
by  a  Poor  Law  Guardian.  The  fees 
were  paid  by  the  relieving  officer  direct 
to  the  school  managers,  and  the  names 
of  recipients  printed  on  a  list  correspon- 
ding with  the  lists  of  other  recipients  of 
relief.  If  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  were  accepted,  this  plan  would  be 
acted  upon  throughout  the  country ;  and 
it  would  pauperize  the  people  thus  to 
bring  them  into  contact  with  Boards  of 
Guardians  for  school  fees.  That  was  a 
dangerous  principle,  and  he  decidedly 
objected  to  it. 

Mr.  Lyon  Play  fair 


Mb.  E.  JENKINS  opposedthe  Amend- 
ment, urging  that  it  oontinued  the  polkr 
of  hostility  to  school  boards  whica  the 
Government  had  already  evinced,  ud 
that  what  they  were  asked  to  do  bj  tha 
clause  was  to  pay  money  for  nsraiti 
who  selected  schools  where  their  duUren 
would  receive  the  religious  edncatioii 
which  they  wished  them  to  be  instmctad 
in.  The  clause  would  have  the  effect  of 
encouraging  Ultramontane  dootrine§^ 
doctrines  subversive  of  the  principlei 
upon  which  the  House  rested.  He  wu 
an  advocate  of  religious  freedom,  and 
as  such  he  maintained  that  the  Ammd- 
ment  was  consistent  with  all  that  the 
Government  had  done  in  aid  of  denomi- 
nationalism  as  against  free  edncatioB, 
but  he  hoped  the  time  was  not  far  off 
when  the  House  would  be  able  to  revoie 
their  policy.    

Mr.  FAWOETT  said,  the  Bomu 
Catholic  Members  had  a  perfect  right  to 
their  own  views  on  education,  bnt  ha 
and  his  Friends  had  an  equal  right  to 
theirs.  There  was,  in  fact,  an  insepiinhlo 
gulf  between  them,  and  whatever  tiiresta 
might  be  thrown  out,  and  whatever  the 
consequences  of  the  next  Election  might 
be,  he  and  those  who  thought  with  him 
would  be  firm,  stanch,  and  consLstent 
in  the  principles  they  advocated.  The 
Government,  in  their  new  zeal  for  cen- 
tralization, were  about  to  impose  this 
duty  upon  the  Guardians  without  aseer- 
taining  whether  they  thought  it  desirable, 
or  giving  the  Guardians  the  discretion 
which  had  been  allowed  to  school  boards. 
He  thought  their  opinion  might  at  least 
have  been  consulted  before  the  Amend- 
ment was  brought  forward.  The  effect 
of  the  clause  would  be  to  pauperize  thi* 
country.  He  had  always  objected  to  the 
25th  clause  of  the  Education  Act  on 
social  and  economical,  far  more  than 
religious  grounds,  and  be  maintained 
that  it  was  idle  to  say  that  a  person  who 
could  not  afford  2d.  or  3i^.  a-week  to 
educate  his  child  was  not  a  pauper,  es- 
pecially as  in  the  Bill  they  had  declared 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  parents  to  educate 
their  children  as  much  as  to  feed  and 
clothe  them.  If  a  man,  in  consequence 
of  illness  or  injury  from  an  accident, 
was  unable  to  work  for  a  few  weeks, 
and  obtained  medical  relief,  he  was  in- 
stantaneously declared  to  be  a  pauper, 
and  debarred  from  exercising  his  rights 
of  citizenship  for  one  year.  But  by  the 
Bill  it  was  proposed  to  allow  a  man  to 
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obtain  relief  for  tlie  education  of  his 
ehild,  and  it  was  provided  that  he  should 
not  thereby  become  a  pauper.  Parlia- 
ment ouffht  at  least  to  be  consistent, 
and  to  adopt  the  same  principle  in  both 
cases ;  and  the  reason  why  they  did  not 
he  could  only  conclude  was,  that  there 
was  some  unavowed  motive  at  the  back 
of  it.  Hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  owing 
to  the  course  they  had  taxen,  had  ac- 
quired fresh  allies  in  the  hon.  Member 
K>r  Dundalk  (Mr.  Callan)  and  his 
Friends ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  desired 
to  ascertain  whether  his  enthusiastic 
feeling  of  rejoicing  at  the  new  alliance 
were  reciprocated,  let  him  next  Session 
move  a  Eesolution  to  the  effect  that  the 
denominational  system  of  education 
which  worked  so  well  in  England  should 
be  extended  to  Ireland.  In  that  event, 
he  believed  the  hon.  Member  would  find 
out  that  those  to  whom  he  had  allied 
himself,  while  they  were  in  favour  of 
denominationalism  in  England,  would 
Bay  that  in  Ireland  that  system  would 
mean  the  promotion  of  Ultramontanism, 
and  that  they  would  tell  him  that  even 
at  the  cost  of  losing  the  valuable  support 
of  the  Member  for  Dundalk  they  would 
do  as  they  had  done  since  the  establish- 
ment of  the  system  of  the  late  Lord 
Derby — give  their  support  to  the  precious 
principle  of  undenominational  eaucation 
m  Ireland.  He  regretted  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  was  not  before  the 
House  in  print,  in  order  that  they  might 
consider  what  Amendments  ought  to  be 
introduced  into  it.  Of  course,  the  Go- 
Temment,  with  the  aid  of  their  new 
Irish  allies,  would  overpower  the  Oppo- 
sition and  carry  their  Amendment,  and 
they  would  not  be  met  by  any  factious 
opposition.  [Ironical  Cheer tJ]  He  was 
glad  to  hear  that  ironical  cheer,  but  he 
would  remind  the  House  that  although 
he  had  moved  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  last  night  it  was  now  acknow- 
ledged on  aU  sides,  even  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
Pell),  that  the  course  he  had  adopted 
had  led  to  the  best  results.  At  least,  it 
had  enabled  the  (Government  to  place 
before  the  House  what  one  of  their 
leading  Friends  considered  to  be  a  better 
proposal.  If  it  were  adopted  it  would 
still  be  open  to  him  (Mr.  Fawcett)  to 
raise  the  question  whether  the  power 
should  be  optional  or  compulsory,  and, 
accordingly,  he  begged  to  give  Notice 


that  at  the  proper  time  he  would  move 
the  omission  from  the  Amendment  of  the 
words,  **  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Guar- 
dians," in  order  to  substitute  the  word 
"  may  "  for  **  shall,'*  so  as  to  leave 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  the  same  position 
that  school  boards  now  occupied. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  that  as  the 
House  was  desirous  to  go  to  a  division, 
he  would  intrude  briefly  upon  their  time. 
For  himself,  he  did  not  care  whence 
the  settlement  of  that  difficult  question 
originated  if  it  only  proved  satisfactory ; 
and  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
claimed  the  credit  of  the  satisfactory 
settlement  which  he  hoped  was  about  to 
be  arrived  at,  ho  was  quite  willing  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  all  the 
credit  that  was  due  to  him  in  the  matter. 
The  hon.  Member  also  said  that  it  was 
a  strong  measure  to  put  this  duty  upon 
the  Guardians  without  consulting  them. 
But  they  had  reason  to  know  that  the 
bulk  of  the  Guardians  would  not  object 
to  the  duty  in  question.  The  14th  clause 
already  applied  to  about  half  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  in  the  countr}',  and  not 
one  word  of  remonstrance  had  been  re- 
ceived from  any  one  of  them,  and  he 
thought  they  would  be  glad  to  have  the 
means  of  putting  a  check  on  unnecessary 
local  expenditure.  Again,  it  had  been 
urged  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
the  proposed  change  would  demoralize 
and  pauperize  the  people.  But  the  system 
had  been  in  operation  since  1872  in 
Scotland,  and  its  operation  had  been 
found  to  be  satisfactory.  How  could  it 
be  urged,  then,  that  that  which  was 
good  for  Scotland  could  be  demoralizing 
and  pauperizing  in  England?  Contri- 
butions had  been  made  from  various 
quarters  to  the  solution  of  the  question, 
which  had  been  thoroughly  discussed 
with  great  advantage,  and  he  trusted 
the  House  would  feel  that  they  were 
now  in  a  position  to  come  to  a  decision 
on  the  subject. 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  said,  that  he 
had  so  recently  come  into  the  House  that 
he  felt  reluctant  to  trespass  on  its  time, 
being  of  opinion  he  should  best  show  his 
respect  for  the  Assembly  he  was  so  proud 
to  enter  by  refraining  from  addressing  it 
while  inexperienced  in  its  Forms  and 
Practice.  But  the  question  under  con- 
sideration was  one  in  which  he  was  so 
deeply  interested,  and  one  in  which  he 
had  taken  so  considerable  a  part  per- 
sonally, that  it  seemed  to  him  it  would 
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be  hardly  honest  if  he  were  to  remain 
silent  and  refrain  from  stating  to  the 
House  the  opinions  which  he  had  formed 
upon  the  subject.  The  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  sat  down  (Viscount  Sandon) 
said  that  they  were,  he  hoped,  about  to 
arrive  at  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the 
question.  He  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  feared 
that  the  House  could  not  be  congratu- 
lated upon  any  such  result.  As  far  as 
his  practical  experience  wont,  the  griev- 
ance the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  remedy 
had  been  considerably  exaggerated, 
while  the  effect  of  the  new  agitation  to 
be  created  by  the  Amendment  which  was 
now  proposed  had  been  altogether  under- 
estimated. Allusion  in  the  course  of  the 
debates  upon  the  Bill  had  frequently 
been  made  to  the  School  Board  of  Bir- 
mingham, to  which  he  hoped  hon. 
Members  would  at  least  give  credit  for 
honesty  of  purpose  and  real  educational 
zeal.  The  facts  in  connection  with  that 
board  had  been  partially  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Sampson 
Lloyd).  The  House  was  aware  that  at 
first  the  majority  of  the  Birmingham 
School  Board  had  been  elected  by  a 
minority  of  the  ratepayers  by  virtue  of 
the  cumulative  vote,  and  that  majority 
endeavoured  to  enforce  compulsion  be- 
fore any  board  schools  existed,  and,  con- 
sequently, before  there  was  any  choice 
of  schools.  Under  the  circumstances  it 
became  necessary  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  fees  of  the  children  of  poor 
parents  attending  denominational  schools, 
but  the  feeling  created  against  that 
course  was  so  strong,  hundreds  of  people 
declaring  that  they  would  rather  be  dis- 
trained upon  than  pay  the  **now  Church 
rate,"  that  even  the  denominationalist 
majority  of  the  board  wore  unwilling  to 
enforce  it,  and  provision  was  therefore 
made  for  payment  of  fees  in  these  casus 
by  voluntary  subscriptions.  It  was 
worthy  of  remark  that  the  tendency 
of  adopting  the  principle  of  paying 
school  fees  was  to  increase  them  in 
amount  and  number.  It  was  found 
that,  when  poor  parents  heard  of  their 
neighboui-s  having  obtained  gratuitous 
payment  of  school  fees,  they  made  ap- 
plication for  similar  advantages.  Wlien 
a  new  election  of  the  school  board 
took  place  the  majority  was  reversed, 
and  having  pushed  forward  the  erec- 
tion of  boara  schoola  they  carefullT 
considered  the  question,  and  i^A^ 
in  all  caeee  to  remit  the  nsw' 


school  fees  for  poor  children  in  bosrd 
schools,  and  in  no  case  to  pay  the  fMi 
of  children  attendine  Toluntazy  schooh. 
Since  that  was  decided  upon  no  aing^ 
complaint  of  hardship  bad  been  made. 
His  experience  had  led  him  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  religious  difficnlty  wu 
not  a  parent's  difficulty,   and  that,  in 
fact,  very  little  would  be  heard  of  it  jI 
the  priests    and    parsons  would  stand 
aside.    But  whether  the  difficulty  arose 
from  the  parents  or  not,  they  were  told 
that  a  real  grievance  arose  from  parents 
being   compelled    to    accept   education 
for  tfieir  children  in  schools  where  so 
religious  instruction  was  provided.    The 
Birmingham  School  Board  had  adopted 
the  principle  of  complete  separation  of 
religious  and  secular  education — which 
was  a  very  different  thing  from  adopting 
a  system  of  purely  secular  education. 
Mr.  Cobden  once  said  there  were  onlj 
two  ways  in  which  a  national  system  d 
education  could  be  enforced  with  any 
pretence  of  fairness.     One  was  to  bate 
a  religious  education,  and  pay  for  the 
religions  of  all  alike,   and    the   other 
to  adopt  a  secular  system.     Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  seemed  inclined  to  adopt 
the  former  alternative,  but  BomanC^ 
tholics  would  not  be  content  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire's  proposal  that  the  Pro- 
testant Bible  should  be  road  and  taught 
in   all  schools.     For  Homan   Gathouci 
religious  instruction  must  be  g^ven  by 
the  priest,  or  someone  authorized  by  the 
priesthood ;  and  special  provision  must 
also  be  made  for  other  sects.     They  had 
therefore  to  distinguish  in  this  matter  of 
the  rights  of  conscience.     They  had  to 
ask    themselves,  while   admitting  that 
they  had  no  right  to  enforce  upon  any 
man   religious  teaching  which   he  dis- 
approved, whether  they  were  prepared 
to  provide  for  him  the  religious  teaching 
which  he  wanted.     He  did  not  think  it 
was  infringing  the  legitimate  rights  of 
conscience   to    decline    such  an    extor- 
tionate demand  as    that.      We    made 
members  of  the  Society  of  Friends  pay 
war  taxes,  and  held  the  Peculiar  People 
responsible  for  the  death  of  relatives  to 
whom  they  had  given  no  medical  assist- 
ance.    These  were  cases  in  which  the 
State  held  it  right  to  put  aside  the  so- 
called  rights  of  conscience,  and  they  had 
a  similar  right  to  resist  the  demands  of 
Homan  Catholics  and  other  sects  that 
religion   should  be   paid  for  at 
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Hm  expense  of  those  who  did  not  be- 
Here  in  it.  The  Birmingham  School 
Board,  in  adopting  a  complete  separa- 
tion of  the  two  systems  were  far  from 
being  hostile  to  religious  education. 
The  non.  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Oallan)  seemed  to  have  arrived  at  the 
eoQolusion  that  a  secular  school  was  of 
necessity  an  infidel  school — an  opinion 
irhieh  had  not  always  been  held  by 
members  of  the  Catholic  Church,  for  he 
Jbund  that  at  that  moment  the  Eoman 
Oatholio  ecclesiastics  in  the  United  States 
were  contending  that  the  schools  ought 
to  be  made  secular,  because  they  con- 
sidered it  an  injustice  to  them  that  the 
Fkotestant  Bible  should  be  taught  at 
their  expense.  The  Birmingham  Board 
were  only  endeavouring  to  carry  out  in 
practice  the  principles  which  were  laid 
down  for  the  settlement  of  the  Irish 
education  difficulty;  and  10  years  ago 
the  Primate  of  Ireland  and  half  of  his 
Bishops  signed  a  Memorial  in  favour  of 
Moular  as  against  denominational  reli- 
gions teaching  in  that  country.  It  was 
•aid  that  the  Bill  was  the  logical  out- 
come of  the  Act  of  1870.  He  was  not 
prepared  to  contest  that.  The  scheme 
of  separate  religious  instruction  was  also 
aa  outcome  of  tibat  Act.  It  was  laid  down 
then  that  there  should  be  a  separation  of 
the  time  between  secular  and  religious 
education,  and  at  Birmingham  they  had 
only  carried  the  thing  a  step  further  than 
that  Act  by  separating  the  teacher  and 
the  cost  The  Birmingham  plan  had 
the  support  of  the  majority  of  the  reli- 

Eis  people  in  Birmingham.  It  was 
eved  that  by  throwing  religious  in- 
atmetion  on  voluntary  effort  they  would 
•eooie  much  more  satisfactory  results. 
He  deprecated  the  statements  of  those 
who  said  that  this  plan  was  to  the  eter- 
mal  disffrace  of  Birmingham,  and  denied 
tbe  rignt  of  any  one  to  put  forward  such 
a  eharge.  There  was  more  religious  in- 
itmotion  given  to  the  children  of  Bir- 
Miaffhttn,  and  it  was  ihore  complete, 
elBninnt,  satisfactory,  and  universal,  than 
ai  any  previous  period.  There  were  in 
Hm  Nonconformist  Sunday  schools  above 
11,000  diildren,  being  idmost  equal  to 
whole  number  in  attendance  at  pub- 
i  elementary  schools ;  and  if  the  Church 
1  ether  aehools  were  taken  into  ac- 
ivl^  it  might  fairly  be  estimated  that 
m  40  per  cent  more  children  were 
omt  of  separate  religious  edu- 
i  tua  were  required  to  be  pro- 


vided for  in  public  elementary  schools. 
A  great  deal  had  been  said  about 
the  right  of  a  parent  to  have  the 
choice  of  schools.  Let  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  carry  that  principle  to  its 
logical  conclusion  and  apply  it  to  the 
rural  districts,  instead  of  leaving  10,000 
or  12,000  country  parishes  with  only 
Church  schools.  The  right  of  con- 
science, he  thought,  was  becoming  a 
geog^phical  expression.  In  the  towns 
it  meant  the  right  of  every  one  to  get  his 
religion  taught  at  the  expense  of  every 
one  else,  while  in  the  country  it  was  the 
right  of  the  Church  to  drive  the  children 
into  her  schools  and  enforce  the  payment 
of  a  rate  more  obnoxious  than  the  old 
church  rate,  because  it  was  levied  not 
merely  for  the  maintenance  of  the  fabric 
of  the  Church,  but  for  the  teaching  of 
her  principles  and  doctrines.  Ho  looked 
with  alarm  at  the  probable  effect  of  the 
proposed  Amendment.  It  would  throw 
into  the  election  of  Boards  of  Guardians 
all  the  discord  and  confusion  that  fre- 
quently attended  school  board  elections, 
and  would  not  tend  to  bring  about  the 
perfection  of  religious  instruction  that 
was  desired.  As  a  general  rule  Boards 
of  Guardians  refused  to  appoint  Roman 
Catholic  chaplains  in  workhouses,  and 
he  thought  it  probable  that  they  would 
use  every  legal  means  to  avoid  contri- 
buting towards  the  cost  of  educating 
Catholic  children  in  the  Catholic  faith. 
In  conclusion,  he  felt  bound  to  say  that 
the  Amendment  raised  a  most  important 
principle — a  principle  which  had  agitated 
this  country  in  past  times,  and  which 
would  agitate  it  again.  He  deeply  re- 
gretted it  should  have  been  brought  for- 
ward at  the  eleventh  hour,  and  he  con- 
sidered it  would  justify  even  a  factious 
opposition  on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  his  side  of  the  House.  The  clause 
would  lead  to  future  opposition,  which, 
he  believed,  would  be  detrimental  to  the 
cause  of  education.  He  thanked  the 
House  for  having  listened  to  him  so 
attentively. 

Captain  NOLAN  said,  that  there 
was-  one  point  in  the  able  and  temperate 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  which  was  open 
to  misconstruction.  When  he  said  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  get  dis- 
tricts to  pay  for  the  religion  of  every- 
body else,  he  forgot  that  in  Ireland  the 
principal  portion  of  the  population  was 
Catholic,   and  that  that  country    con- 
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tributed  £3,000,000  to  the  Berenue  in 
excess  of  what  was  spent  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment. He  was  no  party  to  any  com- 
promise upon  the  question,  and  he  ad- 
hered to  his  opinion  that  the  proposed 
Amendment  would  be  a  monstrous  in- 
terpolation in  the  Bill  at  that  late 
period.  They  were  told  that  they 
should  give  up  their  opposition  because 
a  compromise  had  been  brought  about 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster) ;  but  it 
was  really  no  compromise  at  all.  He 
saw  no  practical  difference  between  that 
which  was  refused  last  night,  because 
it  was  a  complete  reversal  of  the  settle- 
ment of  1870.  He  contended  that  their 
action  last  night  was  not  factious.  They 
were  bound  to  resist,  by  every  Form  of 
the  House,  proposals  that  went  to  the 
very  root  of  the  existing  system  of  treat- 
ing board  schools  and  voluntary  schools. 
That  system  was  accepted  with  the  ut- 
most professions  of  gratitude  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  and  the  then 
Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Gladstone)  for  their 
concession  on  the  point.  The  25th  clause 
gave  an  option  to  the  school  boards  to 
pay  for  poor  children ;  and  now  it  was 
proposed  to  substitute  for  them  a  more 
objectionable  body,  and  to  destroy  the 
option  which  had  hitherto  existed.  He 
could  not  approve  the  course  pursued 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford.  He  would  treat  with 
respect  everything  that  came  from  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  except  upon  this 
matter.  The  present  proposal  had  the 
same  vices  as  that  of  last  night;  and 
the  object  of  the  Members  opposite  in 
supporting  it  probably  was  a  desire  to 
protect  voluntary  schools  against  board 
schools.  The  different  religious  com- 
munities could  provide  for  the  school 
fees  of  the  children  which  belonged  to 
them,  and  there  would  be  really  no  dif- 
ficulty in  the  matter.  In  that  respect 
he  fully  coincided  with  what  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain),  whose  ability 
he  thought,  had  been  so  fully  shown  in 
a  speech  which  must  liave  been  listened 
to  with  attention  and  pleasure  by  all 
who  heard  it.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
warn  those  who  thought  that  by  the 
clause  they  had  bound  down  Boaxdi 
Guardians  hand  and  foot  to  pay  tl 
fees.      They  might  find  themselvai 
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taken,  because  the  Gnardia&B  nught 
take  it  into  their  heads  to  inquire  i^ 
ther  the  parents  were  really  unaUe  to 
pay,  and  that  fact  made  it  eren  moR 
unwise  to  raise  this  great  stomblins- 
block  affain.  He  felt  he  was  perfecClT 
justified  in  making  one  more  appeal  to 
the  House  to  vote  ag^ainst  the  ooane 
proposed  by  the  Gt)vemment. 

Mb.    W.    E.    FOHSTEB    explained 
that  it  was  not  he  who  had  offered  the 
compromise,  and  for  his  part  he  thon^t 
that  it  was  a  most  unfortunate  thug 
that  the    question    should  hare  been 
mooted  at  all.     No  ingenuity  could  hare 
suggested  anything  more  likely  to  pre- 
vent their   coming  to    a    speedy  and 
amicable  conclusion  of   these  debatee. 
He  was  sorry,  therefore,  the  question 
had  been  mooted ;  but,  once  made,  he 
found  it  impossible,  with  any  degree 
of  consistency  with  his  previous  action. 
not  to  admit  that  the  proposition  as  nov 
brought  forward  by  tne  noble  Lord  op- 
posite (Viscount  Sandon)   was  a  juit 
one.     He  thought  that  the  change  tiins 
produced    in  me    Amendment   of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Westmeath 
(Lord  Eobert  Montagu)  entirely  justified 
the  action  of  the  Opposition  last  night 
It  had  given  the  Government  time  to 
think  over  the  matter,  and  he  thought 
upon  the  whole  that  the  proposition  of 
the  noble  Lord  was  such  as  in  consis- 
tency he  could  not  vote  against.     At 
the  same  time,  it  must  be  understood  he 
was  only  speaking  his  own  view,  and 
not  for  anybody  else.      It    gave   him 
great  pain  not  to  vote  with  his  Friends ; 
but  his  opinion  had  been  formed  with 
great  care,  and  he  could  not  act  other* 
wise.     Without  going  into   the  whole 
question,  he  would  say  a  few  words  u 
to  what  would  be  the  practical  effect  of 
the  change  in  reference  to  the  payment 
of  fees  by  substituting  Ouardiaiis  for 
school  boards.     He  believed  that  the 
effect    would    be    to    enormously   di* 
minish  the  amfOunt  of  fees  to  be  paid, 
and    the    Guardians  would    be  betto' 
qucilified  than  the  school  boards  to  judge 
of  the  question  of  poverty.     Hitherto, 
except  in  two  or  three  towns,  the  ques- 
tion had  been  theoretical  rather  than 
practical;    but   he  had    not    the  least 
doubt  that  in  Manchester  and  Salford, 
at  any  rate,  the  number  of  parents  who 
\  be  relieved  by  Boaros  of  Ouar- 
Diiild  show  a  diminution  of  from 
»  per  cent.    Another  pmctieal 
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adTiniftge  wonld  be  that  abhool  boards 
wonld  be  reUered  from  any  discusaion 
in  the  matter,  and  after  a  short  time 
the  Boards  of  Ooardians  would  take  it 
as  a  mere  matter  of  business.  In  con- 
elusion,  he  begged  to  join  in  congratu- 
lating the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  on  the  remarkable 
ability  with  which  he  had  realized  the 
expectations  entertained  by  many  hon. 
Members  of  that  House. 

Mb.  STEVENSON  declared  that  he 
was  returned  at  the  (General  Election  to 
oppose  the  25th  clause;  but  he  could 
not  hare  anticipated  that  he  should  have 
to  gire  the  opposition  to  an  attempt  by 
the  Government  to  amplify  the  opera- 
tion of  that  clause.  It  was  contrary  to 
■ound  principle  that  money  derived  from 
local  rates  should  be  given  to  schools 
not  under  local  management.  He  did 
not  object  to  the  Amendment  on  account 
of  the  money  that  would  have  to  be 
paid.  He  believed  it  would  be  less 
than  was  paid  at  present.  But  it  was 
because  it  raised  a  principle  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  he  felt  bound 
to  vote  against  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BiU." 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes77;  Noes 
175:  Majority  98. 

Mb.  FAWCETT,  in  pursuance  of  the 
Notice  he  had  already  given,  moved  to 
amend  the  clause  in  relation  to  the 
payment  of  the  fee  by  the  Guardians 
by  omitting  the  words,  "  it  shall  be  the 
duty  of,"  in  order  to  insert  words  pro- 
viding that  the  GKiardians  might  pay  it  if 
they  tiiought  fit.  He  desired  to  make  one 
more  e£forik  to  minimize  the  evil  of  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  by 
making  this  proposal  not  compulsory, 
but  permissive.  He  called  upon  the 
Ck>vemment  to  g^ve  some  cogent  reason 
for  a  sudden  change  of  policy.  When 
the  Bill  for  repealing  the  25th  clause  of 
the  Act  of  1870  was  brought  forward  on 
that — the  Liberal — side  of  the  House, 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  then  in 
Opposition  and  now  in  office,  resisted 
the  proposal,  on  the  ground  that  the 
olause  had  worked  admirably,  and  its 
permissive  power  had  never  been  abused. 
be  should,  therefore,  like  to  know  why 
they  now  tliought  the  power  should  be 
made  compulsory.    If  his  Amendment 
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were  carried,  those  districts  which  had 
no  school  boards  would  be  left  exactly 
in  the  same  position  as  those  which  had 
school  boards. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6. 
line  14,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  it  shall 
be  the  duty  of."— (Jfr.  FaweetL) 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  that  one  of 
the  strongest  arguments  in  favour  of  the 
proposal  which  was  now  made  by  the 
Government  was  the  importance  and  con- 
venience of  having  one  uniform  system 
throughout  the  country.  As  far  as  could 
be  ascertained  by  the  testimony  of  hon. 
Members  from  Scotland,  the  plan  of 
making  it  necessary  to  prove  poverty  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Parochial  Board,  so 
that  they  might  provide  the  fees  for  poor 
children,  had  worked  admirably  well, 
and  it  would  be  unwise  not  to  take  note 
of  that  success.  By  the  change  pro- 
posed the  payments  would  be  very 
much  reduced,  and  the  Gt)vemment 
were  most  anxious  to  minimize  them. 
It  was  a  thing  most  undesirable  in  itself 
that  the  public  money  should  be  applied 
in  these  payments ;  but  to  pay  the  fees 
out  of  public  funds  in  cases  of  extreme 
necessity  was  a  necessary  corollary  of 
any  plan  of  compulsory  education,  and 
the  only  question  was  whether  the  power 
should  be  allowed  to  school  boards,  or 
confined  to  Boards  of  Guardians.  If 
the  Government  proposal  were  carried 
as  it  stood  it  would  remove  those  dis- 
sensions which  constantly  arose  as  to 
whether  they  should  pay  or  not  fees  in 
schools  not  belonging  to  them,  which 
had  not  seldom  been  injurious  to  the 
working  of  the  school  boards.  Parlia- 
ment would  now,  once  for  all,  he  hoped, 
take  the  responsibility  itself  of  settling 
the  matter,  so  as  to  remove  this  fertile 
source  of  dissension  from  school  boards. 
There  was  no  religious  question  in- 
volved, but  only  the  question  of  poverty, 
and  the  Government  hoped  that  this 
change  would  diminish  the  pressure  of 
local  expense.  He  thought  the  House 
must  feel  that  the  Government  could 
not  consent  to  make  it  permissive  to  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  pay  fees  in  cases 
where  it  was  proved  the  parents  could  not 
pay  them,  as  they  would  thus  introduce 
into  the  Boards  of  Guardians  the  system 
already  at  work  in  the  school  boards 
with  its  concomitant  train  of  dissensions, 
the  very  evil  so  much  complained  of  in 
the  school  boards. 
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Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  lie  had 
examined  the  Amendment  with  the  hope 
that  he  could  agree  to  it,  hut  he  had 
heen  unable  to  do  so.  He  did  not  see 
why  the  obligation  should  be  permissive 
in  the  one  country  and  obligatory  in  the 
other.  

Mb.  BRISTOWE  supported  the 
Amendment.  If  the  powers  given  by 
the  clause  were  transfeired  to  the  Boards 
of  GKiardians,  due  regard  ought  to  be 
paid  to  the  interests  of  those  who  were 
unable  to  pay  the  rates. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  176 ;  Noes 
72 :  Majority  104. 

Mb.  BRISTOWE  proposed  the  inser- 
tion of  words  to  provide  that  the  pay- 
ment of  school  fees  by  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians should  be  subject  to  regulations 
approved  from  time  to  time  by  the  Edu- 
cation Department. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  paffe  6,  lino  16,  after  tho  word  "  inability," 
to  inHcrt  tho  words  **  subject  to  su*»h  regulations 
as  thoy  may  mako  from  timo  to  time  with  the 
approval  of  the  Education  Department." — {Afr. 
Brintowe.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  proposal,  as  he  was  most 
anxious  that  the  granting  of  relief  in 
the  form  of  school  fees  should  be  en- 
tirely in  tho  hands  of  the  local  authori- 
ties, who  were  most  competent  to  judge 
in  these  matters,  and  should  have  the 
full  responsibility  of  their  actions. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  took  a  similar 
view. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mu.  RAMSAY  proposed  in  page  6, 
line  18,  to  leave  out  the  words — 

"  Tho  parent  shall  not  by  reason  of  any  such 
payment  made  uiidrr  tliis  section  be  deprived 
of  any  fnineliiso,  rijirlit,  or  i)rivilop',  or  bo  sub- 
ject to  any  disfibility  or  disqualification," 

and  said  that  tho  omission  of  those  words 
would  assimilate  tho  provisions  of  the 
Bill  in  this  respect  to  the  law  as  it 
existed  in  Scotland.  It  had  never  been 
determined  that  the  payment  of  school 
fees  for  a  child  would  impose  disability 


of  any  kind  on  the  Mvmt.  He  didwk 
believe  it  would,  ana  the  woirdi  be  im- 
posed to  omit  were  therefioxe  vnnaeei- 
sary. 

Amendment  proposedy 

In  page  6,  line  18,  to  leave  out  the  mmk 
*'  The  parent  shall  not  by  reason  of  anj  Mck 
payment  made  under  this  sectioin  be  deprind 
of  any  franchise,  right,  or  privilege,  or  be  niv 
joct  to  any  disability  or  disqiudifioatiQiL**— (JTr. 
Ramsay. ) 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  supported  ths 
Amendment.  Unless  the  wordi  wen 
struck  out,  the  people  of  Scotland  wouU 
be  subject  to  disabilities  under  wbich 
the  people  of  England  did  not  labour. 
It  would  be  a  gross  injustice  if  they  did 
not  in  this  respect  treat  the  Engliahmaa 
in  the  same  way  as  thery  treated  tbi 
Scotchman,  and  reduce  him  to  the  eoa> 
dition  of  a  pauper.     

Mb.  W.  E.  TOBSTEB  reminded  ths 
House  that  the  Act  of  1870  did  not  dii> 
franchise  the  parent  imleee  where  bi 
was  in  receipt  of  parochial  relief. 

Mb.  LYON  PLATFAIB  would  likt 
to  see  the  pauperizing  proyiaon  tikn 
out  of  the  Scotcn  Act. 

Mb.  CHAELEY  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment on  the  ground  that  it  would  be 
unfair  to  drive  members  of  the  indepsn* 
dent  working  class  down  to  the  oonditioa 
of  paupers,  simply  because  they  bad 
been  compelled  by  misfortune  to  wtA 
temporary  assistance  for  the  education  of 
their  children. 

Mb.  hall  characterized  the  propoal 
as  a  monstrous  one  to  compel  a  man  to 
send  his  child  to  school,  and  then  punisb 
him  because  he  was  unable  to  pay  tbs 
school  fees 

Loud  EGBERT  MONTAGU  said, 
that  if  the  working  classes  were  to  be 
deprived  not  only  of  the  earnings  of  their 
children  but  also  of  their  civil  right!, 
they  would  curse  the  day  on  which  the 
Education  Bill  was  passed. 

Mb.  EODWELL  observed  that  the 
omission  of  the  words  then  would  be  a 
strange  inconsistency  in  the  clause  as 
amended  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford. 

Mr.  LOWE  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, on  the  ground  that  not  to  pass  it 
would  (Tcate  an  invidious  distinction 
between  the  laws  of  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land. Then  there  was  another  impor- 
tant point.  It  was  extremely  desirable 
that  we  should  have  our  law  uniform, 
and  oiLT  law  went  on  the  strict  rule  of 
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disooarM^g  pftQpexism.  Bnt  if  we 
nid  to  the  poor  man — "  Though  yon  do 
nothing  for  your  children  we  will  re- 
lieve you  from  all  fwott-penal  conse- 
quences/* the  result  would  be  to  en- 
courage men  to  do  as  little  as  possible 
for  their  children. 

Sir  OEOBOE  BOWTEB  entered  his 
pvoteet  against  the  notion  that  every- 
thxng  that  was  good  for  Scotland  would 
be  good  for  Sigland.  He  attached 
Tenr  little  importance  to  a  uniformity 
which  was  something  like  the  uniformity 
•ought  by  tiie  fox  which  had  lost  its  tail. 

YiscoTTKT  SAJTDON  said,  it  should  be 
remembered  that  we  were  only  following 
in  this  respect  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  1870,  and  his  hon.  Friends  on  both 
aides  would  recollect  the  point  was  very 
much  discussed,  at  the  time  of  passing 
that  Act,  and  that  there  was  great  differ- 
ence of  opinion  on  the  subject.  Though 
a  great  deal  mieht  be  said  in  favour  of 
the  omission  of  these  words,  still  dis- 
franchisement was  a  serious  thing. 
When  we  were  introducing  compulsion 
it  would  be  a  veiy  serious  matter  to  in- 
troduce also  the  principle  of  disfranchise- 
ment, and  he  was  of  opinion  that,  not- 
withstanding what  was  asserted  as  to 
the  example  of  Scotland,  though  he 
was  very  doubtful  whether,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  disfranchisement  did  follow  in 
Scotland  the  payment  of  fees  by  the 

1)arochial  authorities,  thoy  had  better 
eave  things  in  this  respect  as  they  were 
at  present. 

MB.  MXJNDELLA  said,  that  tempo- 
rary assistance,  whether  in  the  shape  of 
remission  or  otherwise,  ought  not  to  be 
a  matter  of  disqualification. 

Mb.  RAMSAY,  in  order  to  save  the 
time  of  the  House,  proposed  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  objected  to  its  being 
withdrawn.        

Mb.  PAWCaETT  wished  it  to  be  known 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  after  persuading  the 
House  to  accept  his  Amendment  on  the 
understanding  that  he  was  about  to 
establish  a  uniform  system  for  the  whole 
oonntry,  had  now  turned  roimd  and  re- 
fused to  adopt  those  safeguards  which  in 
Sootland  prevented  abuse  of  the  power 
to  remit  fees. 

Question  put,  ''That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BilL" 


The  House  divided  :--AjeB  159  ;  Noes 
42:  Majority  117. 

And  it  being  after  ten  minutes  before 
Seven  of  the  clock,  further  proceeding 
on  Consideration  of  the  Bill  was  ad- 
journed till  this  day, 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  appealed  to  the  Go- 
vernment for  merciful  consideration,  as 
they  had  now  got  education  on  the 
brain.  Instead  of  going  on  with  the 
BiU  that  evening,  it  would  be  better  to 
meet  on  Saturday. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  oointed  out  that, 
according  to  the  Rules  of  the  Ilouse, 
the  debate  must  stand  adjourned  until 
the  evening. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Goschen,     

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  was  intended  to  take 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  to-morrow, 
and  then  Supply,  with  the  Votes  for  Mr. 
Cave's  Mission  to  Egypt. 

And  it  being  now  Seven  of  the  clock, 
the  House  suspended  its  Sitting. 

The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

REPOBT  ON  THE  FACTORY  AND 
WORKSHOPS  ACTS— THE  RESOLUTION. 

QUESTION. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER asked  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
rMr.  Tennant)  to  postpone  to  some 
future  occasion  his  Motion  respecting 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  upon  tho 
working  of  the  Factory  and  Workshops 
Acts.  If  that  were  done  the  Houbo 
might  proceed  at  once  with  tho  further 
consideration  of  the  Amendments  to  the 
Education  Bill. 

Mr.  tennant  said,  he  could  not 
resist  tho  appeal  made  by  tho  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  would,  according^,  post- 
pone his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  postponed, 

PARLIAMENT— ARRANGEMENT  OP 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  wished  to 
know,  Whether  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
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Exchequer  could  give  the  House  any 
information  as  to  the  Business  to  be 
taken  up  to-morrow  and  Monday  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  the  Government 
proposed  to  proceed  with  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Education  Bill  to-morrow,  at 
12.  If  that  did  not  occupy  too  much 
time  they  would  go  into  Supply  and 
proceed  with  the  Votes  on  tne  Suez 
Canal  and  Mr.  Cave's  Mission.  The 
third  Order  of  the  Day  would  be  the 
Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill,  and  if  they 
were  unable  to  get  through  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  to-morrow  the  Appel- 
late Jurisdiction  Bill  would  be  taken  on 
Monday.  Probably  the  Cruelty  to  Ani- 
mals Bill  would  be  taken  on  Tuesday  or 
Wednesday. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  deferred  till  To-morrow, 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION   BILL. 

[bill   277.] 

{Vitccunt  SandoHy  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Excht' 
query  Mr.  Assheton  Crott.) 

FURTHEB  PBOCEEDINGS  ON  CONSIDEKATION. 

Further  proceedings  r4th  August]  on 
Consideration  of  the  Bill,  as  amended, 
resumed. 

Clause  14  (Payment  of  school  fees  for 
poor  parents). 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  he  wished 
to  propose  an  addition  to  the  clause.  In 
his  opinion  it  would  be  better  if  school 
boards  had  not  the  power  to  give  away 
public  money.  The  Guardians  would 
nave  better  opportunities  than  the  school 
boards  could  have  of  testing  the  real 
inability  of  parents  to  pay  school  fees. 
He  therefore  proposed  to  add  at  the  end 
of  the  clause  the  words — '*Tho  25th  sec- 
tion of  the  Elementary  Education  Act, 
1870,  is  hereby  repealed." 

YiscouNT  SANDON  said,  he  was  glad 
to  accept  the  Amendment  on  the  autho- 
rity of  the  ripjht  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
agreed  that  the  provisions  now  made  in 
the  Bill  would  introduce  greater  economy 
in  the  relief  given  to  indigent  parents 
by  confining  such  relief  to  persons  who 
really  needed  it,  and  so  reduce  to  a  mini- 
mum payment  out  of  the  rates  for  sup- 
plementing the  school  fees.  That  was 
what  those  who  had  studied  the  educa- 
tional question  were  most  anxious   to 

Mr.  W.  E,  ForsUr 


obtain.  It  was  a  matter  of  rerj  gmt 
satisfaction  to  him  that,  after  thor 
various  discussions,  they  should  oome  to 
this  point,  for  the  Amendment  would 
remove  a  very  unnecessary  bone  of  can- 
tention  in  connection  with  school  boardi. 
and  the  fear  could  hardly  any  longer  be 
entertained  that  the  rates  were  applied 
by  favour  to  denominational  schools  to 
assist  them,  and  not  in  cases  only  of  ab- 
solute necessity,  to  enable  poor  parenti 
to  comply  with  the  law,  ana  send  tlieir 
children  to  the  school  of  their  choioe. 

Mb.  CHABLEY  thought  it  would  be 
inconvenient  to  introduce  that  renealiziff 
clause  in  the  middle  of  the  Bui,  and 
would  suggest  that  the  bettor  courae 
would  be  to  place  the  25th  clause  in  the 
schedule  among  the  repealed  enactments. 
In  Salford  the  25th  clause  had  worked 
admirably,  and  he  only  hoped  that  the 
Guardians  of  Salford  would  cany  out 
the  law  as  satisfactorily  as  it  had  beea 
carried  out  by  the  school  board  of  Sal- 
ford,  who  had  exhibited  the  |;retteit 
tact  and  delicacy  in  administermg  the 
ratepayers'  bounty.  He  had  some  re- 
gret at  the  repeal  of  the  25th  daoeei 
but  he  regretted  the  way  it  had  beea 
worked  in  London,  where  the  names 
and  addresses  of  the  parents  who  bad 
been  relieved  by  the  school  board  weie 
advertised  in  Tlie  Times. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  congrsta- 
lated  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  bad 
introduced  the  25th  clause  upon  hit 
great  good  fortune  in  being  able  to  with- 
draw it.  Boman  Catholics  had  great 
reason  to  be  grateful  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  consistency  and  moral 
courage  he  had  shown  upon  this  qnee* 
tion.  Irish  Eoman  Catholics  had,  hov- 
ever,  great  grievances — those  relating 
to  University  education  and  to  middle 
class  education. 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  mMnL 

Clause  15  (Establishment,  Ac,  by  day 
industrial  schools). 


Viscount  SANDON  moved, 
Amendment,  in  page  6,  lines  27  and  28, 
to  leave  out  ''an  industrial  school  in 
which  children  are  not  lodged,"  in  order 
to  insert  a  better  definition  of  a  day  in- 
dustrial school,  to  which  definition  he 
had  been  greatly  helped  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Paisley  (Mr.  W.  Holms).  It 
was  as  follows : — 
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"  A  lehool  in  which  industrial  training,  ele- 
mentary education,  and  one  or  more  xnusalB  a 
dajr,  but  not  lodging,  are  provide  for  the 
children." 

The  object  was  to  exclude  the  possibility 
of  making  dothing  a  charge  upon  the 
rates. 

Amendment  agreed  to:  words  euh- 
sUtutsd. 

Viscount  SANDON,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  8,  at  end  of  clause, 
to  insert  as  new  paragraphi 


"  A  Secretary  of  State  may  from  time  to  time 
make,  and  when  made  revoke,  and  vary  the 
forma  of  orders  for  sending  a  child  to  a  day 
industrial  school,  and  the  manner  in  which  chil- 
dren are  to  be  sent  to  such  school. 

'*  If  a  Secretary  of  State  is  of  opinion  that, 
by  reason  of  a  change  of  circumstances  or  other- 
wise, a  certified  day  industrial  school  ccasos  to 
be  necessar}'  or  expedient  for  the  proper  train- 
ing and  control  of  the  children  of  any  class  of 
population  in  the  neighbourhood  of  that  school, 
ne  may,  after  due  notice,  withdraw  the  certifi- 
cate of  the  school,  and  thereupon  such  school 
■hall  cease  to  be  a  certified  day  industrial 
■chool. 

**  Provided,  That  the  reasons  for  withdrawing 
inch  certificate  shall  bo  laid  before  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  within  one  month  after  notice 
of  the  withdrawal  is  given,  if  Parliament  bo 
then  sitting,  or  if  not,  within  one  month  after 
the  then  next  meeting  of  Parliament," 

said,  the  Amendment,  which  was  in 
accordance  with  the  feeling  of  both 
■ides  of  the  House,  would  enable  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  keep  watch  on  the 

growth  of  these  schools;  and,  as  the 
ovemment  had  great  hope  that  after 
a  certain  term  of  years  they  would  have 
done  their  work  in  many  places,  by 
civilizing  the  children  in  thorn,  and  fit- 
ting thorn  for  better  schools,  it  would 
strengthen  his  hands  in  saying  to  the 
benevolent  people  or  local  authorities 
who  might  have  established  them,  that 
they  were  no  longer  needed  for  the 
locality,  and  that  therefore  the  State 
would  not  any  longer  support  them. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUKICE 
aaid,  that  the  clause  had  met  with  uni- 
versal condemnation  from  those  gentle- 
men who  took  an  interest  in  industrial 
achools.  They  entertained  three  funda- 
mental objections  to  it — First,  they  had 
no  security  whatever  that  the  parent 
would  make  the  payment  required  of 
bim  under  the  clause ;  secondly,  a  child 
by  goinff  home  of  an  evening  ^rould  be 
deprived  of  all  the  benefit  he  might 
have  obtained  firom  the  education  given ; 
bim  during  the  day;  and  thirdly,  the 
dause,  which  for  the  first  time  intro- 


duced a  system  of  what  might  be  called 
feeding  the  population  at  the  expense  of 
the  ratepayers  and  the  State,  would 
have  a  gigantic  efiect  in  the  way  of  do- 
grading  and  demoralizing  the  poorer 
classes.  If  once  they  began  to  provide 
food,  the  question  would  next  arise 
whether  thoy  ought  not  also  to  be 
clothed  at  the  public  expense.  Owing 
also  to  the  migratory  character  of  the 
population  of  the  large  towns,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  keep  the  children  in 
the  schools  to  which  they  had  been  com- 
mitted, or  to  recover  the  sums  due  on 
their  behalf  from  the  parents.  Ho  could 
not  see  that  any  of  the  Amendments 
proposed  in  the  claupe  in  the  least  re- 
moved those  objections,  and  he  must 
enter  his  emphatic  protest  against  it. 

Mb.  a.  Mills  said,  he  must  remind 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Calue 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  that  there 
was  a  class  of  children  in  London  who 
were  not  fit  subjects  for  the  prison  or 
the  workhouse,  or  for  the  existing  ele- 
mentary schools,  and  who  ought  to  be 
provided  for  in  some  such  way  as  that 
now  proposed.  No  doubt  it  would  be 
better  to  have  lodging  schools,  but  how 
was  Parliament  to  provide  the  funds 
necessary  to  establish  institutions  of  that 
kind? 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  paragraphs  tn- 
terted. 

Clause  16  (Conditions  of  contribution 
to  day  industrial  schools). 

On  the  Motion  of  Viscount  Sandon, 
Clause  amended^  by  leaving  out  in 
page  8,  line  17,  **  shall  conform  to  the 
standards,''  and  inserting — 

"To  be  recommended  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  shall  provide  fur  the  examination  of  the 
children  according  to  the  standards  of  pro- 
ficiency." 

Lord  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
moved  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  preceding 
Amendment  a  provision  that  the  amount 
of  the  contribution  should  be  dependent 
in  each  case  on  the  results  of  the  exami- 
nation. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  8,  after  the  word  "  proficiency,"  at 
the  end  of  the  last  Amendment,  to  insert  the 
words  "and  shall  provide  that  the  amount  of 
the  contribution.  shJEdl  be  dependent  upon  the 
results  of  such  examination." — {Lord  Frederick 
Cavendith.) 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  already  had  power 
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matter,  but  by  sewage;  and,  thirdly, 
there  was  a  pollution  by  manufactories, 
and  on  this  last  point  especially  they 
had  to  consider  existing  interests.  For 
dealing  with  these  evils  various  Bills 
had  at  different  times  been  introduced. 
All  of  them  had  failed,  because  they 
attempted  too  much ;  and  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  in  view  of  that  fact,  had  wisely 
confined  his  measure  within  certain 
limits.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's description  of  it,  however,  was 
not  quite  accurate,  as  he  himself  would 
see  if  he  condescended  to  study  its  pro- 
visions. No  one  who  visited  the  North 
of  England  could  fail  to  notice  that  the 
rivers  there  were  gradually  becoming 
choked  up  with  the  solid  refuse  thrown 
into  them,  and  the  injury  thus  caused 
to  the  people  living  on  their  banks  was 
incalculable.  In  tiie  neighbourhood  of 
some  of  the  large  towns  in  his  own  county 
the  expense  incurred  in  dredging  these 
rivers  was  enormous.  Now,  if  lie  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  made  himself 
acquainted  with  the  clauses  relating  to 
that  part  of  the  subject,  he  would  have 
seen  that  they  embodied  most  important 
provisions,  and  that  the  remedy  was 
absolute  and  complete.  The  BiU  also 
dealt  completely  with  that  great  source 
of  the  pollution  of  rivers  arising  from 
sewage  ;  and  if  there  were  nothing  else 
in  the  measure  but  the  means  of  pre- 
venting that  great  cause  of  injury  to  the 
public  health,  and  also  to  the  cattle 
feeding  on  the  banks  of  rivers,  it  would 
be  well  worth  the  House's  while  to  pass 
it.  With  regard  to  the  pollution  pro- 
duced through  manufactories,  it  was  a 
great  step  to  stop,  as  the  Bill  would  do, 
the  further  pollution  of  rivers  by  manu- 
factories to  be  hereafter  established. 
With  respect  to  that  part  of  the  evil 
created  by  existing  manufactories,  and 
as  to  which  they  had  to  deal  with  vested 
interests,  they  must  proceed  in  these 
matters  by  degrees,  ana  he  believed  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 
had  gone  as  far  as  the  late  Government 
or  any  other  Government  could,  or  as  the 
public  would  allow  him  to  go. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  it  might  be 
true  that  the  Bill  went  as  far  as  public 
opinion  would  sanction  at  that  period  of 
the  Session ;  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  they  had  as  yet  had  no  discussion 
on  that  important  measure  except  at  the 
small  hours  of  the  morning,  and  that  if 
it  became  law  it  would  have  b^en  settled 
tjr  arrangomentA  made  in  the  Lobby. 

J^0  Assheton  Croa 


The  House  could  not  now  pass  a  Bill 
such  as  they  would  wish  to  pass,  and  an 
imperfect  measure  like  the  present  one 
would  not  really  facilitate  the  further 
work  of  legislation  which  would  have  to 
be  done  on  that  subject.  He  would  not 
recommend  the  House  to  divide,  but  he 
would  remind  the  Government  that  they 
could  not  claim  to  have  done  all  that 
was  necessary  for  the  prevention  of  the 
pollution  of  rivers.  The  Bill  was  a 
paltry  and  hesitating  one,  and  was 
passed  at  the  end  of  the  Session  as  a 
shift  to  enable  the  Government  to  say 
that  they  had  carried  a  measure  on  the 
subject. 

Mb.  LOCEIE  said,  the  speech  they 
had  just  heard  was  a  difficult  one  to 
understand.  They  had  now  a  Bill 
which,  it  was  adniitted,  would  do  a 
great  deid  of  Rood,  and  yet  the  argu- 
ment seemed  to  be  this,  that  if  they  oould 
not  now  deal  with  the  whole  matter  it 
would  be  better  not  to  touch  it.  That, 
however,  was  not  the  ordinary  rule  that 
human  beings  adopted.  The  Bill  was 
founded  upon  this  proposition  that  we 
should  go  as  far  as  we  could  in  the  right 
direction.  The  Bill  would  have  ample 
field  for  action  in  Wales,  which,  though 
a  very  beautiful  country,  had  no  fish  in 
its  polluted  streams.  He  thought  the 
Bill,  as  far  as  it  went,  was  one  which 
should  be  passed,  and  that  they  ought 
not  to  wait  until  more  could  be  done. 
Well,  then,  his  right  hon.  and  excellent 
Friend  (Mr.  Goschen)  said  it  was  too 
late  in  the  Session  to  pass  this  Bill.  If 
that  was  a  reason  for  not  passing  the  Bill, 
he  was  afraid  they  would  have  very  few 
Bills  passed.  There  was  an  opportunity 
now  of  setting  things  right  and  of  giving 
the  people  pure  water  to  drink,  which 
he  hoped  would  not  be  lost. 

Mb.  CLAEE  EEAD  said,  that  during 
the  summer  and  autumn  of  last  year  he 
was  engaged  in  investigating  the  sewage 
question.  He  then  found  that  the  rivers  of 
the  North  of  England  were  polluted  to  an 
enormous  extent  by  solid  matter  put  into 
them  and  by  sewage.  This  Bill  would 
effectually  meet  those  two  points.  The 
pollution  of  rivers  by  manufactories 
with  dye  was  not  one  quarter  so  bad  as 
the  pollution  by  sewage.  This  was  by 
far  the  most  practical,  the  most  simple, 
and  most  straightforward  measure  that 
had  been  proposed  on  the  subject.  If 
anything  remained  to  be  done  farther  in 
that  direction  this  Bill  would  have  laid 
a  good  foundation  for  further  progress. 


561 


Sheriff  CowrU 


(August  4,  1876)  {Scotland)  Bill. 


562 


Mb.  monk  said,  he  would  much 
rather  that  the  Bill  had  been  recom- 
mitted, for  the  purpose  of  striking  out 
the  objectionable  clauses,  than  that  it 
should  be  rejected.  He  thought  it  was 
most  unfair  that  common  law  rights 
should  be  taken  away  as  they  were  by 
one  clause  in  the  Bill,  but  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
would  not  press  his  Amendment  for  its 
rejection. 

Mb.  hick  said,  the  interests  of  the 
manufacturers  in  the  rivers  were  very 
great,  but  a  great  deal  might  be  done  to 
purify  the  nvers  without  detriment  to 
the  manufacturers.  The  Bill,  though  it 
did  not  go  far  enough,  would  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  satisfy,  not  only  the  manu- 
facturers, but  the  riparian  owners,  and 
it  would  go  a  long  way  towards  the  sup- 

Cdon  of  an  intolerable  nuisance  in 
cashire,  where,  as  in  his  own  case, 
they  had  been  obliged  to  keep  all  the 
windows  of  the  house  closed  in  order  to 
keep  out  the  unwholesome  stench  of  the 
river  Bibble. 

Mb.  YEAMAN  said,  this  was  a  Bill 
in  the  right  direction.  He  hoped  it 
would  be  read  a  third  time. 

Mb.  BIELET  supported  the  Bill, 
thouffh  he  was  not  altogether  satisfied 
with  it.  He  thought  the  manufacturers 
had  a  right  to  a  certain  degree  of  con- 
sideration. 

Mb.  STEVENSON  thought  it  would 
be  a  hard  thing  if  after  manufacturers 
had  ffone  to  a  great  expense  to  get  a 
certificate  it  should  not  stand  them  in 
good  stead. 

Mb.  dillwyn  said,  the  House 
seemed  to  be  in  favour  of  passing  the 
BUI,  and  he  would  not,  therefore,  g^ve  it 
the  trouble  to  divide. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pasted. 


SHERIFF  COURTS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

[bill  96.] 
(TA#  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Auheton   Crott,  Sir 
Henry  Selwin-Ibbetton.) 

SECOND    BEADma. 

Older  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Thb  LOBD  advocate,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
explained    the  nature  of    the    Sheriff 


Courts,  pointing  out  that  they  were  im- 
portant, bringing,  as  they  did,  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  to  the  doors  of  the 
less  wealthy  classes,  who  could  not  go  to 
the  Superior  Courts.  He  did  not  intend 
to  proceed  with  the  clauses  extending 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  SherifP  Courts  to 
real  property,  which  he  would  take  up 
next  year.  The  Bill  before  the  House, 
therefore,  simply  aimed  at  reforming  the 
procedure  of  those  Courts,  and  applied 
the  improvement  effected  in  the  Court  of 
Session  to  the  Sheriff  Courts.  [The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  read 
a  communication  from  the  attorneys  in 
Glasgow,  expressing  approval  of  the 
Bill,  and  showing  the  character  of  the 
measure.]  It  was  important,  he  said, 
in  the  interests  of  Scotland,  that  the  Bill 
should  pass,  and,  if  desirable,  be  amended 
in  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {The  Lord  Advocate.) 

Mb.  ANDERSON,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  it  was  inexpedient  to 
legislate  on  this  matter  without  extend- 
ing the  jurisdiction  of  the  Sheriff  Courts, 
said,  he  must  remind  the  House  of  the 
circumstances  under  which  a  Bill  similar 
to  this  was  brought  in  last  Session  by 
the  Lord  Advocate.  He  himself  had 
then  a  Bill  before  the  House  for  extend- 
ing the  jurisdiction  of  the  Sheriff  Courts 
to  questions  of  heritable  right,  and  he 
had  been  induced  to  withdraw  that  Bill 
on  the  pledge  of  the  Lord  Advocate  to 
carry  that  reform  in  a  Government  Bill. 
The  Lord  Advocate  had  failed  to  carry  his 
Bill  last  year,  and  the  present  Bill  was  its 
successor.  The  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
now  proposed  to  carry  his  Bill  only  after 
striking  out  the  jurisdiction  extension 
clauses,  and  when  all  that  remained  was 
some  clauses  to  amend  procedure,  pro- 
bably very  good  in  themselves,  but  cer- 
tainly not  the  main  object  of  the  Bill. 
The  Sheriff  Courts  had  an  unlimited 
authority  respecting  personal  property, 
but  could  not  interfere  with  real  property, 
and  the  effect  of  that  was  that  great 
injustice  was  done  to  certain  suitors  by 
cases  being  unnecessarily  taken  to  Edin- 
burgh by  the  wealthy  suitor  and  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  poorer.  He  objected 
to  that  part  of  the  Bill  relating  to  the 
extension  of  jurisdiction  of  the  Sheriff 
Courts  being  struck  out  of  the  Bill  for 
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the  present  Session.  They  might  have 
the  Lord  Advocate's  pledge  that  he 
would  embody  the  provisions  with  re- 
gard to  jurisdiction  in  a  Bill  next  Session , 
but  they  could  not  depend  on  the  Lord 
Advocate's  pledges.  They  had  had  two 
years'  experience  of  them,  and  they  had 
found  that  they  were  not  to  be  relied 
upon.  He  did  not  for  a  moment  mean 
that  the  learned  Lord  was  unwilling  to 
redeem  his  pledges,  or  made  them  with- 
out the  fullest  intention  of  redeeming 
them ;  but  he  seemed  to  have  no  weight 
with  the  Government.  The  Government 
did  not  allow  him  any  weight  or  say  at 
ally  and  it  seemed  as  if  Scotland  would 
not  get  any  legislation  unless  Scotch 
Members  adopted  the  principle  which 
had  been  so  successfully  adopted  by  the 
Irish  Members — form  a  Home  Eule 
party,  and  begin  to  agitate  and  unite, 
and  give  the  Government  all  sorts  of 
trouble  and  factious  opposition.  When 
the  Scotch  Members  did  that,  no  doubt 
they  would  be  a  little  better  attended  to. 
He  was  willing  to  withdraw  his  opposi- 
tion to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  if 
the  Home  Secretary  would  give  Scotch 
Members  a  pledge  to  see  that  the  Lord 
Advocate  next  Session  brought  in  a  Bill 
to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Sheriff 
Courts  with  a  Government  pledge  to  do 
their  best  to  pass  it.  K  he  did  not  re- 
ceive that  pledge,  he  should  divide  the 
House,  although  he  was  sure  to  be  de- 
feated, and  he  should  continue  his  oppo- 
sition to  all  the  future  stages  of  the 
measure. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'it  is  inexpedient  to  legislate  on  this  matter 
without  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Sheriff 
Courts," — {Mr.  Anderson j) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  it  was 
no  fault  of  the  Lord  Advocate  that  he 
had  been  obliged  to  drop  the  question 
of  jurisdiction.  It  was  only  from  ex- 
treme pressure  that  the  Bill  had  been 
curtailed,  but  that  portion  had  been  re- 
tained which  was  the  most  important, 
and  which  was  very  much  needed.  As 
to  the  extension  of  jurisdiction  he  ad- 
mitted that  time  was  required  for  con- 

J/r.  Anderion 


sideration.  He  was  therefore  in  feiTour 
of  the  postponement.  The  other  parts 
of  the  !Bill  were  generally  approved  of 
in  Scotland,  and  he  hoped  me  eeoond 
reading  would  be  taken  proformd.  He 
had  consulted  with  the  Lord  Advocate, 
and  he  would  undertake  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  should  bring  in 
a  Bill  next  Session  dealing  with  this 
question  of  jurisdiction,  and  pass  it 
through  if  possible. 

Mb.  FAELEY  LEITH  said,  there 
was  a  general  concurrence  of  opinion  in 
favour  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Sheriff 
Courts  being  extended,  and  he  would 
refer  in  proof  to  the  Petitions  which 
had  been  presented  £rom  Scotland  in 
favour  of  it.  They  amounted  to  46  in 
number,  and  among  the  Petitioners  were 
the  principal  Chambers  of  Commerce, 
and  only  three  Petitions  were  presented 
against  it.  These  were  by  solicitozs  and 
writers  of  the  signet.  But  the  g^ner^ 
community  were  in  flavour  of  that  prin- 
ciple. He  complained  of  the  manner  in 
which  Scotch  Business  had  been  treated 
during  the  whole  of  the  Session,  because 
it  had  created  general  displeasure  both 
amongst  the  Members  of  that  House 
and  in  Scotland. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  said,  there  was  no  one 
he  knew  of  in  Scotland  who  would  object 
to  the  Sheriff  Courts  having  the  same 
power  respecting  real  property  as  the 
County  Courts  had  in  Enelsjid.  He 
should  like  to  see  a  discreet  Sill  brought 
in  next  Session  to  extend  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Sheriff  Courts  in  Scotland  to  the 
same  extent  as  the  County  Courts  in 
England. 

Mb.  EAMSAT  rejoiced  that  there 
was  a  prospect  of  the  improvement  in  the 
administration  of  the  law  in  the  Sheriff 
Courts,  Scotland. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  said,  he  waa  satis- 
fied with  the  pledges  ^ven  by  the  €K)- 
vemment,  and  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Mb.  FARLEY  LEITH  said,  he  had 
a  Motion  on  the  paper  to  the  effect  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  on  that 
day  three  months,  but  he  would  not 
bring  it  forward. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 
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FOBFEITURE  RELIEF  BILL.— [Bill  269.] 

(Mr,  MarteHf  Mr,  Osborne  Morgan^ 

Mr,  Gregory.) 

COKSIDERATIOK. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eomtd^ed. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Meinbers  not  being  present, 

HouM  adjoumed  at  a  quarter 
aft«r  One  o'clock. 


•>^^*»        W  ^^     'N^^^W 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  6th  Auguat,  1876. 

MIN  UTES.]  —  New  Writ  Issued  —  Jbr  the 
Borough  of  Leeds,  t^.  Hobert  Meek  Carter, 
esquire,  Manor  of  Northstead. 

SjJVTi/T'-'iformdered  in  Committee— CmL  Se&yicb 
EsTDfATBS — Class  y. 

Wats  and  Means  —  considered  in  Committee — 
ConsoUdated  Fund  (£28,703,043)  • 

Pttblic  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Beading  — 
Chairmen's  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  [286]. 

Second  Beading^&VLez  Canal  (Shares)*  [1891; 
Companies  Acts  (1862  and  1867)  Amend- 
ment) •  [211] ;  Legal  Practitioners  ♦  [43]. 

Committee— £eport—-TTamwB.yB  (Ireland)  Acts 
Amendment  (Dublin)  {re-eomm.)  •  [207]. 

Comidered  at  ameiMJf^^Municipal  Privileges 
(Ireland)  [39]. 

Third  i2M^»M$r— Elementary  Education  [277], 
Bjod  passed. 

Withdraum  —  Registry  of  Deeds  flreland)  • 
[2S3] ;  Offenoes  against  the  Person*  [1]. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  tbe  clock. 

SCOTLAND— THE  KING'S  PARK  AT 
STIRLING.— QUESTION. 

Sib  WILLIAM  STIELING-liiAX. 
WELL  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  it  is  true  that  ne- 
gotiations are  on  foot  between  the  Com- 
missioners of  Woods  and  the  Provost 
and  Magistrates  of  Stirling  for  the 
tale  of  we  King's  Park  of  Stirling  by 
the  former  to  me  latter ;  and,  whether 
the  Treasury  has  sanctioned  or  is  likely 
to  sanction  the  alienation  of  tha^  ancient 
possession  of  the  Grown  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Office  of  Woods  had  been  in  nego- 
tiation with  the  provost  and  magistrates 
CKf  Stirling  for  the  transfer  of  the  Grown 
property  under  the  control  of  the  Woods 
to  toe  authorities  of  the  burgh,  subject, 
however,  to  the  continued  exercise  by 
the  public  of  all  the  rights  of  way  and 


of  recreation  over  the  land  which  now 
existed.  In  deference,  however,  to  the 
representations  which  had  been  made 
to  the  Treasury  upon  the  subject,  that 
negotiation  had  been  abandoned  and 
the  property  would  remain  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  Grown. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  BILL. 

{Viscount  Sandim,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer,  Mr,  Assheton  Cross.) 

[bill  277.]      THIBD  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third 
time." — (  Fiioaunt  Sandon.) 

Mb.  RIGHAED  :  I  wish,  before  the 
third  reading  of  this  Bill  is  put  from 
the  Ghair,  to  record  my  last  protest 
ag^ainst  it,  and  to  declare  my  conviction 
that  it  is  the  worst  Bill,  the  most  unjust, 
the  most  re-actionary,  the  most  tyran- 
nical in  spirit,  that  has  been  brought 
before  Parliament  since  Lord  Boling- 
broke  proposed  his  Schism  Bill  in  the 
reign  of  Queen  Anne.  The  object  of 
that  measure  was  the  same  as  this — to 
put  the  education  of  the  people  of  this 
country  in  the  hands  of  the  Ghurch  of 
England  by  discouraging  and  sup- 
pressing all  other  kinds  of  education. 
That  failed  utterly  and  ignominiously, 
as  it  deserved  to  fail,  and  as  I  hope  this 
also  will  fail.  I  believe  the  Party  op- 
posite have  taken  an  unwise  as  well  as 
an  unfair  advantage  of  their  position  as 
being  temporarily  in  possession  of  a 
great  majority.  They  seem  to  me  to 
have  tried  to  do  everything  that  was 
most  obnoxious  and  offensive  to  this  side 
of  the  House.  They  know  that  a  large 
number  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  here, 
as  well  as  a  powerful  party  out-of-doors, 
attach  the  ^eatest  importance  and  value 
to  school  boards,  because  they  call  in 
the  people  themselves  to  take  part  in 
the  work  of  educating  their  own  chil- 
dren. But  the  Party  opposite  have  been 
aiming  at  the  very  existence  of  school 
boards.  If  all  the  Amendments  they 
put  on  the  Paper  had  been  carried,  it 
would  have  brought  that  existence  into 
imminent  jeopardy — and  I  must  say 
that  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Sandon) 
himself  has  done  not  a  little  by  his 
speeches  to  throw  discredit  on  those 
bodies.  Then  with  regard  to  denomi- 
national schools,  there  are  many  of  us 
here,  and  tens  of  thousands  out-of-doors. 
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who  maintain  that  the  attempt  to  make 
national  education  sectarian  is  an  absur- 
dity and  a  contradiction  in  terms,  and 
that  it  is  impossible  to  have  a  denomi- 
national system  imposed  upon  the  people 
with  adequate  securities  for  the  rights 
of  conscience.  And  yet,  in  the  face  of 
this,  you  are,  by  this  Bill,  strengthening, 
and  extending,  and  intensifying  the  de- 
nominational system.  Then  comes  the 
25th  clause,  which,  as  it  existed  even 
under  the  Act  of  1870,  was  utterly  re- 
pugnant to  large  bodies  of  persons  in 
the  country,  because  it  involved  the 
principle  of  concurrent  endowment, 
making  everybody  to  pay  for  teaching 
everybody  else's  religion,  and  because  it 
is  practically  an  acknowledgment  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  of  utter  indiffe- 
rence as  respects  religion,  since  by  pay- 
ing all  sects  alike  it  proclaims  aloud  its 
belief  that  all  religions  are  equally  true, 
or  equally  false,  or  equally  worthless. 
But  by  this  Bill  you  make  that  clause 
harder  than  ever  by  making  it  compul- 
sory instead  of  optional.  And  all  this 
is  done  on  the  plea  of  zeal  for  religious 
education.  Now,  I  do  not  wish  to  call  in 
question  the  perfect  sincerity  of  the  loud 
professions  which  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
aite  have  made  of  their  own  religious- 
ness. But  I  do  not  think  the  best  way 
of  showing  our  regard  for  religion  is  to 
put  it  into  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  to 
force  it  upon  others.  I  must  say  that 
when  I  listened  to  the  vociferous  cheers 
with  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
have  greeted  any  allusion  to  the  Bible, 
or  the  Church,  or  religious  education,  I 
could  not  help  being  reminded  of  Tom 
Hood's  lines — 

"A  man  may  cry  Church !  Church !  at  every  word. 
With  no  more  piety  than  other  people : 
The  daw's  not  reckoned  a  religiouB  hird 
Because  he  keeps  caw,  cawing  from  the  steeple." 

It  is  curious  to  observe  the  effect  which 
the  word  **  secular"  produces  upon  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  It  seems  to  have 
the  same  effect  upon  them  as  it  is  said  a 
red  rag  has  upon  a  bull,  rousing  them 
into  fury.  Even  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan),  whose 
sound  judgment  and  generous  feelings 
always  keep  him,  in  spite  of  his  fervid 
Celtic  temperament,  within  the  bounds 
of  good  taste,  indulged  yesterday  in  de- 
clamations on  this  subject  which  filled 
me  with  astonishment  and  some  pain,  as 
coming  from  him.  He  told  the  House 
that  secular  education  would  produce 
onljr  skilful  or  clever  infidels.    But  do  j 

J^.  JSichard 


hon.  Gentlemen  who  say  such  things 
really  mean  gravely  to  aver  that  ul 
knowledge  that  is  not  directly  religious 
or  theological  is  profane  and  unholy, 
and  has  a  tendency  to  produce  infidelity? 
Does  my  hon.  Friend  maintain  that  to 
teach  a  child  writing,  and  arithmetic, 
and  grammar,  and  geography,  and 
geology,  and  botany,  and  other  natural 
sciences,  will  make  him  an  infidel? 
Now,  I  venture  to  say  this — ^that  any 
Church  which  fears  knowledge,  though  it 
be  but  natural  knowledge,  which  wishes 
to  exclude  light  unless  it  passes  through 
an  ecclesiastical  spectrum,  through  its 


own 


''  Storied  windows,  richly  diffht, 
Shedding  a  dim  religiouB  light 


n 


-—often  a  very  dim  religious  light — stands 
self-condemned,  because  it  fears  the 
truth.  Now,  if  all  secular  knowledge 
and  all  secular  pursuits  are  perilous  to 
the  welfare  of  the  soul,  what  a  plight 
we  must  be  in  who  sit  in  this  House,  for 
we  are  generally  dealing  here  with 
purely  secular  matters ;  and  I  cordially 
wish  we  never  dealt  with  any  other  than 
secular  matters,  for  I  believe  that  our 
discussions  of  religious  questions  do  very 
little  to  promote  the  interests  or  to 
foster  the  spirit  of  religion.  I  wish  to 
explain  once  more  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  what  our  views  are  on  this 
subject.  No  one  wishes  the  children 
of  our  people  to  be  left  without  re- 
ligious instruction.  I  protest  against 
the  persistent  misrepresentations  made 
on  this  point.  There  are  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sit  on  these  Benches 
who  are  as  deeply  and  earnestly  anxious 
that  the  children  should  be  brought  up 
under  religious  influence  as  any  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.  But  what  we  con- 
tend for  is,  that  in  a  country  like  ours, 
where  there  is  so  great  a  diversity  of 
religious  opinion,  you  cannot,  in  rate- 
supported  or  State-supported  schools, 
give  religious  instruction  without  trench- 
ing on  the  rights  of  conscience  ;  that, 
therefore,  the  religious  instruction  must 
be  given  at  other  times  and  by  other 
persons — in  a  word,  that  there  must  be 
united  secular  and  separate  religious 
instruction.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  declaim  against  this  principle  do 
not  seem  to  be  aware  that  it  was  fijrst 
introduced  into  the  educational  system 
of  this  country  by  two  great  Conserva- 
tive statesmen,  Sir  Bobert  Peel  and  the 
late  Lord  Derby.  In  1845  Sir  Bobert 
Peel   brought  forward  his  scheme  for 
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ettablifihing  the  Queen's  Colleges  in  Foreign  School  Society.  Now  all 
Ireland.  Sir  James  Gbaham,  in  intro-  the  religious  instruction  given  in 
ducing  the  measure  in  this  House,  stated  the  Kildare  Street  Society's  schools, 
very  explicitly  that  if  the  projected  in-  consisted  of  reading  a  portion  of  Scrip- 
stitutions  were  to  be,  as  they  were  in-  ture  at  the  opening  of  the  school,  either 
tended  to  be,  for  the  use  of  men  of  all  from  the  received  version,  or  the  Douay 
creeds  in  Ireland,  it  would  be  impossible  version.  And  yet  Lord  Stanley,  in  his 
to  give  any  theological  or  religious  in-  speech  in  this  House,  declared  that  even 
struction  whatever.  Then  Sir  Bobert  this  minimum  of  religious  instruction 
Harry  Inglis — a  most  admirable  man  in  was  too  much  for  Ireland,  because  the 
many  respects,  though  somewhat  narrow  Boman  Catholics  objected  to  the  read- 
ecclesiastically  —  immediately  followed  ing  of  the  Scriptures  without  note  or 
Sir  James  Graham,  and  inquired  whe-  comment.  Furthermore,  the  resident 
ther  he  was  to  understand  that  there  Commissioner,  Mr.  Carlyle,  gave  evi- 
was  to  be  no  religious  instruction  given  dence,  in  1837,  before  a  Committee  of  this 
in  the  Colleges  ?  Sir  James  Graham  House,  that — 
assented,    and    forthwith    Sir    Robert  „  j^  ^  ^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^        ^^^^  j^  ^^ 

Inghs   denounced    the    scheme   as   *'  a  term 'school  hours 'is  understood  to  apply  to 

gigantic  system  of  Godless  education.''  those  hours  for  which  the  board  supplies  tuition, 

And  yet  that  was  the  system  introduced  and  not  merely  permits  it,  the  Scriptures  cannot 

by  the  Conservative  Government  of  that  ^^^^^.^^  "^"^^  ^"""^  ^  ^®  *^°^^  ""^ 

day,  and  supported,  I  believe,  by  the 

whole    strength    of    the    Conservative  He  said  further,  it  was  considered — 

Party.     Then,  in    1832,  the  late  Lord  "  That  the  board  does  not  take  cognizance  of 

Derby,  then    Lord  Stanley,  and  Chief  the  religious  instruction  at  idl,  but  that  they 

Secretary  for  Ireland  under  Lord  Grey's  ^o^  every  denomination  to  take  care  of  itself, 

administration,  introduced  the  Irish  sys-  *^^K^  ^^.  clergpian."    That -"with  the 

7^^  ^        . •        1      J       x»           mi.  i.     "^  separate  rehgious  instruction  the  Commission- 

tem  of  national   education,     ibat  was  orshave  nothing  to  do;  they  have  no  power  of 

originally  intended  to   be  founded  on  enforcing  separate  religious  instruction  at  all. 

precisely  the   same    principle'    as    that  If  it  be  not  given,  the  fault  is  not  with  the 

adopted  by  the  Birmingham  League,  system,  but  with  those  who  neglect  their  duty." 

^^/practi^  by  the  Birmingham  ScU  ^^^'^^:^^^  ^^^^^JS 

Board,  of  united  secular  and  separate  neither  school  books,  nor  other  means." 

reliflious  instruction.    There  can  be  no  ,    ,             ,       -n  •     :>  .-l    -^r     -l     t. 

doubt  on  this  point,  because  the  original  ^^  .<"  ^7  ^°?v/"«°^  ^t  Member  for 

draft  of  Lord   Stanley's    letter   to  the  Bmoingham    (Mr.    Chamberlain)    said 

Duke  of  Leinster,  in  which  he  expounded  yesterday,  in  1 866  there  waa  a  very  re- 

his  scheme,  is  still  extant.    The  Eoyal  mi^kable  declaration  made  m  favour  of 

Commissioners  on  Irish  Education,  who  *V!i,^?^'?;  T?^"^  v  ^  ^i'i*  membere 

reDorted  in  1870  sav United  Churches  of  England  and 

?▼   XI.  X  J    ^  XV     1          •  ^  J  V   XV  n  Ireland.     The  signatures  comprised  the 

^eSrlw^^mf 'L^SiSS  I-'d  Primate  of^U  Ireland  ^the  Lord 

literary  and  separate  religious  instruction,  each  Justice    of    Appeal  ;     Noblemen,    45  ; 

department  altogether  to  exdude  the  other."  Bishops,    5  ;    deputy-lieutenants,    146; 

And  Mr.  Carlyle,  the  resident  Commis-  j^tices  of  the  peace  (not  deputy-Ueu- 

sioner  of  the  fash  syjstem  of  Education,  tenants),  146  ;  clergymen,  733  ;  profe^ 

in  whose  hands  really  the  whole  adminis-  ^^"^^   men     country   gentlemen,    and 

trationof  it  rested,  said  in  a  letter  to  merchants,  800  ;    f^^sfUaneous    signa- 

Th0  Time9  in  1854 tures,  about  387  ;  total,  2,754.   The  de- 

"  The  STitem  proposed   in  Lord   Stanley's  ,„     ^         ,     .       ,         ,         -  ,    ^  . 

letter  was  certainly  a  system  of  united  seciJar  _"  W«.  tiie  undersigned  members  of  the  Umted 

and  separate  religious  instruction."  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  desire  to  ex- 

.            i_      •     -J         1       'J  press  our  earnest  hope  that  the  principle  of 

But  there  is  another  incidental  evidence  united  secular  education,  as  opposed  to  the  de- 

of  a  curious  character  to  confirm  this,  nominational   system,  may  be  maintained   in 

Some    hon.   Oentlemen   here   may  be  Irel^i^d." 

aware  that  before  the  system  of  national  And  thus  hon.  Gentlemen  will  see  that 

education  was  introduced  in  Ireland,  the  the  scheme  they   have   been   denoun- 

Gk>Yemment  used  to  help  education  in  cing  as   some   terrible    innovation  in- 

that   country  by  giving    grants  to   a  troduced  by  the  Birmingham  League,  or 

society  known  as   the    Saldare  Street  started  by  Dissenters  to  subserve  some 

Society,  aoxnething  like  the  British  and  sinister  sectarian  puzpose,  owes  its  birth 
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to  Conaervativo  BtatesmaxiBhip,  and  has  denBome  infliction  of  rites    and  oeremoniM. 

Primatea  and  Bishops  for  its  sponsors.  ;!:^'^tri"S^  ^S.SS^n'!^  ;*J 

But  I  can  oaU  m  a  more  recent  witness,  ^^^  f^^^^  ^^  priestly  body.    We  believe  that 

whose  testimony  will,  I  am  sure,  be  re-  the  priestly  idea  leacb  to  the  esfcabliihment  of 

ceived  with  respect  by  hon.  Gentlemen  another  .master  in  eyery  honaehdd^  by  efvery 

opposite—no  other  than  the  hon.  Gen-  hewrth,  in  the  place  of  the  husband  and  the 

tfeman  the  Member  for  the  Universily  SltU"^^  Sfa-^dKr^S^^l^tS 

of  Cambridge    (Mr.   Beresiord   Hope),  g^nie  thing— that  this  priestly  feeling  ends  in 

In  the  discussions  that  took  place  on  the  raising  up  and  establishing  a  human^  aztifioial 

Bill  of  1870,  the  hon.  Gentleman  sug-  barrier  between  man  and  his  God." 

gested  a  plan  identical  with  that  of  the   Then  comes  a  remark  in  which  I  rery 
Binning:ham  League.     These  are    his   cordially  concur 

"  Let  me  remind  you  that  erer  sinoe  the  art 

"  A  solution  of  the  reHgious  difficulty  might,  ^l  printing  resulted  in  the  distribution  of  books 

perhaps,  be  found  in  encooraging  the  different  throughout  the  country-^ver  since  kno^edge 

denominations  to  send  voluntary— and,  it  might  ^^f^^^   *?  be  the  exclusive  poases8i<m  of  the 

be,    unpaid  -  teachers   into    the    rate-created  dergy,  there  has  been  no  faltering  in  the  det«. 

schools  to  teach  religion,  these  teachers  being  nunation  of  the  people  not  to  have  a  pnasUy 

either  laymen  or  ministers.    They  would  give  ^^^  "^  iiUgland. 

instruction  according  to  their  own  formularies  J^OW  at  the  head  of  that  n>66cll  I  find 

to  Uiose  only  who  pleased  to  attend.    There  is  ^y^  ^  ^^        ^j      ^ok   opposite 

sufficient  religious  zeal  amongst  the  various  de-  ^rz,  **""*j  ^*   ""^  \        a    j    t      ^*'r"*"'Z 

nominations  to  incite  them  to  provide  voluntary  (VlSCOunt   Oandon).      And   1   00nfe»  I 

teachers  for  day-schools  as  tiiey  now  did  for  find  it  hard  to  understand  how  the  noble 

Sunday  schools.'*— [3  Mansard,  cdi.  662.]  Lord,  who,  with  80  much  apparent  «in- 

--.      .,    .  .      ,     1  .  ,    .,       ,  oerity,  deplores  the  growth  of  the  prieetly 

Now  that  18  absolutely  the  plan  now  m  ^^^      ^^       ^  ^,^gaee  of  the  der^ 

operation  m   the  Birmingham    School  of  the  Church  of  England,  and  has  &h 

Board  schools,  and  I  redly  must  suggest  g^i)ed  in  such  graphic  language  the 

to  my  hon.   Fnend    the    Member  for  terrible  fruits  of  that  feeling,  can  hare 

Birmmgham  whether  he  ought  not  to  aUowed  himself  to  be  made  the  inrtra- 

propose  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  ^^^^  ^f  pressing  through  this  House  a 

Jor^  the^  University  of   Cambndge    as  Bill  the  tendency  and  object  of  which  is 

'^ —''-  ^  -     '-  -  -  ^1^3  p^ 

»  exten 

people  of  this  country  wiU  long  submit  ^ow,  Sir^  in^c^ncl7sion,T^srS8tiii'^^ 

to  have  the  education  of  their  children  ^  give  notice  that  I,  for  one,  do  not  a^ 

placed  m  pnestly  hands— especially  at  a  ^^pt  this  BiU  as  a  settlement  of  the 

time  when  pnestly  pretensions  are  be-  education  question.     I  hope  we    may 

coming  every  day  more  exorbitant  and  consider,  after  the  Motion  proposed  by 

audacious.     That  this  is  so  I  can  prove  the  noble   Marquess  (the  Marquees  of 

by  the  authority  of  a  very  distmguished  Hartington)  on  the  Report,  that  that  is 

Member  of  this  House.     The    speech  the  conclusion    of  the    whole  liberal 

from  which  I  am  about  to  quote  was  de-  Party— that  wo  feel  ourselves  at  liberty, 

hvered  at  a  Church  Congress  held  at  whenever  we  have  the  opportunity,  to 

Wolverhampton  m  1867.     The  speaker  reverse  the  unjust  and  tyrannical  poUcy 

18  referring  to  the  hindrance  to  Church  embodied  in  this  Bill, 
extension,  and  says—  1^^.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he  re- 

«  One  great  hindrance  to  Church  extension  is  ^?^\^^  *^?*  ^^T^'Lm?*  ^^  ^"^  *^^ 

the  improssion  that  widely  prevaUs,  and  I  think  ^"""^  reading  ol  the   Bill.     He  was  not 

not  without  cause,  that  not  only  among  the  one   of   those  who  voted   against   the 

High  Church  clergy,  but  also  among  the  clergy  second  reading,  because  he  thought  that 

ma^'^'b^oiu'^'^ll  a  ^^Xstt^f^lh^     "^^^  ^  ^*  ^*®  ^  distinct  educational  advance, 

D^g^L  Lt^few^^ra'evVono  must  have  and  because  he  reHed  upon  the  state- 

observed  more  and  more,  even  among  clergymen  Dient  of  the  noble  Lord  that  it  was  nO 

of  the  Evangelical  and  moderate  party,  a  steady,  way  intended  to  reverse  the  principles 

quiet,  stealthy  growth— though  without  the  of  the  Act  of  1870,  or  to  aggravate  the 

l^^gS^'Xr-  a"^^^^^^^^^  -^^-«  ^f-%;  but    unfortunately, 

We  believe  tiiat  that  feeling  is  the  parent  of  **^®  ^^^\  ^^d  at  a  later  period  gave 

peat  and  serious  evils.    ...    We  believe  it  way  to  the  reactionary  views  of  some 

^ftds  to  inordinate  multiplication  and  the  bur-  who    sat    behind  him,  and  introdnoed 
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(daiuefl  utterly  Bubremiye  of  the  Act  of 
1870,  which  would  greatly  aggrayate 
the  religious  diffiotdty.  In  his  opinion, 
therefore,  faith  had  not  been  kept 
with  the  House  of  Commons.  He  was 
oonyinoed  that  if  the  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced in  its  present  shape  it  never  woidd 
haye  passed  the  House  of  Oommons. 
He  entered  his  protest,  therefore,  not 
only  affainst  the  action  of  the  Qoyem- 
ment,  l>ut  also  against  the  spirit  of 
aggressive  sectarianism  which  had  been 
introduced  into  the  Bill,  and  which,  he 
believed,  would  g^ve  rise  to  g^at  agita- 
tion, and  would  ultimately  end  in  the 
destruction  of  the  denominational  system. 
Mb.  BIBLEY  said,  that  he  very  much 
agreed  with  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr  (Mr.  Hichard)  had  said  with 
regard  to  priestly  influence.  While  he 
(Mr.  Birley)  would  be  the  last  person  to 
abolish  that  influence  entirely,  it  should 
be  kept  under  proper  control;  and  if 
this  was  not  the  case  it  was  the  fault  of 
the  laity  of  the  country.  They  had  an 
ample  opportunity  of  taidng  their  proper 
share  in  the  management  even  of  de- 
nominational schools,  for  their  co-opera- 
tion was  generally  invited  and  welcomed 
by  the  clergy.  Indeed,  the  fact  was,  the 
Department  required  that  there  should 
be  more  than  one  manager,  so  that  a  lay- 
man must  in  almost  every  case  be  associ- 
ated with  a  clergyman.  It  was  a  curious 
fact  that  the  allegations  made  about  vio- 
lations of  the  rights  of  conscience  were 
always  oonflned  to  the  case  of  Church  and 
Boman  Catholic  schools,  and  never  were 
applied  to  the  various  Nonconformist 
schools.  There  was  no  such  feeling  in 
the  localities  themselves,  for  children 
freely  attended  the  day  schools  of  the 
Church  of  England  where  there  were  no 
others,  and  yet  went  to  the  Noncon- 
finrmist  Sunday  schools.  He  distinctly 
challenge  the  assertion  that  faith  had 
not  been  kept  with  the  House.  All  the 
clauses  which  were  objected  to  had  been 
carried  by  the  whole  body  of  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House,  and  had  been 
acoeptfd  by  many  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  He  hoped  that 
when  the  Bill  became  law  me  acri- 
monious views  which  now  prevailed 
would  disappear,  and  as  in  his  own 
neighbourhood  the  principles  of  this  Bill 
were  already  acted  upon  with  very  great 
•Qocess  he  did  not  see  why  the  same 
results  should  not  be  adueved  else- 
where. 


Mr.  J.  COWEN  said,  that  so  many 
speeches  had  been  delivered  on  this  Bill 
in  that  House  during  the  last  two  months 
that  it  was  all  but  impossible  for  any  one 
now  to  g^ve  utterance  to  a  new  idea  re- 
specting it,  or  detect  a  new  point  in  it. 
He,  however,  thought  strongly  and  felt 
keenly  on  the  subject,  and  before  the 
Bill  passed  its  final  stage  he  wished  to 
recora  his  opinion  on  the  measure.  He 
might  ask  permission  to  do  that  more 
confidently,  as  he  had  not  opposed  the 
Bill  in  any  of  its  stages  by  unnecessary 
talking,  or  by  promoting  uncalled-for 
divisions.  He  knew  the  views  he  held 
were  unpopular  in  that  Assembly,  but 
he  held  them  sincerely,  had  striven  over 
many  years  to  promote  them,  and,  al- 
though only  entertained  by  a  small  mi- 
nority there,  they  had  the  adherence  of 
an  intelligent  body  amongst  their  coun- 
trymen outside.  The  noble  Lord  (Vis- 
count Sandon)  had  on  more  than  one 
occasion  accused  hon.  Members  who  sat 
in  that  part  of  the  House  of  inconsistency 
in  their  opposition  to  his  measure.  One 
section  of  them,  he  said,  objected  to  it 
because  it  was  feeble  and  incomplete ; 
another  censured  it  because  it  was  too 
stringent  and  severe.  The  difference  in 
these  two  charges  was  more  apparent 
than  real.  As  an  educational  proj  ect  the 
Bill  was  weak,  but  as  a  piece  of  legisla- 
tive mechanism  for  strengthening  de- 
nominational schools,  increasing  the  in- 
fluence and  adding  to  the  authority  of 
the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England,  it 
was  in  no  sense  deficient  in  power.  The 
Government  admitted  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  secure  universality  of  primary 
instruction  except  by  compulsion.  This, 
coming  as  it  did  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  was  a  distinct  gain.  A  few 
years  ago,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  not  have  made  such  a  confession. 
But  instead  of  putting  that  principle  in 
force  by  the  easiest,  simplest,  and  fairest 
process — namely,  direct  compulsion,  by 
the  instrumentality  of  boards  specially 
appointed  for  the  purpose,  they  had  de- 
vised an  indirect  system  at  once  cumber- 
some, complicated,  and  complex.  He 
certainly  did  not  share  the  sentiments  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as  to  school 
boards,  but  he  was  bound  to  say  that  he 
was  not  altogether  surprised  at  their 
hostility  to  these  boards.  School  boards 
had  reaUy  been  established  in  a  most 
unhappy  manner.  They  had  been,  by 
the  actum  of  the  late  Gh>yemment,  forced 
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upon  the  oonntrj  as  a  species  of  punish- 
ment The  framers  of  the  Act  of  1870 
said,  in  effect,  this — "  We  have  no  objec- 
tion to  sectarian  schools ;  on  the  oontraiy 
we  approve  of  them,  and  if  the  sup- 
porters of  these  establishments  will  cover 
the  country  with  them,  we  will  aid  them 
in  their  work  by  substantial  subsidies 
£rom  the  national  Exchequer ;  but  if  the 
supporters  of  denominational  schools 
will  not  do  this,  then  we  will  compel 
them  to  form  school  boards."  It  was  to 
be  regretted  that  such  opposition  had 
been  shown  to  these  institutions,  but 
called  into  existence  in  this  way,  and  as 
a  threat  and  a  punishment,  he  repeated 
he  was  not  astonished  at  the  hostility 
they  had  engendered,  and  at  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen  opposite  attempting,  now  they 
had  the  power,  to  get  quit  of  them.  Yet 
he  thought  if  their  opponents  would 
quietly  and  calmly  review  the  origin 
and  tlie  history  of  school  boards,  they 
would  see  grounds  to  modify  their  dis- 
like to  them.  These  bodies  came  into 
being  at  a  period  of  some  political  ex- 
citement, when  sectarian  passions  were 
aroused  and  Party  feeling  ran  high. 
The  mode  of  electing  their  members  was 
the  worst — ^perhaps  the  very  worst — 
that  could  have  been  devised.  He  did 
not  know  the  motive  for  fixing  on  such 
a  mode  for  electing  members  of  school 
boards,  but  he  was  quite  certain  that  the 
effect  had  been  to  emasculate  these  in- 
stitutions. Through  its  instrumentality 
persons  hostile  to  the  boards  had  in  hun- 
dreds of  instances  been  elected  members, 
and  they  had  ostentatiously  proclaimed 
it  to  be  their  intention  to  make  the  work 
of  education  bv  their  means  a  failure. 
They  had  striven — sometimes,  he  feared, 
with  success — to  weaken  the  influence 
of  the  boards,  and  to  curtail  their  power. 
They  had,  too,  persistently  exaggerated 
their  cost,  and  thus  attempted  to  rouse 
popular  prejudice  against  them.  The 
working  of  these  boards  had  also  been 
judged  most  unfairly.  Everyone  knew 
that  no  school  could  fairly  get  into  good 
working  order  till  it  had  been  in  ex- 
istence six  or  seven  years.  It  required 
that  time  to  get  its  educational  machinery 
adjusted.  School  boards  had  scarcely 
been  formed  six  years,  and  few  school- 
board  schools  had  been  fuUv  at  work 
three.  Yet  they  had  had  repeated  com- 
parisons in  that  House,  of  the  work  of 
newly-formed  board  schools,  with  the 
work  of  sectarian  schools  which  had  been 
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labouring  from  10  to  13  or  90  jmn. 
That  was  Bcaioelj  just  But,  notwidi- 
standing  these  drawbacks,  in  qpite  of 
their  unfortunate  origin^  their  move  im- 
fortunate  mode  of  electkm,  and  tiio 
steady  hostility  and  injnstiee  tliat  bad 
been  shown  to  them,  adiool  boards, 
wherever  they  had  had  amoderatdlj  fur 
trial,  had  produced  the  moel  gratifying 
results.  In  some  placee  tbej  bad  in- 
creased the  school  attendance  br  60,  in 
some  by  80,  and  in  odien  by  100  p« 
cent.  ThiB,  however,  was  not  alL  Sdiool 
boards  had  g^ven  in  many  places  a  new 
and  healthy  impulse  to  the  canse  of  edu- 
cation. The  formation  of  sdiool  boards 
had  stimulated  the  managen  of  other 
schools  to  greater  exertion;  and  tbereeoh 
had  been  l£At  in  some  districts  tbe  wbols 
scope  of  the  educational  marbineir  bad 
been  broadened  and  bettered.  This  indi- 
rect influence  for  good  had  scareely  been 
second  to  the  direct  benefit  that  tiie  in- 
stitutions had  conferred.  He  was  beit 
acquainted  with  the  North  of  Kngiand, 
and  he  believed  he  ooold  snv  of  tiial 
part  of  the  country  school  boards  bad 
almost  universally  been  attended  with 
the  most  encouraging  resohs.  Wbereter 
they  had  been  honestly  tried,  tbej  bad 
succeeded.  He,  too,  was  willing  to  bear 
his  testimony  to  the  fact  that  in  the 
locality  to  which  he  had  referred^  mneh 
of  the  hostility  felt  by  many  memben 
to  school  boards  had  disappMred  when 
they  had  got  rightly  into  action.  When 
the  strongest  opponents  met  round  tbe 
board  table  to  discuss  tbe  practical  de- 
tails of  the  work  of  education,  tiiej 
gradually  rubbed  down  tbe  comeis  of 
each  other's  prejudices:  and  in  tbe 
process  of  contact  they  all  became  £urer 
and  more  tolerant.  He  regretted  deeply 
that  the  Government  had  consented  to 
allow  any  of  these  useful  and  mndi- 
maligned  institutions,  even  under  mcb 
stringent  conditions  as  had  been  agieod 
to,  to  be  superseded.  He  was  even  more 
sorry  to  hear  the  tone  and  ^kirit  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  and  other  bon. 
Gentlemen  near  him  had  spoken  oftbem. 
Such  speeches  could  not  fail  to  generate 
and  sustain  a  spirit  of  distmst  towards 
institutions  which  were  calculated  to 
work  a  great  social  beCterance«  and 
which,  if  fostered  and  encouraged,  wonM 
in  time  elevate  and  re-cast  the  wbole 
character  of  English  national  Hfe.  In- 
stead of  forming  school  boards,  tbe  Go- 
vernment were  going  to  use  Connols  in 
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boronghB  for  applying  oompulsion.  He 
could  not  Bay  that  he  had  any  strong 
objection  to  that  proposal.  Town  Coun- 
cils were  elected  by,  and  responsible  to, 
the  ratepayers.  They  were  popularly 
elected  institutions.  His  only  objection 
to  throwing  upon  them  educational 
duties  was  that  they  already  had  as 
much  work  to  do  as  they  could  do  well. 
They  had  already  committed  to  them 
ffreat  sanitary  and  municipal  responsi- 
bilities ;  and  to  impose  upon  them  other 
labours  would,  he  thought,  be  unwise. 
But  if  any  other  body  except  such  as 
was  specially  elected  for  the  purpose 
had  to  control  our  educational  agencies, 
he  would  prefer  Town  Councils  to  any 
existing  organizations.  As  the  borough 
councils  had  to  apply  compulsion,  he 
was  sorry  the  Qovemment  had  not  gone 
further,  and  committed  to  them  all  the 
powers  of  school  boards.  K,  as  well  as 
making  compulsory  bye-laws,  the  coun- 
cils could  also  have  had  authority  to 
build  schools  where  and  when  required, 
and  to  superintend  the  work  of  educa- 
tion in  their  boroughs,  his  (Mr.  Cowen's) 
objection  to  the  Bill  would  hare  been 
considerably  modified.  But  while  he 
had  no  objection  to  municipal  corpora- 
tion undertaking  the  supervision  of 
schools  in  their  respective  ooroughs,  he 
had  the  strongest  objection  to  Boards  of 
Guardians  doing  the  same  work.  Poor 
Law  Guardians  stood  on  a  different 
footing  from  members  of  Town  Councils. 
Apart  from  the  fact  that  the  votes  of 
popularly  elected  Guardians  were  often 
neutralized  by  the  number  of  elective, 
or  ex%ffie%o  Guardians,  the  application 
of  Sturgee  Bourne's  Act  to  the  Poor  Law 
systems  gave  large  owners  of  property 
a  preponderating  influence  in  their  deli- 
berations. To  state  the  question  roughly, 
he  might  say  that  the  Guardians  in  too 
many  instances  represented  property  and 
not  Uie  people.  Indeed,  this  was  what 
was  intended  by  the  Poor  Law  Amend- 
ment Act.  It  was  openly  contended  at 
the  time  that  measure  became  law  that 
the  relief  of  the  poor  was  only  an  or- 
ganized and  legalized  system  of  charity 
— the  contribution  of  the  rich  to  the 
support  of  the  needy  and  destitute ;  it 
was  only  fair  that  the  men  who  contri- 
buted the  largest  portion  of  this  charity 
ought  to  have  the  greatest  amount  of 
control  over  its  distribution ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Cowen)  did  not  very  well  see  what  an- 
swer could  be  made  to  that  contention. 
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But  while  the  system  of  electing  Guar- 
dians might  be  equitable  enough  when 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law  was 
only  to  be  considered,  it  failed  entirely 
to  meet  national  requirements  when 
popular  education  was  to  be  considered. 
Dispensing  parochial  relief  was  one 
thing,  and  regulating  the  education  of 
a  district  was  another  and  very  dif- 
ferent thing.  The  qualifications  for  the 
offices  differed,  and  men  fitted  for  one 
task  might  be,  and  often  would  be,  al- 
together unfitted  for  the  other.  He  was 
opposed  on  other  grounds  to  the  work- 
ing people  being  brought  too  closely  in 
contact  with  the  administration  of  the 
Poor  Law.  It  had  a  tendency  to 
familiarize  them  with  proceedings  and 
practices  which  could  not  fail  to  depre- 
ciate their  spirit  of  independence,  and, 
possibly,  in  the  end,  degrade  them.  The 
less  contact  the  mass  of  the  people  had 
with  pauperizing  agencies  the  better. 
Hon.  Gentiemen  on  the  other  side  spoke 
on  this  question  as  though  the  whole  of 
England  consisted  of  Lancashire  and  the 
agricultural  districts.  Indeed,  nothing 
surprised  him  more  in  the  discussions 
on  this  Bill  than  the  ignorance  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  from  one  part  of  the 
country  had  displayed  concerning  the 
habits  and  thoughts  of  the  people  in 
other  parts.  He  could  assure  his  hon. 
Friends  opposite  that  there  were  other 
districts  in  Britain  than  those  to  which 
they  were  so  strongly  connected  by 
material  and  public  ties.  There  were 
''hills  beyond  Pentland  and  lands  be- 
yond Forth  ;"  and  he  could  say  for  the 
North-east  part  of  England  that  the 
mass  of  the  independent  and  intelli- 
gent working  people  there  shrank  from 
all  possible  contact  with  workhouses. 
Labouring  men  would  suffer  the  cravings 
of  hunger,  amounting  almost  to  starva- 
tion, rather  than  they  would  subject 
themselves  to  the  humiliation,  and  what 
they  not  unnaturally  thought  the  dis- 
grace, of  being  compelled  to  seek  subsist- 
ence from  a  parish  dole.  He  felt  that  that 
spirit  of  independence  ought  to  be  sus- 
tained, and  not  weakened ;  it  might  seem 
a  hard  thing  to  say,  but  it  was  not  at  all 
clear  to  him  that  the  plan  followed  in 
France  of  the  people  supporting  them- 
selve  entirely  and  having  no  Poor  Law 
to  fall  back  upon,  would  not,  if  tried, 
have  a  tendency  to  increase  the  sense  of 
manhood  in  the  British  agricultural  la- 
bourer.    Nothing  to  him  appeared  more 
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indicative  of  a  low  state  of  intelligence 
and  independence  than  the  unblushing 
manner  in  which  labourers  in  the  agri- 
cultural districts  of  the  Midland  and 
Western  counties  would,  for  months 
together,  throw  themselves  upon  the 
support  of  the  poor  rate.  He  could 
assure  hon.  Gentlemen  that  such  was 
not  the  practice  of  workmen  in  the  part 
of  the  country  from  which  he  came;  and 
he  could  not  but  regret  that  the  tendency 
of  the  Bill  would  be  to  diminish  that 
spirit  of  self-help.  As  indicating  the 
correctness  of  what  he  said,  he  referred 
to  the  fact  that  although  in  the  North 
of  England  they  had  had  a  prolonged 
period  of  commercial  depression,  the 
number  of  persons  supported  by  the 
poor  rate,  and  the  amount  paid  for  paro- 
chial relief,  did  not  increase.  If  the 
educational  machinery  of  the  country, 
however,  was  mixed  up  with  pauperism, 
the  sentiment  of  dislike  that  now  at- 
tached to  all  contact  with  the  business 
of  Guardians  would  be  weakened  and 
possibly  destroyed.  A  further  objection 
he  had  to  the  Guardians  taking  these 
educational  duties  was  that  the  main 
point  they  considered  was  rates.  How 
to  keep  the  rates  down  was  the  **  be  all 
and  end  all ''  of  the  official  labours  of  a 
large  proportion  of  the  members  of  rural 
Boards.  This  might  be  all  well  enough 
if  viewed  from  a  parochial  or  pauper 
point  of  view,  but  from  an  educational 
standpoint  such  a  narrow  estimate  of 
public  duties  was  to  be  deprecated.  It 
might  be  quite  necessary  to  be  strin- 
gently economical  in  the  administration 
of  the  Poor  Law ;  but  the  work  of  na- 
tional education,  if  it  was  to  be  pursued 
with  advantage,  ought  to  be  adminis- 
tered in  a  spirit  of  generous  and  wise 
liberality  such  as  he  feared  the  Guar- 
dians, both  by  their  training,  and  in- 
stincts, and  experience,  were  scarcely 
qualified  to  perform.  As  another  illus- 
tration of  the  curious  way  in  which 
Guardians  sometimes  measured  the 
duties  and  responsibilities  of  their  offi- 
cials, ho  would  refer  to  a  statement 
recently  made  at  an  agricultural  meeting 
in  one  of  the  Midland  counties.  It 
would  appear  that  several  members  of  a 
Board  in  that  district  had,  not  in  their 
capacity  as  Guardians,  but  as  ratepayers, 
to  appoint  a  schoolmaster.  The  man 
they  selected  for  the  office  was  post- 
master, farmer,  butcher,  assistant-over- 
seer, road  surveyor,  and  organist.     The 
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object  in  appointing  the  man  to  all 
these  offices  was  simply  to  BSTe  the 
rates  by  g^vinff  him  many  duties  to 
perform^  and  uiereby  getting  him  at 
a  lower  salary.  The  efficiency  of  the 
teacher  was  not  taken  into  ac- 
count. The  smallness  of  the  salary 
was  the  only  point  that  weighed  with 
the  Guardians  in  question.  To  show 
the  different  way  in  which  in  a  large 
town  such  matters  were  manag^,  he 
might  state  that  recently  in  Newcastle 
they  had  erected  a  large  unsectarian 
school;  that  they  had  in  it  1,200 
scholars ;  and  although  it  was  simply  an 
elementary  school,  they  gave  the  head 
teacher  £400  a-year,  and  paid  the  assis- 
tant-masters in  proportion.  This  school, 
even  with  that  liberal  remuneration,  was 
made  to  sustain  itself  without  other  sup- 
port than  was  afforded  by  the  children's 
pence  and  Government  grants.  Another 
objection  he  had  to  the  Guardians  was 
that,  as  a  rule,  the  farmers  and  the 
country  gentleman  generally  were  not 
very  warm  supporters  of  education.  He 
did  not  wish  to  do  any  class  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen  an  injustice ;  but  he  had  a 
strong  impression  that  the  section  of  the 
community  to  which  he  referred  were  in 
no  sense  enthusiastic  admirers  of  the 
educational  policy  that  was  now  gene- 
rally approved.  He  could  recollect  the 
time  when  it  was  openly  stated  at  agri- 
cultural meetings  that  the  best  workmen 
were  the  least  educated.  Again  and 
again,  they  had  heard  landlords  and 
farmers  declare  that  when  the  men  got  too 
well-informed,  they  became  dissatisfied 
and  discontented.  They  sought  to  letter 
their  condition  by  either  asking  for  ad- 
ditional wages,  migrating  to  the  large 
towns,  or  emigrating  to  America  or  the 
colonies.  Though  these  anti-educational 
principles,  it  was  true,  were  not  openly 
advocated  now,  they  had  still  a  lingering 
attraction  for  many.  They  had  bubbled 
up  in  all  direc  tions  from  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  opposite  side  during  these  debates. 
Again  and  again,  they  had  had  uudis- 
guised  expressions  of  disapproval  at  the 
unnecessary  time  that  was  spent  on  edu- 
cational matters.  The  direct  advocacy 
of  ignorance  was  not  now  popular.  It 
was  fashionable  to  support  education ; 
and  in  this  country  when  anything  be- 
came fashionable  it  always  became  des- 
potic and  Imperial.  Persons,  however, 
who  did  not  openly  object  to  education, 
did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  smallest 
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amount  of  elementary  instmotion  was 
snffioient  for  the  working  man.  He  had 
been  astonished,  and  pained  to  hear 
some  Oentlemen  on  tnat  side  of  the 
House  uphold  that  doctrine.  He  en- 
tirely and  emphatically  repudiated  it. 
If  ihere  was  one  body  of  men  in 
the  country  more  than  another  that 
required  a  good  education  it  was  the 
working  man.  A  rich  man  could 
afford  to  be  both  ignorant  and  stupid. 
He  could  pay  an  educated  man  to  manage 
his  affairs  and  conduct  his  correspon- 
dence ;  but  a  poor  man  had  no  other 
capital  save  his  intelligence.  His  stock- 
in-trade  was  his  knowledge  ;  and  instead 
of  attempting  to  reduce  the  standard  of 
education,  he  (Mr.  Co  wen)  thought  it 
was  their  duty  and  interest  to  largely 
raise  it.  It  was  a  disgrace  to  the  coun- 
try, educationally  considered,  that  the 
standard  was  so  much  below  what  it 
was  in  Saxony,  Switzerland,  America, 
and  in  other  nations.  For  the  grounds 
that  he  had  stated,  he  was  opposed, 
then,  to  the  committing  of  any  educa- 
tional duties  to  the  members  of  Poor 
Law  Unions — first,  because  these  gen- 
tlemen, as  he  had  said,  represented  pro- 
jmiy  and  not  the  people;  second,  the 
main  consideration  with  them  was  the 
**  rates,"  and  not  efficiency ;  and  third, 
that,  as  a  body,  the  section  of  the  com- 
munity to  which  he  referred  was  not 
distinguished  for  their  attachment  to,  or 
admiration  for,  popular  instruction.  He 
admitted,  however,  that  in  many  places 
the  education  would  practically  be 
handed  over,  through  the  instrumen- 
tality of  school  committees  and  their 
influences,  to  the  hands  of  the  parish 
parson,  the  squire,  and  a  few  of  their 
immediate  friends.  But  even  that  change 
would  scarcely  be  beneficial.  The  clergy 
and  the  squirearchy  had  little,  if  any, 
more  Liberal  views  on  educational  mat- 
ters than  the  farmers.  As  a  specimen 
of  the  sort  of  teaching  given  in  sectarian 
schools,  he  would  quote  some  remarks 
made  at  a  meeting  of  Church  of  England 
educationists  recently,  at  Cheetwood, 
near  Manchester.  On  the  occasion  re- 
ferred to,  Mr.  Leresche,  the  school  trea- 
surer, made  this  significant  remark, 
which  he  (Mr.  Cowen)  commended  to 
the  consideration  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council.  In  the 
course  of  his  speech  Mr.  Leresche  said 
it  was  their  intention  to  get  from  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  as 


much  as  they  could,  and  afterwards 
carry  out  their  own  way  as  far  as  pos- 
sible. But  it  was  to  the  singular  speech 
of  another,  and  more  influential  man, 
that  he  wished  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House.  The  gentleman  in  question 
was  a  man  of  ability,  energy,  and  high 
personal  character — he  was  a  near  rela- 
tive of  the  late  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  Vicar  of  East  Brent.  His 
remarks  at  the  meeting  alluded  to  were 
thus  reported — 

"Archdeacon  Denison,  in  proposing  cheen 
for  the  Chairman,  referred  to  the  school  ques- 
tion, and  said  when  the  School  Inspectors  were 
inspecting  the  schools  in  Somerset  some  years 
ago,  and  had  done  all  their  other  parishes,  they 
said — *  Now,  let's  toss  up  who  goes  to  East 
Brent.'  [Laughter.']  They  knew  it  was  not  a 
safe  husiness.  [Renewed  laughter.']  AMien  the 
Inspector  whose  lot  it  was  to  go  to  East  Brent 
arrived,  he  waited  upon  him  (the  Archdeacon) 
and  told  him  his  husiness.  He  (Archdeacon 
Denison)  said  to  him — *  Well,  you  are  a  hig 
man,  and  not  very  easy  to  manage ;  hut  I'll  tell 
you  fairly  that  if  you  come  here  again,  I  shaU 
lock  the  school  door,  and  tell  the  hoys  to  put 
you  into  the  pond.'  [Great  laughter.]  He  went 
away  and  never  came  again.  [Latighter.]  Eleven 
years  after  that  another  Inspector  went  to  him, 
and  said — *  Perhaps  you  will  allow  me  to  inspect 
your  school.*  He  (Archdeacon  Denison^  replied 
that  he  did  not  like  Inspectors,  that  no  hated 
them — he  did  not  wish  to  hate  anyhody,  and  he 
loved  them  as  Christians  and  as  inen,  hut  he 
hated  and  detested  them  as  officials,  hut  he  told 
the  man  that  he  could  go  and  inspect  the  school 
if  he  liked.  The  Inspector  said  he  would  go, 
and  after  he  had  heen  there,  he  (Archdeacon 
Denison)  said  to  his  wife — '  Li't's  go  and  see 
what  that  man's  doing.  He's  heen  there  two 
hours  now,  and  has  had  time  to  spoil  the  whole 
of  the  children  in  the  school.*  [Laughter.] 
They  got  into  the  school  just  as  he  was  finish- 
ing, and  were  informed  hy  the  Inspector  that  he 
had  nearly  done,  to  which  he  (Archdeacon 
Denison)  replied  that  ho  was  glad  to  hear  it. 
[Laughter.]  *  Did  the  children  ever  sing  ? '  the 
Inspector  asked.  *0h,  yes,'  Archdeacon  Deni- 
son ropUed,  and  turning  to  his  wife  asked  her  to 
start  them.  His  wife  had  heen  teaching  the 
children  to  sing  *  Gooeey,  Goosey  Gander,'  and 
after  getting  their  voices  into  tune,  the  children 
struck  up —  • 

*  Goosey,  Goosey  Gander, 

Whither  do  you  wander, 
Upstairs  and  downstairs. 
And  in  the  ladies*  chamher. 

*  Old  Father  Longlegs 

Didn*t  sav  his  prayers, 
So  they  took  him  hy  the  left  leg 
And  threw  him  down  the  sturs.* 

[Laughter.]  When  the  Inspector  heard  ahout 
'Daddy  Longlegs'  not  saymg  his  prayers,  it 
had  such  an  effect  upon  him  that  he  thought  it 
was  a  personal  reflection  on  himself,  and  went 
away ;  and  he  (the  Archdeacon)  had  never  seen 
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an  Inspector,  either  diocesan,  or  any  other, 
since,  and  he  hoped  he  never  would.  [Great 
laughter:'] 

This  was  the  sort  of  education  given, 
and  the  manner  in  which,  he  feared, 
children  of  the  Chnrch  schools  too  often 
spent  their  time.    They  long  complained 
of  the  low  standard  of  education  amongst 
large  sections  of  the  people ;  but  he  did 
not   see  how    they  could    expect    any 
higher  scale  of  instruction,  if  the  chil- 
dren's time  were  spent  in  singing  such 
silly  doggerel  as  this   typical  Church 
clergyman    boasted  he    taught  to  the 
scholars  in  his  schools.     He  had  heard  it 
affirmed  repeatedly  in  that  House  during 
the  last  few  weeks  that  Church  of  Eng- 
land clergymen  were   the    most  disin- 
terested and^energetic  supporters  of  edu- 
cation in  the  country.     They  had  been 
commended  and  complimented  for  their 
activity  in  this  work  without  stint.     He, 
however,  could  not  assent  to  the  un- 
qualified praise  that  had  been  bestowed 
upon  the  parsons.     He  had  had  no  in- 
considerable experience  in  the  work  of 
popular  education.     Some  of  the  plea- 
santest,  and  certainly,  in  a  public  sense, 
the  most  useful  days  of  his  life  had  been 
spent  in  promoting  educational  projects. 
He  had  been  treasurer,  teacher,  secre- 
tary, and  president   of  more  than  one 
Mechanics*  Institution  for  the  last    20 
years,   and  for  nearly  the  whole  of  that 
period  he  had  been   secretary   of   the 
Northern   Union   of  Mechanics'    Insti- 
tutes ;  and  all  he  could  say  from  that 
rather  extended  experience  was,  that  he 
had  never  found  the  Church  of  England 
clergy  at  all  enthusiastic  in  the  support 
of  such  societies,  or  in  such  education  as 
they  conferred.     He  had  oftener  found 
them  opponents  than  friends,  and  rather 
antagonists  than  helpers.     It  was  quite 
true  that  the  Church  of  England  clergy 
supported  Church  schools,  but  no  other 
kind  of  schools.     In  the  general  work  of 
education,  apart  from  the  Church,  they 
took  little  interest,  and  in  not  a  few  in- 
stances the  clergy  were  opposed  to  it. 
They  were   concerned  upon  no  educa- 
tional matter  unless  they  were  the  direc- 
tors, and  it  was  under  the  guidance  and 
influence  of  the  Establishment.      They 
used   these   schools   too   frequently,   he 
feared,  as  pro8el3^tizing  arenas  for  the 
Church.     Of  course  there  were  excep- 
tions,  but  that  was  his  general  experi- 
ence.    He  was  opposed  entirely  to  the 
idea  that  the  education  of  the  masses  was 


a  clerical  question.    On  the  oflior  hand, 
it  was,  or  ought  to  be,  a  national  work, 
and  one  in  which  the  people  thems^vea, 
and  not  the  parsons,  should  hare  the 
main  direction.     They  were  told  that  it 
was  absolutely  essential  to  give  religions 
along  with  secular  instruction,  bnt  he 
maintained  that  they  conld  not  teach 
religion  in  schools.  They  might  teach  dog- 
matic theology.  Nay,  they  conld  not  even 
teach  that.     Teaching  pre-snppoeed  that 
the  person  who  learned  understood  what 
he  was  taught ;  and  it  was  ridiculons  to 
suppose  that  children  could  understand 
their  abstruse  creeds,  collecte,  and  cate- 
chisms.    All  they  could  do  was  to  com- 
pel the  scholars  to  get  these  formularies 
off  by  rote,  but  that  was  not  teaching. 
He  asked  hon.  Gentlemen  if  they  seriously 
thought  it  was  possible  to  drive  religion 
into  a  child  of  fh)m  10  to  12  yean  of  age 
by  three  feet  of  cane,  a  birch-rod,  or  a 
strap  of  leather?    Beligion  was  not  a 
system  of  manners,  or  a  mere  form  of 
praise,  or  prayer,  which  evaporated  with 
the  repetition   of  a  number  of  unfelt 
words.      Eeligion    was    heart-worship, 
and  its  abiding  principles  gentleness  and 
love  ;  and  he  was  satisfied  that  the  harsh 
treatment  and  noisy    surroundings    of 
many  of  our  schools  were  not  calculated 
to  encourage  the  growth  of  these  kindly 
and  generous  sympathies.     In  our  sys- 
tem of  education,  he  thought  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  pursuing  an  entirely 
wrong  course.     Instead  of  teaching  chil- 
dren what  to  think,  they  should  teach 
them  how  to  think :  they  should  try  to 
improve  their  minds,  so  that  they  could 
think  for  themselves,  rather  than  load 
their  memories  with  the  thoughts  and 
ideas  of  other  men.      They  were  told 
that  the  Conscience  Clause  was  a  pro- 
tection to  children   of  Nonconformist^. 
It  might  be  meant  to  be  such  by  the 
Legislature,  but  he  was  perfectly  satis- 
fied that  in  practice  it  was  not  so  in 
hundreds,   or  rather  thousands,  of  in- 
stances.    Dissenting  children  were  made 
to  feel  a  sense  of  social  disgrace  and  de- 
privation in  consequence  of  refusing  to 
receive  the  instruction  that  the  Church 
parson  vouchsafed  for  them.     To  realize 
the  force  of  this  position,  he  would  ask 
hon.  Members  who  were   such   ardent 
believers  in  the  efficacy  of  the  Conscience 
Clause  how  they  would  like  to  be  com- 
pelled to  send  their  children  to  Unitarian 
schools  under  the  protection  of  a  Time 
Table  Conscience  Clause  ?    If  they  would 
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not  be  prepared  to  send  their  children  to 
schools  where  Unitarian  doctrines  were 
taught  and  Unitarian  hymns  were  sung, 
how  could  they,  with  consistency  or 
fairness,  compel  Unitarians  to  send 
their  children  where  the  doctrines  and 
formularies  of  the  Church  of  England 
were  so  persistently  and  offensively  pro- 
claimed r  He  believed  in  time  that  this 
handing  over  of  the  education  of  the 
people  to  clerical  control,  and  mixing  it 
up  with  theological  instruction,  would 
be  abandoned,  and  that  the  work  of 
education  would  be  taken  in  hand  by 
the  people  themselves.  He  would  have 
been  glad  if  the  measure  under  con- 
sideration had  contributed  more  towards 
that  end.  But  while  he  dissented  so 
strongly  from  some  parts  of  the  measure 
of  the  noble  Lord,  he  was  willing  to 
admit  that  some  portions  of  it  would  be 
of  service ;  and  he  trusted  that,  in  prac- 
tice, the  fears  he  entertained  of  other 
parts  would  not  be  realized.  He  could 
not  conclude  without  expressing  his 
sense  of  respectful  admiration  for  the 
noble  Lord  for  the  ability  with  which 
he  had  piloted  the  signally  difficult  Bill 
through  the  House,  and  for  the  good 
temper  and  spirit  that  he  had  preserved 
under  much  discussion  that  could  not 
fail  to  be  both  exciting  and  irritating. 

Mr.  CLAEE  bead  said,  he  be- 
lieved he  was  in  a  more  miserable  mino- 
rity than  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
last  spoken  (Mr.  Cowen),  representing, 
as  he  did,  what  had  been  called  '*  the 
residuum  of  the  stupid  Party  ** — namely, 
the  tenant  -  farmers.  Like  the  hon. 
Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr.  Richard), 
he  had  one  or  two  slight  protests  to 
make  against  the  Bill.  He  contended 
not  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough,  but 
that  in  one  or  two  instances  it  went  too 
fiar.  He  considered  that  it  imposed 
serious  restrictions  on  the  employment 
of  juvenile  labour — greater  restrictions 
than  the  educational  requirements  of  the 
Bill  demanded.  And  when  hon.  Mem- 
bers went  down  to  their  districts  in  the 
autumn  and  began  to  talk  of  the  good 
which  had  been  accomplished,  some  far- 
mers would  very  probably  ask — **  What 
about  educating  our  boys  up  to  14?" 
By  keeping  the  age  of  14  in  the  Bill,  he 
feared  a  feeling  of  hostility  would  be 
created  against  it  in  the  rural  districts 
which  it  woiild  be  difficult  to  allay.  He 
deeply  regretted,  therefore,  that  the  Gb- 
Tomment  had  not  accepted  the  Amend- 


ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Rod  well). 
The  noble  Loiyl  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  was  compelled  to  go  for  a  pre- 
cedent to  the  Factory  Act  of  1874.  But 
the  subject  under  consideration  was  not 
a  Factory  Act,  but  the  question  of  edu- 
cation. To  carry  out  indirect  compul- 
sion, it  was  necessary  that  every  induce- 
ment should  be  held  out  to  secure  the 
proper  number  of  attendances ;  but  the 
Bill  would  not  have  that  effect.  The 
noble  Lord  had  intimated  that  several 
relaxations  in  favour  of  agriculture  had 
been  placed  in  the  Bill  at  his  (Mr. 
Read's)  suggestion.  But  all  that  he  (Mr. 
Read)  had  done  was  to  strike  out  one  of 
the  most  objectionable  clauses  and  pro- 
vide that  the  relaxation  should  come 
&om  some  local  authority,  and  not  de- 
pend on  the  caprice  of  individual  far- 
mers. He  had  always  endeavoured  in 
the  district  with  which  he  was  connected 
to  secure  for  the  children  a  sound  and 
thoroughly  religious  education.  As  a 
manager  of  voluntary  schools,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  a  Board  of  Guardians,  and  as  a  rate- 
payer he  was  satisfied  with  the  Bill  and 
grateful  for  it;  and  as  a  lover  of  justice, 
was  glad  that  it  secured  religious  free- 
dom for  the  children  of  the  poor. 

Mb.  BURT  also  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  by  way  of  protest  before  the  final 
passing  of  the  Bill.  He  regretted  that 
so  much  had  been  said  in  favour  of  giv- 
ing education  to  the  working  man  to 
make  him  a  mere  valuable  money-mak- 
ing machine,  rather  than  as  a  means  of 
developing  what  was  best  and  noblest  in 
his  nature  and  character,  and  promoting 
his  intellectual  and  moral  advancement. 
He  also  regretted  that  a  considerable 
amount  of  excitement  and  bitterness  had 
been  imported  into  the  discussions  upon 
the  measure,  but  thought  that,  with  the 
exception  of  one  or  two  unfortunate  slips, 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Viscount  San- 
don)  had  conducted  the  Bill  not  only 
with  great  ability,  but  with  great 
good  temper,  good  sense,  and  good 
feeling.  There  were  certain  provisions 
of  the  Bill  of  which  he  most  entirely 
approved.  The  provision  with  regard 
to  the  age  at  which  children  should  . 
be  allowed  to  commence  work  was  a 
most  valuable  one,  as  it  would  allow  an 
opportunity  for  the  foundation  of  a  strong 

Ehysical  constitution  for  the  children  to 
e  established.    There  might  be  differ- 
I  ences  of  opinion  as  to  the  suitable  ago 
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at  which  ehildien  should  he  emplojed,  I 
hat  afttt  that  age  had  heen  attained  it  j 
was  Teiy  undesirahle  to  preTent  them  r 
from  heing  employed  in  a  nsefnl  wax,  as  ! 
want  of  employment  would  probahlj  add  ' 
to  their  ignorance  the  greater  eTils  of  j 
idleness  and  improTidence.    There  was 
a  danger  to  be  guarded  against,  as  had 
been  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Norfolk ';Mr.    Bead).      He 
could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.   Cowen)  that  eren 
town  councils  were  suitable  bodies  for 
educational  administration.    Gbmpulsiim 
m     itself   was     neeessarilj    distasteful 
and  unpopular;    but  if  it  had   to  be 
applied,    it  should  be  applied   in   the 
leut    objectionable    war,    in    a  direct 
manner,   and    hx  those    in  whom  the 
peojde  most  conc^ned  had  the  greatest 
possible  confidence.     He  objected  to  the 
Boards  of  Guardians,  because  they  weie 
the  most  unpopular  Bodies  in  this  ooun- 
tzT  among  tii^  classes  who  would  be 
most  affected  bj  this  BilL  and  were  re- 
garded as  the  Guardians  not  of  the  Poor, 
but  of  the  ratepajers ;  and  besides,  he 
thought  it  most  undesirable  to  connect 
education  with  the  administration  oi  the 
Poor  Law.     The  feeling  of  independence 
was  Terr   strong  among   the  working 
elates  in  the  North  oi  England,  and 
they   desired  most    strongly    to    aToid 
coming  into  contact  with  the  Boards  of 
Guardians.      Although    for    two  years 
past  there  had  been  great  depression  in 
the  trade  of  the  North  of  England,  it 
was  a  De^ciarkable  fact  that  there  had  been 
no  appreciable  increase,  either  in  pauper-  1 
i?m.  or  in  the  poor  rates.     That  showed  : 
tha:   m;inv  ot    the  calumnies    leTelled , 
against  Uie  working  classes  were  entirely  ; 
untzne.  and  that  ther  were  desirous  of  i 
maintaining    their  independence.      He  . 
though:  iha:  independent  feeling  should  \ 
be  encc-ura^ed  acd  screngthened  by  the 
House,  bu:  this  Bill  would,  he  feared,  hare 
one  oi  t^o  effects,  both  of  whidi  were 
greail  J  :o  t-e  deprecated — either  it  would 
weaken  that  feelir.g  and  familiarize  the 
workin^r  classes  wiih  the  machiiierT  of 
paziperism.  or  h  wo^Id  put  a  sdgma  and  a 
de^radadon  tiv>ti  education  ii:«ei£.  which 
woold  ciake  ::  distastefoL     In  ref^ence 
to   the    alliance    between    the    Rniran 
Catholic  Members  and  the  Coc^erraxiTe 
Party  in  endeaTouiiog  to  secure  d&no- 
minadozial   education,  he  would    point 
o«t  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth   Mr. 
S«DiTan\  that  if  a  similar  Bill  £>r  lie- 

Mr.  2iJtr: 


land  were  introduced  and  nippovted  by 
the  CanserratiTe  Party,  ther  would  then 
prore  their  oonsistencr.  )t  had  been 
said  that  the  working  rlsiwnii  desired  re- 
ligious education.  He  had  attoided 
many  meetings  on  this  sabject.  and  they 
had  always  dedared  in  fivoar  of  a  na- 

m 

tional  system  of  educatioiL,  firanded  upctt 
a  compulsory,  free,  and  uniwrtariam,  or  in 
other  words,  secular  basis.  The  dired 
representatiyee  of  the  woKkiiig^  daaaeson 
the  school  boards  im  e^qj  ease  with 
which  he  was  acquainted  wen 
to  suppcxt  onhr  secular  or 
education;  and  heyentnred  to  aaj  tkat  if 
we  were  to  haye  a  thoifMiglilT  **?***»^' 
system  of  education  it  woold  Ikawv  to  be 
based  upon  the  principle  of  bei^  free, 
compnkorr.  and  entzrcly  i 
Sn   GEOBGE   BOVT 


that  the  fundamental  priBcqila  <vf  dM 
Bill  was  indirect  eompolsaas.  Hedionglit 
the  restnctioiis  placed  wpam  tihe  ea^iloy- 
ment  oi  childreB  were  a  miatmke  wkatk 
would  haye  to  be  leiBedied  at  aoaa 
friture  time.    The  Bill  wosid  imtcifsa 


disSricts.  with  free  laboar.  mmd, 
the  most  impKtant  pomcm  of 
— ^namely,  the  habit  whiek 
earliest  poiod  to  be 
dren  of  making  theoselyea 
deprecated  the  raising  of  tke 
of  education  lor  the  pooner 
tending  to  render  thcsi  too 
work.     Eyerr  one  h^i  feh  th« 
the  spread  of  ediKasioa  in  i 
of  procuring  docne«sfe 
frii^id  of  h^  wb>  warned  ro 
housemaid,  was  ^ooi  by  oiL<e  of 
cams  tiiat  she  could  liex  iki^k. 
an   engagement   wher*    s^ 
haye  a  nx>a.  for  her  f  iaa^x  as 
keep  up  her  musac     An  hpcs. 
had  sail  that  in 
should  be  taught  witrKws 

it   pc^b«e. 
could  be  religkn  wishoas  4^ 
scfeace  could  exiss 
madcs   was  a  series  vf   i^ 
he    pointed    oct    thx:    ?2fe 
tence  in  the  ''Boc^  oi 
the     nrst    sentiSice    in 

could  nx  moye  a  seep 

out  docma.  aad  if  thkfx  i^it  & 
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valuable  part  of  the  Bill  was  that  which 
encouraged  the  teaching  of  religion. 

Viscount  SANDON  :  There  seems 
to  be  a  general  desire  that  the  House 
should  now  come  to  a  decision  upon  this 
question,  which  has  occupied  their  at- 
tention for  a  considerable  time.  I  wish 
to  express  generally  my  appreciation  of 
the  spirit  in  which  the  House  has  re- 
ceived the  Bill  during  its  long  and  pro- 
tracted discussions.  It  would  be  a  foolish 
affectation  on  my  part  not  to  acknowledge 
that  from  some  quarters  there  has  been  a 
keen  opposition  to  the  measure,  more 
than  I  had  hoped  from  a  recollection 
of  the  conduct  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
showed  on  this  side  during  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  of  1870;  but  still  this  is 
perhaps  after  all  only  what  is  to  be  ex- 
pected with  regard  to  a  Bill  which 
touches  on  a  variety  of  difficult  and  dis- 
puted points  in  connection  with  this  all- 
important  subject,  which  affects  almost 
every  interest  and  feeling  of  every  class 
and  community  in  the  land.  I  have 
always,  however,  tried  to  remember,  and 
have  often  said  that,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  hon.  Members  in  Opposition 
have  as  good  a  right  to  their  opinions 
as  the  Government  and  its  Supporters 
have  to  theirs ;  and,  in  a  great  represen- 
tative popular  Assembly  like  this,  it 
woidd  be  absurd  and  ridiculous  to  ex- 
pect that  large  measures  affecting,  as 
this  one  does,  such  a  vast  number  of 
people,  opinions,  and  interests,  could 
go  through  without  considerable  friction 
and  occasional,  though,  happily,  not  very 
frequent,  outbursts  of  animosity  on  both 
sides.  But  even  allowing  all  this,  and 
even  after  all  that  has  passed,  I  still 
adhere  to  what  I  have  said  on  several 
occasions — namely,  that  there  is,  and  has 
been  throughout,  a  strong  and  growing 
under-current  of  satisfaction  and  appro- 
val of  the  Government  measure  widely 
spread  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
I  cannot  think  I  am  wrong  in  this 
opinion,  and  I  have  a  full  hope,  and  I 
might  almost  say  confidence,  that  this 
will  increase  into  a  stronger  feeling,  both 
in  Parliament  and  in  the  country,  when 
the  Bill  as  a  whole  becomes  more  im- 
derstood,  and  the  misapprehensions  and 
exaggerations  of  the  hour  have  passed 
away.  I  cannot  forg^  the  many  nights 
we  have  discussed  the  Bill  in  Committee, 
and  the  valuable  suggestions  received 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of 
the  House;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I 


do  not  pretend  to  shut  my  eyes  to  the 
keen  opposition  in  some  quarters,  ever 
watching  and  endeavouring  to  defeat 
the  measure  by  attack,  or  alteration,  or 
delay,  at  the  beginning,  and  going  on  to 
the  end  of  the  affair ;  nor  can  I  forget 
the  persevering  and  cordial  support  both 
in  Parliament  and  throughout  the  coun- 
try, which  has  enabled  us,  even  when 
time  began  to  fail,  to  carry  the  Bill 
through  to  what,  I  believe  will  be,  a 
happy  and  successful  conclusion.  This 
is  all  past  now,  however,  and  has 
dropped  into  the  historical  records  of 
Hamard,  I  will  now  rapidly  run  over 
the  points  raised  in  the  speechcfS  which 
have  been  made  to-day,  some  of  which 
have  been,  I  venture  to  say,  the  most 
remarkable  and  interesting  of  the  whole 
of  these  long  debates.  First  amongst 
them,  it  is  impossible  not  to  notice  the 
very  interesting  speech  delivered  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Cowen). 
Looking  at  the  opinions  which  we  know 
the  hon.  Gentleman  holds  in  the  matter 
— and  most  properly  and  justly  holds, 
just  as  much  as  we  on  this  side  are  free 
to  hold  ours — it  is  a  matter  of  great 
satisfaction  to  the  Government  to  ac- 
knowledge— and  the  Committee  will  en- 
dorse what  I  say — that  he  has  behaved 
most  handsomely  throughout  the  pro- 
gress of  this  Bill.  It  is,  of  course,  known 
that  he  is  in  favour  of  purely  secular 
education  in  State-aided  schools — a  per- 
fect tenable  position — though  one  which 
the  Government,  and  I  believe  the  coun- 
try, entirely  disapprove  of ;  but  when 
once  the  hon.  Member  saw  that  the 
House  and  the  country  were  clearly  not 
with  him  in  his  views,  but  were  gene- 
rally in  favour  of  the  Government's  pro- 
posals, he  has  never,  by  unduly  uaiug 
his  influence,  or  by  trying,  as  was  done 
in  some  other  quarters  avowedly,  to 
create  delay  and  obstruction,  to  stop  the 
progress  of  the  Bill.  But  the  hon. 
Member  has  to-day  contributed  a  very 
interesting  speech  to  the  consideration 
of  the  whole  of  the  subject — in  fact,  when- 
ever we  listen  to  his  speeches  we  must 
feel  they  are  worthy  of  all  attention,  as 
they  show  much  real  individual  thought. 
There  are  two  or  three  points  in  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  to-day  which  I 
ought  to  allude  to.  He  raised  the  ques- 
tion of  the  cumulative  vote,  and  said  it 
was  one  of  the  obstacles  to  the  success 
of  education  at  the  present  moment;  but 
I  would  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
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the  cumulative  vote  was  added  to  tlie  Bill 
of  1870  by  a  Liberal  Member  who  now 
sits  on  the  front  Opposition  Bench  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish),  and  was  accepted 
by  the  Liberal  Government  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, when  the  right  hon.  Members  for 
Bradford  and  Birmingham  were  Mem- 
bers of  the  Cabinet ;  ahd  I  must  add 
that  I  never  heard  that  the  Liberal 
Party  as  a  body  was  against  it,  and 
from  what  passed  in  1870  it  appeared 
that  many  hon.  Gentlemen  now  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  thought 
the  introduction  of  that  system  of  voting 
very  valuable.  The  hon.  Member  has 
referred  to  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  and 
had  raised,  not  unnaturally,  some  oppo- 
sition to  their  being  made  the  authority 
in  the  Bill  for  seeing  that  the  children 
in  rural  districts  were  instructed,  but 
he  has  overlooked  the  fact  that  the 
duties  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  are 
very  different  now  from  what  they  were 
formerly.  The  Boards  of  Guardians 
are  becoming  very  much,  as  I  have  said 
before,  the  rural  municipality,  and  the 
duty  of  looking  afber  pauperism  is  now 
only  one  part  of  their  duty.  They  have 
become  the  great  sanitary  authority, 
and  have  jurisdiction  perhaps,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  as  far  as  sanitary  ques- 
tions are  concerned,  rather  more  over  the 
rich,  being  landowners,  and  therefore 
owning  many  houses,  than  over  the 
poor.  If,  at  the  present  moment,  a  rich 
man  neglects  the  sanitary  condition  of 
his  property,  he  is  prosecuted  by  the 
Guardians,  just  as  is  the  poor  man  who 
owns  and  lives  in  a  filthy  hovel,  and 
allows  it  to  get  into  a  state  dangerous 
to  health.  I  would  also  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  this  Bill  largely  alters 
the  position  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians, 
who,  be  it  remembered,  will  not  act  di- 
rectly as  to  these  education  matters  from 
their  Body,  but  by  means  of  a  special 
school  attendance  committee,  which 
— ^just  like  the  assessment  committees 
chosen  by  the  Guardians  in  the  same 
way — would  thus  be  quite  separated  both 
in  name  and  in  fact  from  the  Poor  Law 
administration,  and  would  be  respon- 
sible directly  to  the  Education  Depart- 
ment ;  in  fact,  one  of  the  great  changes 
introduced  by  Government  has  been  to 
prosecute  in  the  first  instance  the  em- 
ployer who  tempts  the  child  from  his 
education,  instead  of  the  parent  who 
yields  to  the  temptation  of  getting  the 
child's  wages :  so  that,  as  I  have  said, 
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under  this  Bill  the  position  of  the  Guar- 
dians is  again  much  altered,  as  the 
first  duty  put  upon  their  school  attend- 
ance committee  under  this  measure  is 
that  of  prosecuting  the  employer  who 
breaks  the  law.  Tbey  have  therefore 
primarily  to  deal  with  what  must  be 
called  the  rich  and  not  the  poor  man. 
They  will  also,  of  course,  have  to 
look  after  the  negligent  parent;  but  it 
can  no  longer  be  held  to  be  a  slur 
upon  the  poor  parent  to  be  thus  touched 
by  the  school  attendance  committee  of 
the  Boards  of  Guardians,  inasmuch  as 
this  same  committee  has  vested  in  them 
the  duty  of  prosecuting  the  rich  em- 
ployer if  he  is  in  fault.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  says  he  is  averse  to  putting 
education  in  the  hands  of  the  Boards 
of  Gtiardians  ;  and  most  rightly  is  he 
averse  to  such  a  scheme:  but  I  must 
just  ask  him  to  recall  to  his  recol- 
lection that  this  is  exactly  what  the 
Government  has  persistently  refused 
to  do  during  the  debates,  and  that 
we  have  over  and  over  amin  our- 
selves refused  to  make  the  Guardians 
an  educational  authority  like  the  school 
boards,  having  control  over  schools, 
and  being  able  to  build  or  maintain 
them.  We  showed  our  fixed  determi- 
nation specially  by  absolutely  refusing  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright), 
who  proposed  to  give  Town  Councils  and 
Boards  of  Guardians  all  the  powers  of 
school  boards,  when  we  insisted — and 
were  well  supported  by  the  Committee — 
upon  keeping  the  Guardians  to  what 
might  be  called,  for  convenience  sake, 
their  educational  police  duties.  I  am 
therefore  pleased  to  think  that  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  are  really  very  much  at 
one  on  this  question  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians.  Then  the  hon.  Member  has 
thrown  out  some  doubts  as  to  the  clergy, 
or  the  country  gentlemen,  or  the  wealthy 
classes  of  the  country  being,  as  a  body, 
really  favourable  to  the  education  of  the 
labouring  classes.  If  that  was  the  case, 
how  is  it  that  before  1870,  when  it 
first  became  a  legal  obligation  upon 
every  locality  throughout  the  land,  under 
the  Education  Act,  to  build  schools  for 
the  whole  of  its  population,  if  voluntary 
effort  had  not  already  supplied  them, 
that  I  find  that  £8,000,000  had  been 
spent  for  this  piirpose  ?  Who,  I  want 
to  know,  spent  this  enormous  sum  ?  Did 
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the  labouring  class  ?  Certainly  not. 
Enquire  in  every  place,  and  you  will 
find  that  the  clergy  gave  and  procured 
a  large  proportion.  If  the  clergy  and  the 
wealthy  classes  had  been  averse  to  edu- 
cation they  would  surely  not  have  dipped 
their  hands  so  largely  into  their  pockets 
when  there  was  no  necessity  for  them  to 
do  so,  and  when  there  was  no  fear  of 
a  school  board  being  placed  over  them  if 
they  did  not.  The  hon.  Gentleman  says 
he  wants  to  see  a  high  standard  of  edu- 
cation in  the  country.  I  hail  him  gladly 
as  a  fellow- worker  in  the  cause — as  by 
general  consent  we  are  known  to  have 
been  working  zealously  since  we  have 
been  in  office  in  that  direction — and  I 
remember  that  the  hon.  Member  gave 
his  cordial  adhesion  to  what  have  been 
acknowledged  to  be  the  very  large  and 
comprehensive  changes  Her  Majesty's 
Government  made  in  the  Education  Code 
last  year — changes  the  whole  aim  and 
effect  of  which  was  to  put  within  the 
reach  of  the  poorer  classes  not  merely 
a  mechanical  knowledge  of  reading, 
writing,  and  arithmetic,  but,  while  it 
took  greater  security  for  the  conduct, 
training,  and  morals  of  the  children,  and 
for  the  needlework  and  domestic  know- 
ledge of  the  g^rls,  put  within  reach  of  all  a 
higher  education  in  subjects,  such  as 
l^i^to^y  geography,  physical  geography, 
botany,  and  mechanics,  to  suit  the  wants 
of  different  parts  of  our  population,  if 
thev  choose  to  require  such  instruction, 
and  laid  down  special  rules  by  which  all 
the  teaching  was  particularly  to  be 
directed  to  developing  the  intelligence 
of  the  children.  I  think  I  have  shown 
that  we  have  already  actually  done  a 
great  deal  in  the  direction  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  pointed,  and  therefore,  on 
this  matter  too,  it  appears  that  he  and 
the  Government  are  to  a  large  extent 
agreed.  The  hon.  Member  raises  cer- 
tain questions  as  to  the  supposed  re- 
ligious difficiilty,  and  refers  to  Arch- 
deacon Denison,  who  is  an  admirable 
man,  bi^  is  generally  acknowleged  to 
have  peculiar  and  extreme  views,  and 
would  never  be  considered  to  represent 
the  clergy  generally  :  and  he  told  an 
amusing  anecdote  to  show  the  little  re- 
spect the  clei^  had  for  the  Inspectors 
of  schools.  I  cannot  say  whether  the 
stOTT  is  correct  or  not,  but  it  is  rather 
hard  to  quote  one  special  case  against 
the  whole  of  the  clergy,  who  have  diways 
been  anxious,  independently  of  trying 


to  get  any  special  advantage  to  their 
own  creeds,  to  open  widely  the  Book  of 
Knowledge  to  the  people  of  the  coun- 
try. If  the  clergy  generally  were  to 
treat  the  Inspectors  of  schools  as  Arch- 
deacon Denison  was  reported  to  have 
done — and  he  did  not  at  present  admit 
that  the  story  was  correct — the  Educa- 
tion Department  would  certainly  have  to 
take  care  and  see  that  these  gentlemen 
were  properly  respected  when  they  wont 
into  the  schools.  I  certainly  should  re- 
gret if  foolish  songs  were  taught  in  the 
schools,  but  we  must  not  forget  that 
children  from  5  to  10  years  of  age  may 
prefer  nursery  ballads  to  sonnets  of 
Moore  or  Byron.  The  hon.  Member 
spoke  strongly  as  to  the  impossibility  of 
teaching  religious  doctrines  in  the 
schools,  and  I  quite  agree,  as  I  have 
often  said,  that  it  is  not  at  all  likely 
that  by  your  religious  teaching  to  chil- 
dren of  the  ages  of  5  to  12,  you  will 
attach  them  to  this  Church  or  that ; 
but  a  much  more  important. object  is 
gained :  I  believe,  from  all  I  know  and 
hear,  that  the  simple  Christian  teaching 
common  to  almost  all  Churches,  as 
happily  now  given  in  the  great  mass  of 
schools,  has  had  a  great  effect  on  the 
minds  and  morals  and  future  lives  of 
the  children.  There  was  a  meeting  of 
the  best  teachers  in  the  country  held 
not  long  ago  in  London,  representing 
various  Churches,  and  they  had  prayed 
the  Government,  whatever  they  did,  not 
to  abolish  that  great  instrument  of  re- 
ligious teaching  in  the  schools,  because 
if  that  was  done,  they  said,  they  would 
not  be  able  to  do  the  necessary  work 
in  the  schools,  and  did  not  know  how 
they  could  carry  them  on.  I  cannot 
leave  this  all-important  part  of  the 
education  subject  without  saying  how 
much  I  rejoice  to  think,  and  I  am  sure 
the  country  and  hon.  Members  generally 
will  join  in  my  feeling,  that  the  effect  of 
this  Bill  will  not,  in  all  probability, 
simply  be  to  secure  a  sound  elementary 
secular  education  for  all  the  children  of 
England,  but  that,  as  most  of  our  schools 
are  now  conducted,  it  will  secure  for 
them  the  advantage  of  an  elevating 
moral  training,  and  the  inestimable 
boon  of  early  acquaintance  with  the 
Bible,  and  early  Christian  teaching,  for 
those  whose  parents  desire  it.  Many 
other  interesting  and  valuable  speeches 
have  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  (Mr.  Birley),  the  hon. 
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Baronet  opposite  (Sir  George  Bowyer), 
and  others,  and  I  appreciate  very 
much  the  support  which  the  Bill  has 
received  from  such  Gentlemen  of  expe- 
rience. My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Head)  has  said 
one  or  two  things  against  the  Bill  which 
I  could,  perhaps,  have  wished  unsaid; 
but  I  think  that,  on  further  consider- 
ation, my  hon.  Friend  will  feel  some- 
what doubtful  as  to  whether  he  has 
been  correct  in  his  views  of  the  Bill. 
My  hon.  Friend  seems  to  suppose  that 
under  the  Bill  a  child  might  reach 
10  years  of  age  without  having  had  any 
instruction,  saying  that  it  was  hard 
under  such  circumstances  that  a  parent 
should  not  have  the  advantage  of  its 
labour.  But  the  Bill  provides  that  the 
local  authorities,  which  will  now  exist 
everywhere  for  these  purposes,  should  be 
bound  to  see  that  no  parent  habitually 
neglects  his  child.  This  is  really  one 
of  the  charters  of  the  measure.  My  hon. 
Friend  said  he  was  a&aid  that  no  magis- 
trates would  convict.  I  would,  how- 
ever, remind  my  hon.  Friend  of  the 
tremendous  powers  which,  under  a  cer- 
tain clause  of  this  Bill,  are  provided  to 
the  Education  Department  in  Whitehall. 
I  think  I  can  assure  him  that,  whatever 
Government  is  in  office,  if  the  Pepart- 
ment  finds  that  the  school  attendance 
committees  show  any  disposition  not  to 
enforce  the  law,  steps  will  be  taken 
very  soon  by  the  Education  Department 
to  send  down  their  own  officers  to  see 
that  it  is  strictly  carried  out.  [Mr. 
Clare  Read  :  They  are  not  to  supersede 
the  magistrates.]  Of  course,  they  are 
not  to  supersede  the  magistrates ;  but  I 
do  not  think  if  a  Government  officer 
brought  these  cases  before  the  magis- 
trates, that  the  magistrates  would  be  so 
rash  as  to  neglect  a  real  bond  fide  com- 
plaint. And  before  leaving  this  point 
I  would  just  beg  my  hon.  Friend  to  re- 
member that  as  our  Inspectors  constantly 
visit  every  part  of  the  country,  we  shall 
soon  know  in  Whitehall  if  the  school 
attendance  committees  do  their  duty, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  managers  of 
schools,  who  are  largely  interested  in 
the  attendance  of  the  children,  will  also 
quickly  let  us  know  of  any  cases  of 
neglect.  I  know,  of  course,  and  regret, 
that  the  Government  and  my  hon.  Friend 
are  at  issue  in  regard  to  1 4  years  being 
fixed  as  the  first  age  of  employment 
in  extreme  cases,  and  as  the  age  up  to 
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which  a  child  is  liable  to  be  seized 
and  sent  to  school  if  an  habitual  idler — 
that  is  to  say,  "if  wandering,  &c.,"  to 
use  the  language  of  the  Bill — being 
neither  at  work  nor  under  instruction — 
even  when  it  does  possess  a  labour  pass ; 
but  I  would  remina  my  hon.  Friend  that 
certain  conditions  have  been  attached  to 
the  age  clause,  at  his  own  sugg^estion, 
respecting  harvest  and  the  necessary 
operations  of  husbandry,  which  are 
more  favourable  than  those  which  pre- 
viously existed.  I  consider  it,  however, 
of  the  g^atest  importance,  as  enabling 
the  Bill  to  deal  with  the  wastrel  class, 
and  as  putting  a  greater  pressure  on  the 
parents  to  send  their  children  of  their 
own  accord  early  and  regularly  to  school, 
and  to  g^ve  them  other  suitable  instruc- 
tion, to  retain  the  age  of  14  years.  I 
acknowledge,  however,  with  the  greatest 
satisfaction  the  general  approyal  which 
my  hon.  Friend  gave  to  tne  Bill,  and 
which  far  outweighed  his  not  unnatural 
criticisms  on  one  or  two  points.  No  hon. 
Member  has  a  more  thorough  acquaint- 
ance with  the  rural  districts  and  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people,  and  the  Gt)yemment 
accepts  gladly,  and  as  high  testimony, 
his  assurance  tiiat  it  will  be  a  thoroughly 
workable  measure,  a  result  to  which  he 
has  been  no  slight  contributor.  The 
House  has  also  had  a  very  interesting 
speech  iroxn.  the  hon.  Member  for 
Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt).  It  is  impossible 
not  to  feel  that  the  speeches  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  on  these  questions  are  a 

geat  addition  to  the  discussions  in  the 
ouse.  They  have,  if  he  will  allow  mo 
to  say  so,  an  unusual  freshness  about 
them,  a  thorough  knowledge  of  the 
subject,  and  they  are  delivered  in 
a  tone  and  temper  which  always  ren- 
ders them  acceptable  to  the  House. 
Of  course,  I  need  not  say  the  Govern- 
ment does  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber on  many  important  points.  There 
is  no  question  about  that ;  but  we  do 
cordially  appreciate  and  concur  in  his 
feeling  as  to  the  desirability  oftsecuring 
for  the  working  classes  not  only  the 
means  of  rising  in  life,  but  of  elevating 
them  in  the  scale  of  mankind,  so  that 
they  may  be  enabled  to  take  a.  higher 
position  in  the  general  intelligence  of 
the  country,  and  have  the  advantage 
and  pleasure  of  having  more  intellec- 
tual resources.  The  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  the  desirability  of  considering 
intellectual   pursuits  as  a  good  thing 


597 


JSlemsntary 


(Augusts,  1876) 


£ducation  Bill, 


598 


in  themselves,  and  of  valuing  them  for 
their  own  sa^es,  and  not  looking  at 
them  merely  from  their  money  point  of 
view,  as  tending  to  raise  one's  worldly 
position :  this  is,  indeed,  a  nohle  senti- 
ment,  such  as  we  should  expect  from  the 
hon.  Member,  and  one  with  which  I  cor- 
dially agree,  and  I  hail  it  as  represent- 
ing what  I  hope  may  be  a  growing 
feeling  amongst  the  working  classes, 
with  whom  the  hon.  Member  is  specially 
associated.  Sound  sense  characterizes 
generally  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  in  many  of  the  sentiments 
uttered  by  him  the  Government  fully 
agree.  The  hon.  Member  is  afraid 
that  the  contact  in  which  the  Bill  placed 
a  portion  of  the  people  with  the  Boards 
of  Quardians  might  tend  to  diminish 
the  independence  and  self-reliance  of 
the  Enghsh  people.  Such  a  result  we 
should  particularly  regret,  and  to  avoid 
such  loss  of  reliance  we  have  refused, 
amongst  other  reasons,  to  propose  uni- 
versal direct  compulsion.  I  am  con- 
fident, however,  tnat  when  once  the 
law  becomes  known  that  children  are 
to  be  educated,  and  that  they  cannot 
go  to  work  under  a  certain  age  if  they 
are  not  educated,  the  great  mass  of  the 
people,  both  in  the  towns  and  in  the 
country,  will  not  need  any  futher 
interference  in  the  matter.  It  is  not, 
then,  as  a  rule,  the  ordinary  respectable 
artizan,  mechanic,  or  farm  labourer  who 
will  be  brought  in  contact  with  the  school 
attendance  committees  of  Town  Councils 
or  Boards  of  Quardians.  Important  de- 
putations, representing  large  organiza- 
tions of  working  men  in  town  and 
country,  have  assured  me  that  these  men 
are  full  of  anxiety  for  the  instruction  of 
their  children.  With  the  employers, 
firstly,  these  committees  will  have  to  do, 
and  then  with  the  negligent,  the  impro- 
vident, and  the  vicious  parent.  I  should 
have  been  prepared  to  concur  with  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Member  if  I  had  en- 
tertained the  slightest  fear  that  the 
independence  of  the  people,  one  of  the 
most  precious  possessions  of  a  nation, 
was  likely  to  be  affected  by  the  mea- 
sure; but  I  am  thoroughly  convinced 
that  the  Bill  will  only  affect  that  class, 
except  in  special  cases  of  vice  or  neglect 
or  gross  ignorance,  which  is  now  touched 
by  the  Poor  Law.  The  hon.  Member 
wishes  that  the  constituencies  of  Town 
GouncilB  and  Board  of  GKiardians  should 
be  altered,  so  as  to  admit  working  men 


on  their  school  attendance  committees ; 
but,  however  desirable  this  may  be  in 
itself,  I  must,  of  course,  pronounce  no 
opinion  upon  it.  I  would  remind  him 
that  it  would  have  been  a  serious,  and 
I  may  say  unwarrantable,  addition  to 
the  Government  Bill,  had  they  proposed 
also  to  re-model  these  municipal  bodies. 
I  can  only  say  that  if  working  men  became 
members  of  the  school  attendance  com- 
mittees, I  am  sure  they  will  be  welcomed 
there  by  all  men  of  sense,  as  they  have 
been  in  the  Great  Council  of  the  Nation. 
I  have  now  alluded,  I  think,  to  the 
most  important  of  the  speeches  which 
have  been  made.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  wise  nor  is  it  necessary  to 
enter  upon  the  topic  of  religious  differ- 
ences which  has  been  opened  up  by 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr  (Mr.  Eichard).  I  regret  the 
tone  which  has  been  adopted  by  the 
hon.  Member ;  but  it  is  a  matter  for  con- 
gratulation that  Government  are  not 
alone  in  having  bitter  attacks  made 
upon  them  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  If 
the  hon.  Member  has  said  hard  things  of 
the  present  Government,  he  said  still 
harder  things  in  the  Education  Debates 
in  1870,  as  they  would  see  on  reference 
to  Hansard.  He  then  stated,  I  quote  his 
words,  that  the  Bill  of  1 870— of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford — was  a  mea- 
sure for  making  the  education  of  the 
people  universally  and  for  ever  denomi- 
national: and  he  also  described  it  as 
founded  on  the  principle  of  concurrent 
endowment.  As  to  our  Bill  now,  he 
lays  great  stress  upon  the  Amendments 
proposed  to  it,  which  he  says,  if  all  had 
been  accepted,  would  have  made  the 
Bill  horrible ;  but  I  must  really  beg 
him  to  remember  that  we  accepted  prin- 
cipally Amendments,  and  important  ones 
too,  from  his  own  side,  and  refused  whole 
sheets  of  Amendments  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  near  us.  As  to  his  saying 
that  the  present  Bill  was  the  worst  and 
most  tyrannical  measure  since  the  reign 
of  Queen  Anne,  I  will  leave  the  justice 
of  that  statement  to  the  sense  of  Parlia- 
ment and  the  community  outside.  I 
have  had  communication  with  many 
leading  members  of  the  Nonconformist 
Churches,  and  am  assured  by  many  of 
them  that  that  is  not  at  all  the  way 
in  which  they  look  upon  the  measure. 
As  to  the  expressions  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Beading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  that 
the  Government  has  broken  faith  in  this 
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matter^  by  accepting  Amendments  which 
reversed  the  policy  of  the  Act  of  1870. 
I   confess  I  am   astonished  at  such   a 
statement,  but  it  appears  to  be  merely  an 
assertion,  and  based  upon  no  facts,  so  I 
confidently  leave  it  to  the  judgment  of 
Parliament.     I  must,  however,  recall  to 
the  hon.  Member's  recollection — though, 
perhaps,  as  till  the  struggles  of  the  last 
few  days  he  took  little  apparent  interest 
in  our  discussions,  he  may  therefore  be 
unaware  of  what  passed — that  in  intro- 
ducing the  measure  I  particularly  in- 
vited suggestions  from  both  sides  of  the 
House,   which  I  intimated  we  should 
gladly  accept  if  we  considered  them  im- 
provements,  and  not  inconsistent  with 
the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  and  when,  on 
going  into  Committee,  I  mentioned  some 
leading  changes  in  the  early  clauses,  re- 
sulting from  the  previous  discussions,  I 
closed  my  remarks  by  stating  in  so  many 
words  that  I  must  not  thereby  be  held 
to  be  precluded  from  proposing  or  from 
accepting  from   any  quarter  any  other 
Amendments,  and  this  reservation. was 
specially  cheered,  in  token    of   assent, 
as  I  understood,  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, and  the  Paper  was  at  that  time 
crowded  by  Amendments.     As  a  matter 
of   fact,    we    have  only  accepted   two 
Amendments  at  all  affecting  the  Bill  of 
1870,  and  surely  after  six  years'  experi- 
ence we  may  well  be  allowed  to  remedy 
proved  defects — the  first,  to  allow  locali- 
ties to   get  rid  of  unnecessary  school 
boards,  now  that  another  existing  autho- 
rity is  entrstued  with  full  powers  to  do 
their  work ;  and  the  second,  to  do  for 
England  what  the  Scotch  Education  Bill 
of  1872,  which  was  passed  by  the  last 
Liberal  Government,  did  for  Scotland — 
namely,  to  confide  the  payment  of  fees 
for  poor  children  to  the  Poor  Law  autho- 
rities instead   of  to  the  school  board. 
I  do  not  allude  to  the  repeal   of  the 
famous  25th  clause,  as  that  repeal  we 
accepted  from  the  Liberal  Party,  on  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford.     The  whole  school-board  sys- 
tem  is,   in  fact,    kept  intact,    and  the 
country  has  the  free  choice  of  which  it 
prefers,    unless  it    neglects   to    supply 
schools,    when    it    must    have    school 
boards.      It  is  really  a  perfectly  unte- 
nable position  to  call  these  changes  a  re- 
versal of  the  Act  of  1870.     So  much, 
then,  for  the  speeches  which  have  been 
delivered  to-day.     The  real  opposition 
to  the  Bill  has  been  based,  the  Com- 
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mittee  will  see,  on  considerations  upon 
leading  points  which  were  fully  discussed 
in  1870,  and  which  were  pressed  by  the 
extreme  section  of  the  Liberal   Party 
upon  their  Government — namely,  uni- 
versal school  boards,  universal  compul- 
sion, and   the  extinction  of  voluntary 
schools.  General  free  education  was  also 
discussed  in  1870,  and  pressed  from  the 
same  quarter;  but  all  these  schemes  were 
steadily  opposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford,  and 
the  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and 
by  the  bulk  of  the  Liberal  Party,  and 
were  rejected  by  the  decisive  feeling  of 
the  House,  even  when  the  Conservatives 
were  only  a  small  minority,  so  that  to 
press  these  matters  now,  which  are  the 
special  points  of  the  Birmingham  Edu- 
cation League,  after  the  country,  both 
at  the  General  Election  and  at  the  mass 
of  school-board  elections,  has   decided 
against  that  League,  had  been  surely  a 
waste  of  time.     The  truth  is  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
are  always  forgetting  that  by  tne  an- 
nouncements of  the  right  hon.  Member 
Bradford,  and  of  the  then  Prime  Minister 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  the  Education  Bill  of 
1870  was  intended  to  fill  up  gaps  in 
the  voluntary  education  system  of  the 
country,    and  to  do  the   best  to  keep 
those  schools  alive.     They,  it  is  true, 
seemed  to  hope  that,  by  what  they  called 
a  process  of  painless  extinction,  the  great 
body  of  voluntary  schools  would  be  de- 
stroyed ;  but  this,  they  must  remember, 
was  always  denied  by  the  Liberal  Go- 
vernment, the  authors  of  the  Bill.  Upon 
these  assurances  of  theirs  the  Bill  was 
accepted  by  the  country  and  assisted  by 
the  Conservative  Party  in  Parliament. 
I  cannot  allow  them  to  forget,  if  they 
have  any  further  doubts  as  to  my  being 
right,  what  in  one  of  the  leading  debates 
was  said  by  the  then  Prime  Minister 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  when  he  proposed  to 
substitute     an    increased    Government 
grant  for  the  local  aid  from  rates  to  the 
voluntary  schools,  that  that  increased 
grant  would,   he  believed,  enable  the 
voluntary   schools  to  stand  in  compe- 
tition with  the  schools  for  which  rates 
were  to  be  levied  by  the  new  school 
boards  under  the  Bill.     This  is  the  very 
provision  which  we  say,  owing  to  the  in- 
creased cost  of  schools  under  the  Act, 
has  not  been  carried  out,  and  which  we 
seek  to  set  right  by  our  increased  Gt)* 
vernment  grant;  which  has  also  many 
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other  eduoatioiial  advantages.     Surely 
this  epeech  of  the  late  Prime  Minister's, 
and  the  Amendment  which  he  then  in- 
troduced, confirms  decisively  what  I  have 
said,  and  puts  beyond  the  reach  of  dis> 
pute  that  the  Liberal  Government,  re- 
presenting   an    overwhelming    Liberal 
majority,    intended    and    assured    the 
country  by  word  and  act  in   1870  to 
maintain  the  voluntary  schools.    After 
the  endless  discussions  in  Committee,  it 
is,  perhaps,  difficult  to  recollect  how  the 
Bill  now  stands.    I  will,  therefore,  so 
to  speak,  take  stock  of  what  has  passed, 
and  will  give  a  rapid  sketch  of  the  mea- 
sure as  it  leaves  this  House.    The  Bill 
was  introduced  by  the  Government  on 
the  assumption,  which  the  debates  have 
completely  confirmed,  that  the  country 
wished  that  there  should  be  universal 
education  for  the  people.      We  have, 
therefore,  headed  the  Bill  by  a  declara- 
tion that  it  should  be  considered  hence- 
forward the  legal  duty  of  the  parent  to 
provide  elementary  instruction  for  his 
child.    We  have  not,  however,  adopted 
the  scheme  of  universal  direct  compul- 
sion, with  its  array  of  rules,  attendance 
officers,  and  expenditure ;  but  we  have 
gone  upon  the  supposition  that,  with 
respect  to  the  great  majority  of  parents, 
if  you  remove  the  great  temptation  of 
his  child's  earnings  by  punishing  the 
employer  who  employs  the  child  under 
the  legal  age,  and  without  the  certificate 
of  sufficient  schooling,  they  will,  both 
^m  the  usual  wish  to  comply  with  a 
law  when  it  is  once  passed,  and  from 
real  regard  for  the  child's  welfare,  get 
their  children  properly  instructed.     We 
consider  it  a  matter  of  the  highest  im- 
portance for  the  people,  as  affecting  the 
national  character,  its  independence,  its 
self-reliance,  and  the  sacred  principles 
of  freedom,  that  the  people  should  not 
be  told  by  the  State  that  so  many  hours 
a  day,  for  so  many  weeks  in  the  year, 
they  should  send  their  children  to  school. 
The  case  is  of  course  quite  different 
when  a  locality  by  popular  vote,  and 
under  the  guidance  of  a  school  board  of 
its  own  electing,  chooses  to  have  the  rules, 
ftc,  of  direct  compulsion.    This,  under 
this  Bill,  they  can  do  just  as  before. 
But  now  comes  the  second  stage  of  the 
measure,  if  the  parents  do  not,  in  their 
own  interests  and  those  of  their  children, 
send  the  latter  to  school,  or  get  them 
properly   instructed,    the    Government 
AM  held  that  these  parents  come  into  a 


different  category:    they  have    shown 
themselves  unfit  for  the  precious  charge 
of  their  child ;  so  then,  in  the  interests 
of  the  Qhild's  future  life,  and  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  country  of  which  he  must 
become  a  citizen,  we  say  that  the  State 
has  a  full  right  to  intervene,  and  we 
then  have  no  hesitation  to  apply  direct 
compulsion,   and  we  charge  the  local 
authority  to  lay  down  compulsory  rules 
for    the    child's  education,    which  the 
parent    has    shown    himself    unfit    to 
manage.    I  have  thus  given  in  short  the 
principle  upon  which  we  have  built  up 
our  measure.     I  do  not  expect  to  see  any 
sudden   educational   revolution  created 
within    the  next    12    months   by   this 
measure,  and  should  feel  some  alarm  if 
such  was  the  result.     We  are  dealing, 
by  the  hypothesis,  with  a  class  of  people 
who  are  unwilling  to  send  their  children 
to  school,  and  if  a  sudden  revolution  in 
their  family  habits  were  brought  about 
amongst  this  class,  it  would  set  them 
against  the  Bill,  and  do  more  to  set  them 
against  education  than  any  legislation 
could  do  in  the  other  direction.     I  think, 
therefore,  a  very  important  provision  of 
the  Bill  is  that  by  which  it  only  comes 
into    operation    very    gradually    by    a 
sliding  scale  of  five  years.     This  will 
greatly  relieve  the  strain  of  the  new 
law  upon  the  parents,  the  children,  and 
the    employers  of  labour.      The    Bill, 
then,  after  the  declaration  of  the  parent's 
duty,  goes  on  to  say  that  no  children 
should  be  employed  under  10  years  of 
age,  and  by  so  doing  we  put  on   an 
equality    all    trades    and    occupations 
throughout  the  country,  and  I  am  confi- 
dent that  this  will  be  a  great  gain  to 
the  parents  and  the  employers.      The 
next    step    is   to    fine  employers    who 
break  the  law ;  and  then  we  provide  that 
at  10  years  of  age  a  child  to  be  em- 
ployed shall  have  a  certificate,  either 
that  he  has  passed  a  certain  Standard  of 
knowledge,    or  that  he  has  completed 
five  years'  previous  attendance  at  an  effi- 
cient school,  or,  which  is  the  **  honour 
certificate,"  that  he  has  passed  a  higher 
Standard  than  the  necessary  one,  having 
also    regularly    attended    an     efficient 
school.     Those  certificates  are  thus  of 
three  kinds,  and  form  a   most  impor- 
tant part  of  the  Bill.     You  have  the 
dunce's  pass,  the  ordinary  pass  and  the 
honour  pass,  and  the  last-named  will,  I 
hope  and  believe,  give  a  keen  stimulus 
to  the  work  of  education  in  many  dis- 


603 


Elementary 


{COMMONS) 


Edrnt^UnBOl. 


604 


triots.  This  is,  I  know,  a  new  plan,  but 
it  is  surely  worth  a  trial.  It  is  like  a 
prize  in  the  school  for  the  children  most 
remarkable  for  attainments  a^d  cha- 
racter— however  poor  they  may  be— and 
is,  in  fact,  an  exhibition  founded  by  the 
State ;  but  the  trifling  money  advantage 
is  its  least  important  part.  So  far  our 
legislation  by  compulsion,  &c.,  has  been 
all  confined  to  driving  the  children  to 
school :  on  this,  in  my  opinion,  we  ought 
not  in  fairness  only  to  base  our  legisla- 
tion. I  have  a  good  confidence  that  the 
honour  certificate  will  not  only  do  much 
more  to  secure  regular  attendance  at 
school,  but  that  it  will  do  a  still  more 
valuable  work — it  will  awaken  a  keen 
sense  of  honour  and  ambition,  and  the 
invigorating  feeling  of  distinction,  in 
many  an  out-of-the-way  place  in  the 
country,  as  well  as  in  many  a  back  court 
in  our  towns,  and  will  lay  the  foundation 
for  the  honourable  success  of  many  a 
child  in  after  life.  The  next  point  is 
that  which  has  reference  to  children  be- 
tween the  ages  of  10  and  14.  The  Bill 
here  deals  with  **  wandering"  children, 
and  provides  that  where  a  child  is 
habitually  not  at  work  and  is  found 
wandering,  even  if  he  has  got  a  labour 
pass,  he  is  bound  to  be  sent  to  school 
by  the  local  authority,  unless  there  is  a 
reasonable  excuse.  This  is  a  most  im- 
portant principle  in  the  Bill  —  that  a 
child  up  to  14  years  of  age  shall  not  be 
idle  even  after  he  has  got  the  '*  labour 
pass."  All  wastrel  children,  so  to  speak, 
will  be  looked  after  by  this  Bill.  Then 
the  important  clause  having  reference  to 
day  industrial  schools  comes  in  as  a 
supplement  to  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment respecting  wastrel  children  in  our 
towns.  This  provision  is  now  surely 
shorn  of  all  possible  danger  of  abuse, 
and  I  entreat  the  House  to  give  their 
cordial  support  to  that  which  is  after  all 
avowedly  only  an  experiment.  It  is 
forced  upon  us  by  the  existence  of  an 
enormous  evil  never  yet  dealt  with — that 
is  to  say,  the  particular  class  of  children 
who  haunt  our  big  towns  :  the  wretched 
children  who  throng  the  worst  parts  of 
our  cities.  These  are  the  children  who, 
if  they  are  girls,  grow  up  to  be  the 
miserable  women  whom  we  pass  with 
loathing  in  our  back  streets,  and  who 
are  the  depair  of  our  workhouses,  and, 
if  boys,  they  became  that  peculiar, 
stunted,  degraded  class  which  prowls 
about  our  worst  alleys,  which  emerge 

Viscount  Sandon 


into  light  only  at  moments  of  x)opii]ar 
disturbance,  and  which  make  a  constant 
home  of  our  gaols.  These  poor  children 
become  the  disgrace  of  our  Christianity 
and  civilization,  and  grow  up  to  prey 
upon  society.  Ask  the  school  boards  in 
the  big  cities :  they  will  teQ  you  they 
elude  their  grasp,  and,  unfortunately,  the 
ragged  schools,  which  alone  effectively 
dealt  with  them,  have  been  much  dimi- 
nished, unintentionally,  by  the  Act  of 
1 870,  and  thus  these  are  the  very  children 
for  whose  educatioi)  the  intervention  of 
law  is  most  needed.  I  ecumestly  hope, 
therefore,  that  Parliament  will  help  the 
Government  in  the  attempt — I  confess  it 
a  difficult  one — to  cope  with  one  of  the 
most  terrible  evils  of  our  civilization.  The 
Bill  then  proceeds  to  provide  for  the 
payment  of  school  fees  by  Boards  of 
Guardians,  when  necessary  in  cases  of 
great  poverty,  as  in  Scotland  under  the 
Act  of  1872;  and  then  it  removes  that 
great  bone  of  contention,  the  25th  clause 
of  the  Act  of  1 870.  The  removal  of  this 
clause  was  not  owing  to  one  side  of  the 
House,  nor  to  either  political  Party,  but 
was  owing  to  the  spirit  of  conciliation 
which  happily  influenced  many  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  Parliament, 
who  felt  primarily  and  very  strongly  for 
the  cause  of  education.  The  measure 
provides  that  existing  local  authorities 
everywhere  in  boroughs  and  towns  in 
the  country  shall  appoint  school  at- 
tendance committees ;  at  the  beginning 
of  next  year,  therefore,  they  will  have, 
in  every  part  of  the  country,  a  new 
authority  to  look  after  the  education  of 
all  the  children.  The  erection  of  the 
existing  local  authorities  into  school 
education  authorities,  as  far  as  seeing 
that  all  children  get  due  instruction  is 
concerned,  is  a  most  important  point,  it 
not  only  will  efi'ect  a  great  saving  of 
expense  and  prevent  the  Party  bitterness 
which  must  follow  from  irequent  elec- 
tions, in  opposition  to  the  scheme  of 
creating  new  boards  everywhere  for  this 
purpose,  but  it  has  the  immense  advan- 
tage, as  all  must  feel  who  look  at  it 
broadly,  and  not  from  a  Party  platform, 
in  a  political  point  of  view,  as  it  tends 
to  concentrate  duties  in  the  hands  of  the 
existing  local  authorities,  to  increase  its 
dignity  and  weight,  and  by  giving  it 
fresh  duties  of  interest  to  attract  the 
bpf^  '    to  enter  its  ranks.     Beyond 
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aide  their  own  bodies,  in  every  Tillage, 
to  aid  them  in  their  work.  As  there 
has  been  some  misapprehension  as  to 
school  boards,  I  must  add  that  school 
boards  will  be  appointed  as  heretofore 
by  the  Department  where  a  place  does 
not  make  a  sufficient  supply  of  schools, 
and  it  is  also  left  optional  to  every  part 
of  the  country  to  have  school  boards  if 
they  desire  them ;  further,  where  there 
is  a  school  board,  but  no  school,  if  two- 
thirds  of  the  people  desire  to  get  rid  of 
it,  and  the  board  is  not  required  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  education,  a 
majority  of  the  ratepayers  can  do  so.  I 
should  be  truly  sorry  to  have  it  thought, 
for  one  moment,  that  by  having  accepted 
this  provision,  that  the  Government 
meant  to  weaken  the  authority  of  the 
school  boards.  On  the  contrary,  as  long 
as  the  present  Lord  President  and  my- 
self are  at  the  office,  I  can  assure  the 
Conmiittee  they  will  have  the  firm  sup- 
port of  the  Department — as  they  have 
had  hitherto — as  long  as  they  do  their 
duty.  This  very  Bill  itself  ought  to 
show  the  country  that  the  Government 
wishes  rather  to  increase  the  efficiency  of 
school  boards  in  their  difficult  education 
labours.  These  changes  have  been  little 
noticed  on  this  head,  but  look  at  its 
provisions;  independently  of  the  great 
assistance  g^ven  to  school  boards  as  to 
school  attendance  by  the  new  general 
indirect  compulsion  of  the  Bill,  there 
are  many  other  special  provisions  for 
their  benefit.  All  the  heavy  expense 
and  inconvenience  of  bye-elections  is 
done  away  with — a  great  boon  to  large 
towns — and  they  are  enabled  to  fill  up, 
as  in  Scotland,  their  own  bye-vacancies. 
Then,  it  is  now  provided  that  they 
can  build  offices  for  themselves :  a 
matter  the  large  places  were  very  anxious 
for  on  the  ground  of  expense  and  conve- 
nience. Further,  they  are  to  be  allowed 
to  raise  money  by  loan  for  this  purpose 
and  for  building  industrial  schools ;  and 
last,  though  not  least,  we  have  removed 
from  them  that  great  source  of  bitter- 
ness, the  25th  section  of  the  Act  of  1870. 
All  this  surely  shows  a  desire  to  facili- 
tate the  work  of  school  boards.  I  hope 
from  this  survey  of  the  Bill,  the  House 
will  feel  with  me  that  a  g^at  advance 
has  been  made— a  great  advance,  I 
mean,  towards  securing  the  sound  edu- 
oatioii  of  the  whole  of  our  people;  but 
when  I  use  the  word  advance  I  must 


ffuard  myself  against  being  supposed, 
m  accordance  with  expressions  1  have 
heard  used,  to  mean  that  it  would  be  an 
advance  in  our  course  to  adopt  general 
direct  compulsion.  J£  we  are  driven  to 
this  at  last,  it  would  be  an  acknowledg- 
ment of  national  weakness,  by  the  failure 
of  this  or  other  schemes,  which  I,  for 
one,  do  not  at  all  expect.  I  should  hold 
that  to  be  obliged  to  confess  that  parents 
were  not  able  to  do  their  duty  to  their 
children  without  the  daily  intervention  of 
the  State,  and  that  to  be  driven  thus  to 
direct  compulsion  would  be  anything  but 
an  advance :  and  I  trust,  and  cannot  but 
believe,  that  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  will  agree  with  me  that  if  they 
can  do  without  direct  compulsion  it  will 
be  a  subject  for  rejoicing.  I  claim 
then  for  the  Government  and  for  myself 
that  we  have  kept  steadily  in  view  in 
this  matter  the  real  advantage  of  the 
children.  We  have  throughout  taken 
this  as  pur  guiding  star.  This  being  once 
secured,  we  have  endeavoured  to  interfere 
as  little  as  possible  with  the  industry 
of  the  country,  and  to  avoid  the  fatal 
mistake  of  throwing  discredit  upon  the 
labour  of  the  hand  or  of  discouraging 
the  habits  of  work,  and  we  have  also 
kept  constantly  in  mind  that  it  was  all- 
important  in  the  interests  of  education 
itself  and  of  the  national  character  to 
interfere  as  little  as  possible  with  the 
personal  freedom  of  the  people,  to  incur 
as  little  unnecessary  expense  as  possible 
in  carrying  out  the  operations  of  the  law, 
and  to  utilize  every  existing  institution. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  now  that  the 
Bill  is  about  to  pass  through  this  House 
to  **  another  place,"  I  can  only  say  that 
I  shall  endeavour  to  forget  all  the  op- 
position the  measure  has  received,  and  I 
shall  try  only  to  bear  in  mind  the  un- 
expected support  which  it  has  received 
from  all  quarters  of  the  House.  I  desire 
now  to  express  my  warm  acknowledg- 
ments of  that  support,  most  kind  and 
cordial,  which  I  have  received  in  my 
difficult  task.  The  recollection  of  the 
attacks  made  upon  us  will  soon  pass 
away,  but  not  so  the  remembrance  of 
the  kind  and  valuable  assistance  we 
have  obtained.  In  conclusion,  then,  I 
will  venture  to  express  the  honest  hope 
and  expectation,  in  which  I  believe  most 
hon.  Members  will  join  me,  that,  what- 
ever have  been  their  opinions  in  the 
past,  whatever  may  be  their  political  or 
ecclesiastical  opinions,  they  will  do  their 
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nble,  ao  aa  to  gire  effect  to  the  earnest 
deme  of  the  GoTemmentr  of  Pariia- 1 
meat,  and  of  the  nadon.  so  as  to  plaee 
oar  iocial  erstem  on  broad  and  deep 
^[mndations,  bj  seeming  the  general 
sound  instmction  of  the  vhole  of  onr 
people,  and  therebj  fitting  them  to  be 
woithj  subjects  and  nsefol  citizens  of 
the  great  State  of  England. 

M&.  GOSCHEX  said,  that  when  the 
Speaker  pat  the  Qnestion  from  the  Chair, 
and  proposed  that  the  Bill  shoald  be 
read  a  third  time,  and  challenged  hon. 
Hembers  to  a  difision,  a  great  many  of 
them  would  liave  to  consider  what  coarse 
they  would  have  to  take  under  the  cir- 
cumstances.  Hon.  Members  would  agree 
that  it  was  a  grave  question  for  many  of 
them  to  sav  whether,  after  these  pro- 
tracted debates,  they  found  themselves 
in  a  position  to  rote  for  the  third  reading 
of  this  Bill,  or  whether  they  would  be 
compelled  to  rote  ag^nst  it.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  'Viscount  Sandon)  had 
placed  before  them  the  condition  in 
which  the  Bill  would  leave  the  House  if 
it  were  passed.  In  two  sentences  he 
(Mr.  Oroschen)  would  state  two  of  the 
results  which  would  occur  to  many 
Members  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House.  School  boards  had 
suffered  in  reputation  and  power.  The 
25th  clause  of  the  Act  of  1870  had  been 
repealed,  but  a  worse  clause  had  been 
substituted.  School  boards  had  suffered 
in  consequence  of  the  position  which  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  Party  opposite  had 
taken  up.  The  authority  of  the  boards 
would  be  weakened  in  the  country,  and 
the  legislation  of  1870  had  been  repre- 
sented in  a  different  light  from  that  in 
which  it  was  conceived  and  executed. 
They  would  further  find  themselves  in 
this  position — that  while  the  noble  Lord 
said  the  25th  clause  was  a  bone  of  con- 
tention and  had  been  removed,  an 
arrangement  had  been  substituted  in 
its  place  which  would  cause  as  much 
contention  and  as  much  heart-burning, 
and  would  be  universal,  extending 
over  a  wider  area  than  the  clause  of 
which  it  took  the  place.  Under  these 
circumstances,  what  course  ought  those 
of  them  who  felt  strongly  on  this  point 
to  pursue?  He  would  only  spea^ 
himself,  but  he  believed  he  shr 
speaking  the  sentiments  of  a  gre 
on  that  side  of  the  House  whei 
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that  did  not.  to  a 
the  grievance  under  whs:^  ^akf-  Itasn- 
ters  thought  ther  were  ^alMulnr  wniJi 
not  be  a  satisfacsorr  smasst*.  Be  »: 
anxious  were  they  to  sopf^v:  "iM  <>> 
vemment,  in  the  interesct  ci  lact  7e»:?uf 
that  through  many  stageat  of  T2i«-  BH 
they  did  not  oppose  it.  box  vsrcec  Er  fa-rni? 
of  it.  On  the  second  reA-iEsx.  i=>£  ir 
Committee,  even  at  lass,  whea  Ckfrjbrc^ 
Member  for  South  LeEcessenbirt  Mr. 
Pell)  had  proposed  his  dai»R.  w^S:^ 
was  received  with  so  much  ^zaaass^mt- 
tion  on  that  side  of  the  Hoose.  i&«t 
supported  the  Crovemment.  0&  ihe 
Beport  they  only  made  a  process,  and 
throughout  they  had  shown  an  insereas 
in  the  educational  part  of  the  CMKvre. 
and  were  most  reluctant  to  take  any 
step  hostOe  to  the  Bill.  But.  subaeqveax 
to  that  protest,  and  notwithstaadinr  tke 
proof  of  conciliation  on  the  pszt  ot  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  on  the  Report 
a  blow  was  struck  at  the  Xonoonforausts, 
strengthening  denominational  sidiools. 
and  against,  he  would  not  say  the  pre^ 
judices  of  some  hon.  Gentlemen,  or 
their  wishes,  but  their  just  claims.  He 
asked,  whether  it  was  a  fair  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  House  that  on  the  Be- 
port, at  the  end  of  the  Session,  when  it 
was  impossible  to  communicate  with  all 
classes  of  the  country  and  give  the 
country  an  opportunity  of  pronouncing 
on  such  a  thing  as  this,  that  a  radical 
change  should  be  made  in  the  character 
of  the  Bill  ?  The  noble  Lord  minimized 
the  effect  of  the  Bill,  but  hon.  Members 
knew  it  would  have  a  great  effect. 
With  regard  to  the  repeal  of  the  25th 
clause,  the  Government  were  putting  an 
end  to  the  dispute  by  the  force  of  its 
large  majority.  It  could  not  be  said 
that  it  was  a  removal  of  the  bone  of 
contention.  If  it  was  removed  from  the 
area  of  the  school  board,  it  was  not  re- 
moved from  the  area  of  the  ratepayers 
or  the  public  or  those  interested  in  edn- 
tion.  That  being  their  position,  what 
^t  their  duty  to  do  m  the  present 
He  saw  no  other  course  open  to 
in  this — that  if  there  should  be 
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a  division,  they  ahould  record  their 
votes  against  the  third  reading.  He 
knew  that  that  vote  would  be  misinter- 
preted, but  he  thought  he  might  appeal 
to  the  action  of  the  Party,  and  to  what 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  himself  had 
said — ^namely,  that  they  had  been  most 
anxious  to  promote  the  cause  of  educa- 
tion, to  show  that,  unless  under  g^at 
provocation,  they  would  not  have  op- 
posed the  measure.  He  did  not  want  to 
vote  against  the  Bill  as  a  matter  of  form, 
but  he  thought  that  it  would  be  better 
in  the  interests  of  education  that  the 
Bill  should  not  pass  at  all  than  that  it 
should  become  law  containing  those 
provisions  which  had  been  recently  in- 
troduced into  it.  Moreover,  if  the  result 
should  be  to  throw  out  this  Bill,  another 
might  be  introduced  next  Session,  and 
then  the  question  of  the  denominational 
evstem  could  be  more  fully  canvassed. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said  &at  the  Bill 
should  not  aggpitivate  the  religious  diffi- 
culty, but  that  pledge  had  been  broken, 
because  the  measure  aggravated  the 
diffictdty  in  a  manner  that  would  set  a 
large  portion  of  the  people  of  the 
country  against  the  scheme.  He  thought 
it  a  misfortune  that  the  question  should 
have  produced  so  much  acrimony,  and 
he  did  not  think  the  cause  of  education 
would  lose  if  the  Bill  was  not  read  a 
third  time.  No  hon.  Member  had 
ventured  to  answer  the  question  which 
was  put  to  the  Government  the  other 
day — namely,  if  they  had  Unitarian 
schools,  with  a  Conscience  Clause,  would 
they  compel  children  of  the  Church  of 
England  to  g^  into  them  ?  That  was  a 
chweng^  which  had  never  been  taken 
up.  He  believed  that  in  the  long  run 
popular  feeling  would  declare  itself 
against  the  compulsory  attendance  of 
children  at  denominational  schools,  and 
the  support  of  such  schools  by  public 
money.  Personally,  if  a  division  were 
challenged,  he  had  no  option  but  to  vote 
against  the  Bill. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  that  as 
he  differed  somewhat  from  his  right  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Gt>schen),  and  as  probably  there  would 
be  a  division,  he  thought  it  absolutely 
necessary  that  he  should  explain  what 
course  he  intended  to  take.  It  would 
be  very  kind  of  the  House  to  listen  to 
him,  as  he  was  now  speaking  his  own 
personal  views  in  the  matter,  and  giving 
what  was  almost  approaching  a  x>ersonal 
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explanation.  Now,  he  naturally  looked 
very  much  to  educational  results ;  but 
he  did  not  agree  with  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men that  if  the  opponents  of  the  measure 
had  succeeded  in  preventing  its  passing 
that  it  would  be  absolutely  necessary  to 
re-introduce  it  next  year.  Indeed,  he 
thought  it  would  have  been  possible  for 
the  Government  to  have  gone  on  for 
some  time  without  any  fresh  measure. 
He  agpreed  with  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Viscount  Sandon)  in  much  that  he  had 
said  as  to  the  educational  results  of  the 
Bill.  Those  results  were  to  him  of  the 
g^atest  importance.  First  of  all,  they 
had  got  this  result,  that  work  was  stopped 
under  10  years  of  age.  That  was  a  very 
g^eat  result.  Then  they  had  the  prin- 
ciple established  that  after  10  and  up  to 
the  age  of  14  the  children  must  attain 
a  certain  Standard,  or  work  and  school 
went  on  together.  He  considered  that 
another  great  result.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber :  Not  in  agricultural  districts.]  He 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  was  mistaken 
there.  By  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  West  Biding 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish),  on  the 
second  reading,  the  principle  was  esta- 
blished that  no  child  could  work  full- 
time  after  10,  and  before  the  age  of  14, 
unless  it  had  attained  a  certain  Standard 
of  efficiency,  or  had  made  a  certain 
number  of  attendances,  failing  which  it 
would  be  put  upon  half  time,  or  work 
and  school  together.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare 
Bead)  thought  they  had  gone  too  far  in 
enlarging  the  half-time  age  from  13  to 
14.  He,  however,  regarded  that  as  a 
great  advantage ;  and  there  was  another 
— an  advantage  the  effects  of  which  it 
was  not  very  easy  to  overlook  —  that 
workshops  had  been  placed  under  the 
same  educational  provisions  as  factories. 
But  these  were  not  the  only  good  educa- 
tional results  obtained  by  the  Bill.  These 
results  referred  to  indirect  compulsion  ; 
but  the  Bill  had  been  so  improved  that 
it  was  now,  in  his  opinion,  a  measure  of 
direct  compulsion.  Upon  this  point  he 
thought  there  had  been  some  miscon- 
ception. The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Vis- 
count Sandon)  had  always  interpreted 
direct  compulsion  in  a  way  that  he  (Mr. 
Forster)  did  not.  He  seemed  to  think 
that  in  order  to  establish  direct  compul- 
sion, it  should  be  ordered  that  every 
parent  should  be  made  to  send  his  child 
to  school  for  certain  hours  every  day. 
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That  was  not,  as  lie  understood  it,  what 
they  were  aiming  at.  What  they  were 
aiming  at  was,  that  by  the  law  of  the 
land  a  parent  should  be  bound  to  pro- 
vide for  the  education  of  his  child,  and 
that  if  he  neglected  to  do  so,  some  autho- 
rity should  cause  it  to  be  done  for  him, 
and  the  parent  should  be  subjected  to  a 
penalty.  That  was  what  he  considered 
to  be  direct  universal  compulsion,  and 
that  was  what  was  enacted  by  this  Bill. 
Parliament  was  bound,  first  of  all,  to  de- 
clare by  Act  of  Parliament  what  was  the 
duty  of  a  parent,  and  accordingly  it  said, 
by  the  4th  clause,  that  it  was  the  legal 
duty  of  a  parent  to  see  that  his  child 
was  taught,  as  well  as  fed  and  clothed ; 
and  in  the  8th  clause  —  originally  the 
7th,  as  now  amended  —  it  told  the 
local  authorities  throughout  the  coun- 
try that  if  any  parent  habitually  neg- 
lected to  perform  his  duty  in  regard 
to  the  education  of  his  child  he  was  to 
be  made  to  do  it.  To  his  mind  the  edu- 
cational results  of  these  provisions  were 
very  important,  and  he  should  be  sorry 
to  learn  that  the  country  disapproved  of 
them.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Mundella)  was  really  to  be  con- 
gratulated, for  almost  every  one  of  the 
recommendations  which  he  urged  in  his 
Motion  upon  the  second  reading  had 
been  adopted,  or  rather  complied  with, 
inasmuch  as  the  Bill  had  been  made  to 
accord  almost  entirely  with  the  sugges- 
tions of  the  Factory  Commission.  Leaving 
the  educational  results  for  a  moment, 
he  came  to  the  other  features  of  the 
Bill.  His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Goschen)  considered  himself  compelled 
by  the  alteration  which  had  been  made 
in  respect  to  the  25th  clause  to  vote 
against  the  third  reading.  It  was,  how- 
ever, possible  to  overrate  the  change 
which  had  been  made.  Still,  he  ex- 
ceedingly regretted  that  the  Government 
had  allowed  the  subject  to  be  mooted, 
and  he  entirely  agreed  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
change  had  been  made — a  change  which 
had  been  brought  forward  with  so  little 
Notice,  and  to  which  the  Government 
themselves  had  become  reconciled  in 
so  brief  a  time.  But  that  was  merely 
the  way  in  which  the  result  had  been 
arrived  at.  And  what  was  the  result  ? 
Those  who  were  opposed  to  the  change 
evidently  thought  that  in  the  transfer  of 
duties  the  Boards  of  Guardians  would 
inherit  the  whole  of  the  difficulties  of  the 
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school  boards,  and  would  be  put  in  a 
new  position.  That  would  not  be  the 
case;  for  at  the  present  moment  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  experienced  and 
were  meeting  those  diffioultieSy  and  they 
heard  nothing  about  any  particular  in- 
convenience arising.  At  that  moment 
every  Board  of  Guardians  throughout 
the  country  was  required  by  the  Act  of 
1873  to  perform  the  same  duty  as  the 
parochial  boards  of  Scotland — that  was, 
to  pay  the  school  fees  of  out-door  pau- 
pers, under  regulations  similar  to  those 
of  the  25th  clause.  The  enormous  ma- 
jority  of  the  children  who  were  neg- 
lected and  for  whom  payments  woidd 
have  to  be  made  were  the  children  of 
the  out-door  paupers;  and  what  was 
proposed  now  was  merely  that  the  chil- 
dren of  the  comparatively  few  parents 
who  were  too  poor  to  pay  fees,  but  who 
were  not  paupers,  ana  with  regard  to 
whom  the  school  boards  had  at  present 
the  option  of  paying  or  not  paying 
the  fees,  should  be  put,  as  in  Soot* 
land,  under  the  same  superintend- 
ence as  those  who  were  paupers. 
They  were,  in  his  opinion,  doing  a  great 
thing  in  relieving  the  school  boards  of 
this  difficulty.  The  school  boards  them- 
selves, in  his  opinion,  would  think  it  no 
slur  that  it  had  been  taken  away  from 
them.  The  London  School  Board,  he 
was  informed  a  little  while  ag^,  had 
petitioned  the  Department  to  g^t  rid  of 
it.  He  was  sure  of  this — that  under  the 
change  there  would  be  an  immense 
diminution  in  the  amount  of  school  fees 
that  would  be  paid ;  for  this  reason — the 
Boards  of  Guardians  had  both  more 
knowledge  of  the  inability  of  payment 
on  the  part  of  the  parents  and  more  will 
to  take  care  of  the  rates  than  a  school 
board — they  were  more  economical,  and 
better  knew  who  were  too  poor  to  pay, 
and  who  were  not.  He  did  not  know 
wliether  Boards  of  Guardians  were  de- 
nominational or  not ;  but  he  did  know 
that  a  large  number  of  school  boards 
were  not  secular.  He  was  perfectly  sure 
that  in  those  places  in  which  the  school 
boards  had  made  the  most  payments 
under  the  25th  clause — in  Manchester, 
Salford,  and  Livei'pool  —  the  practical 
effect  would  be  that  the  denominational 
schools  would  receive  far  less  help  out 
of  the  rates  than  they  hitherto  had  re- 
ceived. He  could  not,  therefore,  make 
this  change  a  ground  for  voting  against 
the  third  zea£ng  of  the  Bill,  much  as 
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he  Tegretted  the  mode  by  which  this  re- 
sult nad  been  arrived  at.  Having  al- 
ways held  that  the  parent  had  a  right 
to  choose  the  school  to  whicb  he  would 
send  his  children,  the  change  did  not, 
of  course,  weigh  much  with  him.  He 
was  perfectly  well  aware  that  he  might 
be  charged  now,  as  indeed  he  had  been 
charged  before,  with  inconsistency  to 
this  extent — that  in  places  where  were 
was  only  one  school  the  parents  would 
have  no  option.  In  such  a  case,  he 
would  have  to  choose  between  the  child 
and  the  parent,  and  it  being  so  neces- 
sary that  the  child  should  be  educated, 
he  should  decide  that  the  child  should 
be  sent  to  the  school  that  did  exist.  It 
had  been  asked  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill  how  they  would  like  to  be  com- 
pelled to  send  their  children  to  school  if 
only  Unitarian  schools  existed.  Well, 
there  were  many  situations  in  which 
inconveniences  and  difficulties  arose,  but 
they  might  depend  upon  it  the  establish- 
ment of  mere  unsectarian  or  secular 
schools  would  not  get  rid  of  this  parti- 
cular difficulty.  For  instance,  they  would 
have  to  deal  with  the  Boman  Catholic 
parents,  and  with  other  parents  of  strong 
religious  views,  who  certainly  would  not 
like  to  have  their  children  compelled  to 
attend  secular  schools.  They  might  say 
that  was  a  most  unreasonable  prejudice ; 
but  they  would  nevertheless  find  that 
the  same  diffictdties  and  inconveniences 
would  arise  much  as  at  present.  Con- 
sidering, therefore,  the  educational  re- 
sults of  the  Bill,  especially  as  amended 
in  Committee,  he  could  not,  on  account 
of  the  change  with  regard  to  the  25th 
clause,  vote  against  it.  But  he  had  now 
to  consider  the  two  clauses  which  had 
been  introduced  into  the  Bill,  and  to 
which,  as  the  House  was  aware,  he  was 
strongly  opposed.  He  had  very  little 
doubt  that  the  clause  for  the  dissolution 
of  school  boards  would  not  have  much 
practical  effect.  Never  was  the  House 
of  Commons  occupied  so  long  a  time 
upon  so  small  a  matter.  \J^  Hear,  hear !" 
from  ike  Minut&rial  Jienchea.^  Hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  cheered  that 
statement;  but  if  they  felt  the  reason 
of  it  they  should  not  have  pressed  so 
•mall  a  matter  so  strongly.  Some  of 
them  on  that  side  of  the  House  did  their 
best  to  minimize  the  effects  of  the  clause, 
and  they  did  so  fritter  it  down  that  it 
>  now  to  Yerj  little.    It  was  wonder- 


ful how  quickly  the  animus  that  cropped 
up  in  the  heat  of  debate  passed  away, 
and  was  forgotten ;  and  coming  to  the 
third  reading,  it  was  not  sufficient  for 
them  to  say  that  they  disliked  the  hard 
speeches  made  and  the  animus  dis- 
played; but  they  must  consider  the 
actual  measure  itself.  The  other  clause 
was  a  very  important  one,  and  one 
which  obliged  him  not  to  record  his 
vote  at  all — he  referred  to  the  relaxa- 
tion of  the  restrictions  with  regard  to 
the  Parliamentary  grants.  He  could 
not  put  himself  in  the  position  of  being 
supposed,  by  voting  for  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  to  assent  to  this  altera- 
tion. He  regarded  it  as  a  most  impor- 
tant change  of  principle,  and  although 
its  immediate  effects  might  be  slight 
its  ultimate  effects  would  be  great.  He 
believed  further  that  those  ultimate 
effects  would  be  exactly  opposite  to  those 
intended  by  the  promoters;  for  deno- 
minational schools,  supported  without 
subscriptions,  if  they  did  not  become 
State  schools,  would  become  much  sub- 
jected to  State  control.  Now,  as  to  the 
effect  which  this  Bill  might  be  sup- 
posed to  have  upon  the  condition  of 
things  as  they  were  left  by  the  Act  of 
1870,  he  thought  the  Government  had 
acted  most  unwisely  in  disturbing  the 
settlement  of  1870,  and  he  must  be  al- 
lowed to  say  that,  in  consequence  of  these 
changes,  the  alteration  in  the  Parlia- 
mentary grant,  and  the  dissolution  of 
school  boards,  he  did  not  consider  him- 
self any  longer  bound  by  any  engage- 
ment he  might  have  been  supposed  to 
enter  into  at  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1870.  He  hoped,  however,  that  his 
Friends  on  this  side  of  the  House  would 
not  misunderstand  him.  In  regard  to 
the  Act  of  1870  he  had  been  in  this 
pleasant  position — that  he  had  never  felt 
himself  compelled  by  expediency  or  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  the  Bill  passed 
to  do  anything  that  he  did  not  consider 
fair  and  just,  and  in  the  true  interests 
of  education.  What,  therefore,  he  wished 
to  state  was  simply  this — that  he  should 
now  consider  himself  perfectly  free  to 
adopt  in  this  important  matter  of  edu- 
cation, under  any  changed  circums- 
tances of  the  country,  whatever  course 
he  thought  most  conducive  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  children  and  of  the  coun- 
try generally,  though  he  must  be  allowed 
to  say  that  he  was  still  of  opinion  that 
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the  Act  of  1870  had  been  framed  upon 
fair  and  just  principles. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  119 ;  Noes 
46 :  Majority  73. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  dkU^  passed. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed , 
That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 


a 


EGYPT-MR.  CAVE'S  MISSION- 
EGYPTIAN  FINANCE.— RESOLUTION. 

SiK  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  rose  to 
call  attention  to  Mr.  Cave's  Mission  to 
Egypt,  and  to  move, 

"  That  it  is  inexpedient  that  the  British  Go- 
yemment  ^ould  take  any  part  to  facilitata  loan 
transactions  to  the  Khedive  of  Egypt." 

He  said  that  the  Motion  was  now  some- 
what out  of  date,  because  the  evils 
which  it  was  intended  to  guard  against 
had  not  come  off  in  a  direct  form.  He 
had  kept  the  Motion  on  the  Paper  to 
bring  it  forward  that  day,  rather  with 
the  view  of  giving  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Shoreham  an  oppor- 
tunity of  giving  some  information  to  the 
House  on  his  important  Mission,  than 
with  any  other  object.  The  Session 
bade  fair  to  end  as  it  began,  with  dis- 
cussions regarding  the  Suez  Canal  and 
the  affairs  of  Egypt.  He  would  not  re- 
fer to  the  Suez  Canal,  except  to  say  it 
was  evident  that  the  great  and  glorious 
results  which  the  Press  and  the  public 
seemed  to  anticipate  from  that  purchase 
had  not  been  realized.  He  was  bound 
to  say  also  that  the  evils,  the  risk  of 
which  had  been  incurred  had  not  so  far 
developed  themselves,  but  that,  as  often 
happened  in  such  cases,  neither  the  good 
nor  the  evil  was  so  great  as  had  been 
anticipated.  He  would  confine  his  ob- 
servations to  the  Mission  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  state  of 
Egyptian  finances,  of  which  his  Report 
was  the  subject.  At  one  time  there  was 
very  great  reason  to  fear  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  might  meddle 
with  the  finances  of  Egypt,  and  he,  for 
one,  thought  it  undesirable  and  inex- 
pedient to  do  so  ;  but  he  was  very  glad 
to    find    that    the    intention    of    Her 
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Majesty's  Gk>vemment  to  appoint  a 
Commission  to  deal  with  the  ^^uptian 
Debt  had  not  been  carried  out.  The 
general  feeling  of  the  oountrj,  if  he 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  apprehended  it 
rightly,  was  that  too  large  a  politioil 
character  had  been  given  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Mission,  and  that  too 
large  a  staff  accompanied  him  to  do 
what  might  very  well  have  been  done  by 
a  clever  and  experienced  financial  derk. 
He  went  to  ascertain  the  exact  state  of 
the  finances  of  Egypt,  and  not  to  pro- 
duce any  great  poHtical  or  financial  effect 
upon  that  country.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  giving  the  House  some  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  the  Beport  which 
had  been  presented  to  Parliament,  and 
especially  in  regard  to  the  sources  of  the 
information  contained  in  the  Report,  and 
to  the  state  of  the  Egyptian  Bevenue, 
especially  the  effect  of  the  imposition  of 
the  Moukabala  and  the  probable  effect 
of  the  cessation  of  the  Moukabala.  He 
should  be  glad  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  justify  his  sang^ne  view  of 
Egyptian  finances,  and  to  know  that 
the  reports  of  these  finances  were 
founded  on  clear  and  undoubted  evi- 
dence. Until  he  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
heard  full  explanations  on  those  points  he 
must  continue  to  regard  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman'sBeport  as  too  sanguine.  If  it 
should  prove  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  too  sanguine,  that  would 
be,  he  apprehended,  a  great  evil,  be- 
cause the  result  had  been  to  bolster  up 
unduly  the  credit  of  Egypt — a  result 
which  the  Khedive,  a  shrewd  and 
sagacious  man,  no  doubt  desired.  At 
first  the  Khedive  did  not  like  the 
Mission,  but  finding  it  was  inevitable, 
he  determined  to  utilize  it  to  the  utmost 
for  the  benefit  of  Egjrptian  credit,  to 
supply  it  with  facts  of  a  sanguine 
and  roseate  hue,  and  thus  to  favour  a 
financial  scheme,  which,  if  it  had  suc- 
ceeded, would  have  induced  the  people  of 
these  countries  to  lend  their  moneys.  He 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  was  glad  that 
scheme  for  the  conversion  of  the  Egyptian 
Debt  had  not  succeeded ;  for  he  was  very 
apprehensive  that  if  it  had  succeeded,  all 
the  people  who  lent  their  money  would 
have  said,  and  said  with  some  justice,  that 
they  were  induced  to  do  so  by  the  Report 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  M!em- 
ber  for  Shoreham.  He  had  expressed  in 
the  Resolution  on  the  Paper,  that  it  was 
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better  they  should  not  interfere  to  try  and 
patch  up  Egyptian  finance,  for  he  did 
not  believe  in  patching  up  the  finances 
of  foreign  countries  for  the  benefit  of 
the  widow,  and  the  orphan,  and  the  poor 
clergyman,  and  the  half-pay  officer.  He 
was  aware  that  it  was  argued  that  for 
the  benefit  of  the  poor  people  who  held 
these  old  Egyptian  loans,  these  foreign 
loans  should  be  patched  up.  He  pitied 
those  poor  people  very  much ;  but  if  we 
were  to  adopt  this  mode  of  assisting 
them,  a  great  many  other  people  might 
similarly  get  into  difficulties.  He  be- 
lieved Uie  first  loss  was  the  best,  and 
that  it  was  not  wise  to  prop  up  the 
oredit  of  any  foreign  State  that  might 
be  in  a  rotten  or  tottering  condition. 
He  thought,  too,  that  the  very  sanguine 
reports  of  the  Bevenues  of  Egypt 
would  lead  to  gpreat  harm ;  and  it  might 
lead  the  Khedive  to  think  it  necessary  to 
justify  the  estimate  by  screwing  more 
money  out  of  those  under  his  control. 
He  found  that  the  land  revenue  of  Egypt 
was  already  ten  times  the  highest  revenue 
which  we  obtained  from  the  people  of 
India.  It  was  above  the  average  rent 
per  acre  of  the  land  of  England,  and,  if 
additional  taxation  was  imposed  upon 
the  down-trodden  cultivators  of  Egypt, 
the  result  would  be  one  we  should  not 
be  justified  in  aiding  and  abetting.  He 
found  from  the  figures  that  the  land 
revenue  of  Egypt  was  £4,300,000,  and 
that  on  account  of  the  operation  of  what 
was  called  the  Moukabala  that  revenue 
had  been  reduced  by  about  £1,600,000. 
He  also  found  that  about  £1,500,000  of 
the  Moukabala  had  been  treated  as  an 
asset,  whereas  it  was  in  reality  only  a 
capitalization  of  the  Bevenue.  There 
would  be,  according  to  his  figures,  a  loss 
of  £3,200,000  of  the  revenue  on  ac- 
oonnt  of  the  cessation  of  the  Moukabala. 
He  wanted  to  know  where  these  figures 
came  from,  and  on  what  it  was  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  based  his  sanguine 
estimate  of  the  finances  of  Egypt  on  the 
cessation  of  the  Moukabala  payments  ? 
If  a  new  land  tax  was,  as  he  gathered, 
to  be  imposed  in  substitution  for  the 
Moukabala,  gpreat  injustice  was  likely  to 
be  done.  He  would  be  glad  if  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Shoreham  removed 
that  impression.  There  were  other 
items  of  revenue  of  which  he  should 
like  explanations.  In  other  parts  of 
Europe  an  octroi  was  supposed  to  be  a 
local  tax  which  could  not  legitimately  be 


taken  as  a  source  of  general  revenue, 
and  if  the  estimate  of  the  net  profit  of 
the  Egyptian  railways  was  correct,  they 
must  be  the  most  profitable  railways  in 
the  world.  He  had  the  greatest  doubts 
of  the  possibility  of,  and  therefore  of 
the  expediency  of  attempting  to,  veneer 
these  old  Oriental  Governments  with  the 
gloss  of  modem  civilization.  They  had 
a  strength  and  vigour  of  their  own  ;  but 
his  experience  was  that  the  result  of  any 
attempt  to  civilize  and  modernize  them 
was  to  destroy  their  old  vitality  without 
imparting  a  new  one.  This  was  more 
specially  the  case  when  you  put  them  into 
the  bands  of  City  financiers  and  tried 
to  vitalize  them  with  money  from  the 
City ;  there  could  not  be  a  more  speedy, 
more  effectual  road  to  ruin  for  these 
States  than  their  putting  themselves 
into  the  hands  of  persons  in  the  City. 
Whereas  the  Predecessors  of  the  Khedive 
had  executed  considerable  works  of  public 
importance,  and  yet  had  incurred  only  a 
small  Debt,  the  impression  derived  from 
the  Papers  was  that  the  Khedive  had  in- 
curred large  debts  and  done  little  work 
with  the  money.  We  had  not  only  aided 
him  in  great  financial  schemes  and  in- 
dustrial enterprizes,  but  our  money  had 
also  aided  and  abetted  him  in  great 
political  projects.  He  was  an  exceed- 
ingly ambitious  man,  and  he  had  con- 
ceived the  project  of  establishing  a 
great  Empire  in  Africa,  which  he  thought 
would  be  better  in  the  hands  of  still  more 
civilized  Powers.  As  the  result  of  the 
loan  from  this  country,  he  had  estab- 
lished a  large  Army,  which  had  not  only 
been  employed  for  great  conquest  or 
attempted  conquest  in  Abyssinia,  but 
15,000  or  20,000  black  troops  in  Egypt 
had  been  sent  to  assist  in  crushing  the 
Christians  of  Turkey,  a  course  of  pro- 
ceeding which  to  him  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  seemed  to  be  a  serious  thing 
to  be  done  with  the  money  of  this  country. 
Further,  a  Mahomedan  Power  must  be  a 
very  great  difficulty  in  the  way  of  our 
efforts  to  put  down  the  Slave  Trade,  and 
the  evidence  was  strong  that  in  the  Bed 
Sea,  imder  the  Turkish  and  Egyptian 
flags,  a  very  large  slave  trade  was 
carried  on.  Considering  the  doubtful 
character  of  the  enterprizes  which  the 
!Euler  of  Egypt  undertook,  at  all  events, 
there  was  every  reason  why  at  present 
the  Eulers  of  this  country  should  not 
bobter  up  the  credit  of  the  Potentate  of 
Egypt ;  that  he  should  settle  as  best  he 
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could  with  tlie  financiers  with  whom  he 
might  deal,  without  being  patted  on  the 
back  in  official  Reports  to  our  own  Go- 
vernment, or  having  his  credit  bolstered 
up  by  any  other  indirect  means.  Having 
made  these  observations,  perhaps  he 
would  best  consult  the  opinion  of  the 
House  by  not  moving  his  Besolution, 
and  by  simply  calling  his  attention  to 
the  subject,  in  the  hope  that  he  would 
elicit  some  statement  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Shoreham. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAYE,  who  was  re- 
ceived with  cheers,  said :  I  rise  in  accor- 
dance with  the  hon.  Member's  invitation, 
and  because  I  imagine  the  House  will  ex- 
pect me  to  say  a  few  words  before  the  Ses- 
sion closes ;  otherwise  I  should  much  prefer 
remaining  silent.  I  agree  with  him  that 
his  Motion  is  now  somewhat  out  of  date. 
I  feel  that  the  interest  which  formerly 
attached  to  my  Mission  has  well  nigh 
died  away,  and  that  the  affairs  of  Egypt 
have  naturally  been  thrown  into  the 
shade  by  more  urgent  and  important 
events  iii  the  East.  I  should  not,  there- 
fore, be  justified  in  repeating  what  is 
said  in  my  Report,  or  detaining  the 
House  over  the  varying  fortunes  of  the 
Egyptian  Mission.  My  Report  has  long 
been  before  the  country.  All  that  we 
said  and  did  in  Egypt,  and  a  good  deal 
more,  has  been  duly  chronicled  and 
commented  upon.  Still  less  is  it  my 
business  to  defend  the  policy  of  sending 
the  Mission  to  Cairo.  That  will  be  done 
by  others.  But  whatever  differences  of 
opinion  there  may  have  been  in  England 
on  that  point,  I  believe  there  was  little 
doubt  in  other  countries.  I  believe, 
moreover,  that  without  it — without  the 
exposure  of  the  perilous  state  of  the 
finances  of  Egypt  which  resulted  from 
our  inquiries — her  Ruler  would,  like  so 
many  others  in  similar  difficulties,  have 
gone  on  shutting  his  eyes  to  the  danger 
of  the  course  he  was  pursuing,  and  the 
end  would  have  been  more  hopelessly 
disastrous  than  the  present  crisis.  The 
hon.  Member  charges  me  with  unduly 
bolstering  up  the  credit  of  Egypt.  That 
maybe  his  opinion,  but  that  was  not  the 
opinion  of  the  Khedive.  He  complained 
that  the  Mission,  far  from  assisting  him 
to  borrow,  closed  the  Money  Market 
against  him ;  and,  if  that  were  so,  it  may 
turn  out  that  this  was  the  best  thing 
that  could  have  happened,  though  his 
difficulties  may  have  been  aggravated 
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at  the  time.  No  doubt,  such  a  IGssion 
to  an  independent  Power  was  perhaps 
unprecedented,  and  it  was  a  very  delicate 
and  difficult  duty  to  cariy  out  our  in- 
structions so  as  to  avoid  giving  offence 
on  the  one  hand  and  to  attain  our  object 
of  obtaining  accurate  information  on  the 
other.  I  hope  we  have  performed  that 
duty  with  tolerable  success.  I  am  sure 
the  Khedive  will  admit  that  we  were  not 
wanting  in  the  respect  due  to  his  hig:h 
position ;  and  I  must  say  that  His 
Highness  treated  us  with  every  con- 
sideration, and  seemed  most  desirous  of 
giving  us  all  the  information  we  could 
desire.  Whether  this  information  would 
have  been  so  readily  afforded  to  the 
"clever  clerk"  whom  the  hon.  Member 
would  have  substituted  for  my  Mission 
may  be  doubted.  It  has  been  sugg^ested 
by  the  hon.  Member  that  all  our  infor* 
mation  was  merely  second-hand,  and 
that  we  were  obliged  to  take  what  was 
set  before  us  without  asking  any  ques- 
tions. That,  of  course,  is  in  the  main 
true,  though  not  entirely  so.  We  did 
test  what  we  had  opportunities  of  test- 
ing ;  but,  of  course,  we  could  hardly  be 
expected  in  two  months  to  unravel  the 
intricacies  and  audit  the  accounts — ^kept 
in  Arabic — of  the  Finance  Minister.  We 
might  have  been  deceived,  no  doubt. 
StiU,  we  had  this  to  rely  upon,  that 
though  we  might  easily  have  been  de- 
ceived, yet  that  a  person  who  wished  to 
deceive  us  would  hardly  have  asked  for 
an  experienced  English  financier  to  re- 
main in  his  employment  for  five  or  ten 
years,  to  whom  all  the  accounts  of 
the  Government  were  to  be  submitted, 
and  by  whom  the  statement  furnished  to 
us  would,  of  course,  be  examined.  The 
result,  however,  has  exceeded  my  expec- 
tations. I  fully  expected  that  many 
errors  would  be  detected  and  exposed, 
and  was  prepared  to  be  satisfied  if  the 
truth  at  length  came  out  amid  the  con- 
flict of  statements.  But  what  has  hap- 
pened ?  The  Report  has  been  before 
the  public  for  four  months.  It  has 
been  translated  into  every  civilized 
language,  and  as  far  as  I  know,  be- 
yond some  very  minor  details  chiefly 
arising  from  accidental  errors  of  tran- 
scription —  the  detection  of  which 
shows  the  care  with  which  the  Report 
has  been  scrutinized — it  has  been  ac- 
cepted as  accurate,  and  has  formed  the 
basis  of  every  negotiation  which  has  up 
to  this  time  been  carried  on.    The  dur 
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ferenoe  between  the  Frencli  computation 
and  the  figures  in  my  Beport,  I  have 
already  explained,  in  answer  to  a  Ques- 
tion in  the  House,  to  be  due  to  circum- 
stances which  have  taken  place  since  my 
Beport  was  written.  I  at  one  time 
hoped  that  the  plan  indicated  in  that 
Beport — not  of  assisting  the  Khedive  to 
borrow,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Kirk- 
caldy Boroughs  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
imagines,  but  of  preventing  his  borrow- 
ing more — would  have  been  carried  into 
effect  by  capitalists  in  this  country.  We 
had  good  reason  for  expecting  tliis  ;  but 
unfortunately  our  expectations  were  not 
realized,  and  the  matter  was  afterwards 
complicated  by  the  extreme  pretensions 
of  the  French  holders  of  Treasury 
Bonds,  to  whom  the  necessities  of  the 
Khedive,  driven  as  it  were  into  a  corner, 
obliged  him  to  yield.  For  this  I  am  in 
no  way  responsible.  Indeed,  I  told  the 
Khedive  plainly,  and  placed  it  on  record, 
that  the  acceptance  of  any  plan  which 
did  not  provide  for  the  full  payment  of 
his  creditors  was  really  an  act  of  bank- 
ruptcy, and  was  incompatible  with  the 
expenditure  which  he  was  still  carrying 
on.  I  believed  that  his  liabilities  might 
have  been  met  then.  I  believe  they 
may  be  met  even  now,  though  of  course 
it  is  much  more  difficult.  The  total  in- 
debtedness is  far  larger  than  when  my 
Beport  was  written,  and  the  Khedive  is 
most  unfortunately  again  involved,  this 
time  probably  against  his  will,  and  in 
consequence  of  the  obligations  he  is 
under  to  the  Porte,  in  the  waste  of  war. 
I  am  naturallv  sorry  that  my  own 
labours  did  not  boar  fruit  more  speedily 
and  more  conspicuously,  but  I  hope  that 
they  may  yet  be  carried  to  a  successful 
issue  by  more  fortunate  and  abler  hands. 
This  one  merit  I  may,  without  presump- 
tion, claim  for  my  scheme — namely,  that 
it  kept  steadily  in  view  the  equitable 
demands  of  creditors  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other  the  relief  of  the  tax- 
payer— for  whom  the  hon.  Member  ex- 
Eresses  very  natural  sympathy — from 
urdens.too  heavy  for  him  to  .bear.  It 
was  in  order  to  further  both  these  ob- 
jects that  I  laid  much  stress  upon  a 
complete  control  over  both  the  collection 
and  the  appropriation  of  the  revenue, 
to  be  vested  in  the  Control  Department 
presided  over  by  the  financial  agent 
whom  the  Khedive  was  anxious  to  ob- 
tain from  this  country.  This  is  the  key 
itf  the  whole  position.     AVhatever  ar- 


rangements may  be  made  in  future,  I 
am  convinced  that  such  a  control  must 
form  part  of  them ;  and  one  of  the 
worst  features  in  the  Decrees  which  have 
been  issued  in  favour  of  the  French 
scheme  is  the  absence  of  any  security 
for  the  independence  and  permanence  of 
the  Control  Department.  I  think  I  am 
bound  to  say  a  few  words,  and  they 
shall  be  very  few,  on  the  character  of 
the  Khedive,  who  has  sometimes  been 
spoken  of  in  very  hard,  and  in  some  in- 
stances, I  think,  very  unjustifiable  terms 
by  a  portion  of  the  public  Press.  The 
Khedive  has  been  even  compared  to  the 
late  Sultan,  but  no  two  characters  could 
be  more  unlike.  The  Sultan's  fall  was 
preceded  by  his  abdication  of  the  func- 
tions and  duties  of  a  Sovereign.  His 
vast  expenditure  was  mainly  upon  un- 
worthy favourites,  upon  luxury,  and  de- 
bauchery. The  Khedive,  on  the  con- 
trary, is  the  most  intelligent  and  labo- 
rious man  in  his  dominions.  In  his 
Cabinet  early  and  late,  there  is  hardly 
any  public  business  with  which  he  is  not 
familiar.  He  allows  himself  scarcely 
any  rest  or  relaxation.  His  Highness 
told  me  once  that  nothing  was  so  de- 
lightful to  him  as  a  few  weeks*  repose  at 
Minieh  amid  his  private  estates,  but 
that  he  had  not  been  able  to  go  there 
for  three  years.  Profuse  in  hospitality, 
proud  of  entertaining  the  princely  visit- 
ors now  not  unfrequent  in  Egypt  io  a 
princely  way,  he  is  frugal  and  simple  in 
his  personal  habits.  He  is,  however, 
obliged  to  work  with  the  instruments 
which  custom  and  tradition  have  handed 
down  to  him,  to  employ  officials  whom 
he  cannot  trust,  and  whose  object  is  to 
enrich  themselves  as  rapidly  as  possible, 
and  to  insure  against  their  uncertain 
tenure  of  office  by  plundering  the  Ex- 
chequer. Consequently  he  endeavours, 
as  many  others  have  done,  to  manage 
everything  himself,  which  Bulers  of  far 
greater  bodily  activity  would  entirely 
fail  to  do ;  and  though  his  knowledge  of 
detail  is  extraordinary,  it  is  difficult  for 
him  to  see  what  it  is  everybody's  inte- 
rest to  conceal.  I  was  once  told  in 
Egypt  by  an  eminent  "official,  that  the 
difficulty  of  educating  Arab  children  lay 
in  the  fact  that  they  had  no  conscience, 
their  only  motives  being  fear  and  the 
hope  of  gain.  Probably  in  consequence 
of  being  aware  of  something  of  the 
same  kind  in  others  than  children.  His 
Highness  is  too  prone  to  throw  him.- 
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self  into  the  arms  of  hardly  more 
disinterested  foreign  advisers  who  press 
upon  him  schemes  of  various  kinds, 
some  good',  some  crude  and  ill-considered, 
but  mostly  involving  heavy  expenditure, 
an  undue  proportion  of  which  goes  into 
the  pockets  of  these  advisers,  who  are 
often  identical  with  or  closely  allied  to 
the  contractors  who  carry  out  the 
works,  and  the  financiers  who  find 
the  means.  Loans  at  ruinous  rates, 
bonds  renewed  on  terms  still  more 
ruinous,  supplementary  contracts  in 
which,  for  obvious  reasons,  the  Khedive 
is  as  much  at  the  mercy  of  the  contractor 
as  the  English  Post  Office  used  to  be  in 
respect  of  the  great  steamship  companies 
when  contracts  were  to  be  renewed.  All 
these  have  eaten  out  the  resources  of  the 
country.  The  Khedive  is  of  a  sanguine 
disposition,  easily  impressed  with  new 
ideas,  which  uncontrolled  power  and 
impatience  of  restraint  lead  him  to 
realize  without  proper  deliberation. 
Those  around  him  are  afraid  to  tell  him 
the  truth.  It  is  most  rare  for  him  to 
find  his  ideas  combated  or  corrected. 
The  answer  of  his  highest  Ministers 
is  usually,  "  Arda^*^ — **  As  you  please." 
The  customs  of  the  country,  polygamy, 
the  system  of  adoption,  the  palaces  and 
great  establishments  considered  neces- 
sary for  the  various  branches  of  the  ruling 
family,  the  practice,  as  old  as  ancient 
Egypt,  of  never  repairing  or  finishing 
the  work  of  another,  all  contribute  to 
the  ruinous  expenditure.  Even  Nature 
appears  to  encourage  this  kind  of  ex- 
travagance .  The  slowness  of  the  growth 
of  trees  in  the  North  seems  to  attach 
people  to  one  locality.  There  is  no 
chance  of  making  more  than  one  place 
in  a  lifetime.  In  Egypt,  not  only  is  the 
growth  of  trees  extraordinarily  rapid, 
but  the  acacia  and  sycamore  can  be 
transplanted  at  almost  full  size.  The 
avenue  to  the  Gezeerah  Palace,  which 
was  not  in  existence  a  few  years  ago, 
looks  as  if  it  had  been  planted  50 
years.  It  is  only  fair,  however,  to  men- 
tion that  the  Khedive  is  the  first  of  his 
race  who  has  shown  an  appreciation  of 
the  antiquities  of  his  country.  In  Mo- 
hamed  Ali*s  time,  the  priceless  monu- 
ments of  the  past  were  used  as  quarries 
for  his  bridges  and  factories.  His 
Highness  has  collected  these  objects  in 
a  most  valuable  museum,  freely  open  to 
the  inspection  of  travellers.  The  hon. 
Member  talks  of  the  Khedive  having 
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done  very  little.  In  reply  to  this,  I  need 
only  allude  to  the  Bahr  Ibraliim,  a 
navigable  irrigation  canal  160  miles 
long,  fertilizing  vast  tracts  of  land.  He 
speaks  also  of  the  Khedive  originating 
sugar  cultivation,  which,  he  says,  is  only 
successful  on  virgin  soil.  But  I  may  re- 
mind him  that  Mohamed  All  originated 
this  cultivation,  and  that  the  place  where 
sugar  pays  perhaps  best,  is  the  colony 
of  which  we  nave  heard  so  much  lately, 
the  island  of  Barbadoes,  where  the  soil 
is  almost  as  artificial  as  in  Malta.  Still, 
I  agree  that  the  cost  of  these  enterprises 
has  been  enormous ;  sugar  fSactories  un- 
finished, with  expensive  machinery  lying 
about  ;  irrigation  works,  with  recent 
inventions,  nevercompleted;  experiments 
half  tried — these  represent  a  waste  of 
capital  never  to  be  restored.  The  great 
body  of  Europeans  resident  in  the 
country  think  only  of  g^ttine  as  much 
as  possible  out  of  the  genenu  plunder, 
and  of  exempting  themselves  from  the 
taxation  to  which  they  ought  to  con- 
tribute. A  curious  specimen  of  their 
character  and  ideas  might  be  seen  in  a 
complaint  from  Alexandria,  in  Th€  Tiwm 
of  Wednesday  last,  that  high  rates  of 
interest  could  no  longer  be  obtained; 
that  a  contract  for  a  thousand  quarters 
of  wheat,  which  used  to  change  hands 
30  times,  paying  30  brokerages  and 
employing  the  staffs  of  30  merchants, 
was  now  made  direct  by  the  Ghovemment 
with  one  exporter,  who  paid  one  broker- 
age, and  then  sent  it  out  of  the  country. 
This  was  regarded  as  a  sign  of  degenerate 
times.  The  great  want,  and  one  we 
have  endeavoured  to  impress  upon  the 
Khedive  and  to  some  extent  to  supply, 
is  that  of  an  official  body  of  high-class 
Europeans,  such,  for  instance,  as  our 
public  servants  in  India — a  class  which 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  spoken 
knows  well — men  accustomed  to  deal 
with  Native  races  in  outlying  Provinces, 
and  to  conduct  affairs  in  which  tact, 
integrity,  and  decision  are  required. 
Under  such  men  the  railways  and  Cus- 
toms duties  would  produce  far  more 
than  at  present.  I  have  alluded  to  the 
uncertain  tenure  of  office.  There  seems, 
moreover,  to  be  no  system  of  appoint- 
ment. We  do  not  expect  a  complicated 
system  of  Civil  Service  Examinations 
like  our  own ;  but  we  might  suppose 
that  when  a  man  was  found  fit  for  his 
post,  he  would  retain  it.  Far  from  it : 
AH  Pacha,  when  at  the  head  of  the 


625 


Egypt — Mr.  Ccn^B         (August  5,  1876]       Mission,-— lUioIution.      626 


railway  department,  proved  himself  to 
possess  the  rare  qualities  requisite  for 
such  a  post ;  but  he  was  suddenly 
made  Governor  of  Alexandria,  and  then 
Master  of  the  Ceremonies  at  Cairo, 
where  I  left  him.  His  successor,  Zecchi 
Pacha,  after  being  several  months  in 
office,  did  not,  as  we  were  informed, 
know  whether  the  French  mails  went  by 
railway  from  Cairo  to  Suez  or  not. 
Such  men  as  those  I  have  indicated 
would  also  protect  the  Fellaheen,  for 
whom  the  hon.  Member  expresses 
natural  sympathy,  from  irregular  collec- 
tion of  land  tax,  from  eorvies,  and  from 
the  many  forms  of  oppression  and  ex- 
tortion which  cripple  their  energy,  and 
make  them  reluctant  to  apply  money  to 
the  land,  inducing  them  ratner  to  conceal 
it  and  deny  the  possession  of  it.  The 
state  of  the  peasantry  is  highly  imsatis- 
factory,  though  I  doubt  their  being  as 
wretched  as  many  writers  imagine, 
simply  because  it  is  their  habit,  after 
the  manner  of  the  Jews  of  the  Middle 
Ages,  to  make  themselves  look  as  poor 
as  possible.  But  this  alone,  it  must  be 
admitted,  implies  a  great  deal.  Those, 
however,  amone  us  who  have  studied 
the  Reports  of  the  various  Commis- 
sions on  the  state  of  women  and  chil- 
dren employed  in  mines,  factories,  and 
agricultural  labour  in  this  country,  will 
acknowledge  that  we  are  not  justified  in 
being  too  severe  upon  a  nation  only 
just  emerging  from  barbarism.  The 
hon.  Member  has  asked  about  the 
Moukabala.  I  will  not  go  into  figures, 
for  which  I  refer  him  to  my  Beport. 
But,  shortly,  the  Moukabala  is  the  re- 
demption of  land  tax.  I  have  shown  in 
my  Keport  that  it  has  proved  very  un- 
iavounu)le  to  the  Revenue.  The  Khedive 
has  discovered  this,  and  wishes  to  put 
an  end  to  it,  which  he  cannot  do  with- 
out paying  the  sums  advanced  by  the 
proprietors.  He  also  inquired  about 
the  octroi.  In  Europe,  no  doubt,  the 
octroi  is  received  and  expended  by 
municipalities;  but  in  Egypt,  where 
everything  is  done  by  the  central 
Qovemment,  these  imposts  are  paid 
into  the  Exchequer,  and  form  part 
of  the  ffeneral  revenue.  I  feel  I  have 
detained  the  House  too  long.  I  could 
say  much  more  about  Egypt  and  her 
Buler — subjects  in  which  I  naturally 
take  deep  interest.  I  am  bound,  how- 
ewer,  before  sitting  down,  to  direct  at- 
tention to  one  or  two  points :  First,  to 


my  remarks  on  the  Moukabala  in  the 
covering  despatch  of  my  Report.  This 
paragraph  was  published  by  an  accident, 
for  which  I  alone  am  responsible ;  but  I 
promised  to  explain  that  the  Khedive 
states  that  I  misunderstood  him,  that  he 
did  not  say  that  he  had  only  recently 
discovered  the  error  in  the  calculations 
of  the  land  tax,  but  that  he  thought  it 
had  escaped  our  notice.  Secondly,  it 
was  alleged  in  one  of  the  papers  that  I  had 
submitted  my  Report  to  the  Khedive  in 
the  first  instance,  and  at  his  request 
made  it  more  favourable.  It  is  hardly 
necessary  to  say  that  there  is  not  a 
word  of  truth  in  this.  The  Report 
was  written  on  my  way  home  and  after 
my  return,  and  was  seen  by  no  one  out- 
side the  Mission,  before  it  was  delivered 
to  the  Government.  I  have  only  one 
other  point  upon  which  I  feel  bound  to 
touch,  and  I  do  so  with  great  pleasure. 
I  feel  bound  to  acknowledge  the  obliga- 
tions under  which  I  personally  am,  and 
the  country  in  general,  in  my  opinion, 
is  to  my  colleague,  Colonel  Stokes,  not 
only  for  his  labours  in  regard  to  the 
Suez  Canal  arrangement,  but  for  the 
tact,  the  intelligence,  and  the  industry 
he  brought  to  bear  upon  the  work  of 
the  Mission,  and  the  vsduable  assistance 
he  rendered  in  our  interviews  with  the 
Khedive  and  in  the  preparation  of  the 
Report.  I  am  sure  no  better  man  could 
have  been  chosen  to  represent  British 
interests  on  the  Suez  Canal  direction, 
and  I  am  glad  to  bear  this  testimony  to 
one  who  cannot  make  his  voice  heard  in 
this  House.  Sir,  there  is  still  com  in 
Egypt,  and  there  are  not  wanting  those 
who  are  ready  to  reap  where  they  have 
not  sown;  but  I  trust  that  they  may 
fail  in  their  machinations,  and  that 
better  days,  and  a  more  lasting,  because 
a  more  securely  founded,  prosperity 
may  yet  be  in  store  for  that  interesting 
and  hospitable  coimtry,  and  for  its 
amiable,  peaceful,  and  industrious  in- 
habitants— a  coimtry  in  which  there  is 
the  greatest  security  for  life  and  property 
and  the  most  entire  freedom  of  religious 
worship,  a  country  in  which  European 
ladies,  unattended  except  by  Natives, 
may  and  do  travel  in  periect  safety  from 
Alexandria  to  the  Second  Cataract, — 
and  of  how  many  Christian  lands  can 
this  be  said  ? — a  country  in  which  every 
Englishman  must  take  especial  interest, 
as  the  gate  of  our  mighty  Empire  in 
India. 
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Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  interest  to  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Cave).  The  remarks  he  (Mr.  Dodson) 
had  to  make  would  have  reference  to 
the  policy  of  the  Mission  itself,  which 
appeared  to  have  been  attended  with  a 
fatality  of  cross  purposes  amongst  those 
who  initiated  and  conducted  it,  and  the 
last  thing  he  intended  would  be  to  con- 
vey the  slightest  reflection  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  had  been  placed 
in  a  most  difficult  position.  In  October, 
the  Khedive  had  requested  the  English 
Government  to  send  out  two  gentlemen 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  English 
system  of  accounts,  to  act  under  the 
superintendence  of  his  own  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer ;  but  the  Government, 
instead  of  sending  two  officei's  to  give 
him  the  assistance  required  to  investi- 
gate the  condition  of  his  finance,  had 
sent  out  one  of  their  own  Colleagues.  It 
did  not  appear  to  have  been  known 
whether  the  information  obtained  was 
to  be  regarded  as  confidential  or  not. 
At  first,  it  appeared  to  have  been  pre- 
sumed that  it  was,  and  a  telegraphic 
inquiry  brought  the  answer  from  the 
Khedive  that  it  was  intended  solely  for 
the  information  of  our  Government. 
Then,  on  its  being  intimated  that  it  was 
intended  to  lay  the  Eeport  before  Par- 
liament, publication  was  objected  to  by 
the  Khedive  pending  a  certain  nego- 
tiation, but  the  Prime  Minister  de- 
scribed this  objection  as  a  general  one 
in  the  then  condition  of  the  Khedive's 
finances.  Next,  Lord  Derby  telegraphed 
that  refusal  to  consent  to  publication 
was  injurious;  and  the  Khedive  replied 
that  he  never  refused,  but  asked  only 
for  temporary  postponement.  The  de- 
claration, however,  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  was  so  prejudicial  to  the  Khe- 
dive that  he  telegraphed  requesting 
immediate  and  unreserved  publication. 
The  Khedive  was  placed  in  this  dilemma 
— that  whereas  immediate  publication 
was  injurious  to  him,  such  a  situation 
was  created  for  him  that  non-publication 
was  worse.  At  least  four  different  ver- 
sions of  the  confidential  nature  of  the 
Report  were  given ;  but  after  all  that 
had  been  said,  and  after  all  the  with- 
holding of  information  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  there  was  the  despatch 
of  the  Khedive  showing  that  he  wished 
the  Beport  only  withheld  for  a  short 
time  pending  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 


missioner.   In  fact,  the  S^hedive  had 
shown  that  he  only  wished   for  a  mo- 
mentary delay  in  the  publication  of  the 
Papers.     There  was  one  other  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  call  attention,  and 
that  was,  that  there  had  been  a  veiy 
narrow  escape  of  this  country  being  to 
some  extent  involved  in  the  responsibili- 
ties of  Egyptian  finance.     Lord  Derby 
telegraphed  to  the  Khedive  at  a  most 
critical  moment  in  the  condition  of  his 
affairs,  to  await  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Bivers 
Wilson,  and  to  abstain  from  hasty  action 
because  proposals  were  under  the  con- 
sideration   of   English    financiers,  but 
those  proposals  came  to  nothing,  and  it 
was  then  necessary  for  Lord  Derby  to 
telegraph  that  the  Government  had  no 
proposal '  before  them,  and   could  not 
originate  any,  so  that  we  raised  false 
hopes  and  expectations.   Lord  Derby,  in 
his  last  despatch,  declared  the  Mission 
had  been  of  undoubted  benefit  to  the 
Khedive,  but  it  was  difficult  to  see  how 
this  could  be  when  his  bonds  had  since 
fallen  in  value  from  between  50  and  60 
to  40 ;  and,  indeed,  the  Khedive  him- 
self was  reported  to  have  said  of  the 
English  Gt)vemment — lU  ont  ereuU  wm 
fosse.   The  Khedive  was  willing  to  abide 
by  the  plan  sketched  in  Mr.  Cave's  Be- 
port, but  the  voluntary  conversion  of  a 
debt  of  £75,000,000  required  the  assist- 
ance of  bankers  and  capitalists,  and,  as 
they  did  not   come   forward,  the  plan 
could  not  be   carried   out.     The  only 
chance  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
scheme  was  the  assistance  of  great  ca- 
pitalists.  How  otherwise  could  the  Khe- 
dive be  expected  to  carry  it  into  effect, 
as  Lord  Derby  told  him  he  might,  unless 
compulsorily .  According  to  the  Correspon- 
dence, Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
asked  to  appoint  a  Commissioner  as  one 
of  the  International  Commission  to  carry 
out  the  plan  recommended  by  Mr.  Cave. 
On  the  21st  of  April,  Lord  Derby  tele- 
graphed to  inform  the  Khedive  that  he  had 
heard  with  satisfaction  that  he  proposed 
to  adopt  the  plan  proposed  in  Mj.  Cave's 
Beport,  and  told  His  Highness  that  the 
Government  would  have  much  pleasure 
in  suggesting  or  recommending  a  Com- 
missioner.    Now,  the  plan  recommended 
in  what  was  known  as  Mr.  Cave's  Be- 
port, involved  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mission which  was  to  receive  a  certain 
part  of  the  Bevenue,  which  was  to  be 
handed  over  to  them,    and    by  them 
applied  to  the  payment  of  Debt,  and  it 
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farther  involved  that  His  Highness  was 
not  to  interfere  with  the  Committee  of 
Control,  nor  to  raise  any  fresh  loans 
without  the  consent  of  the  Committee  of 
Control.  But  the  defect  of  that  scheme 
was  that  either  the  Commission  would 
have  no  powers  to  carry  out  this  pro- 
posal, or  the  Khedive  would  be  deprived 
of  his  Sovereign  rights.  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  had  gone  very  far  in 
coquetting  with  the  appointment  of  some 
Commissioner.  After  the  Khedive  had 
ag^ed  to  the  French  scheme,  Lord 
Derby  declined  to  recommend  a  Com- 
missioner to  form  one  of  the  Interna- 
tional Commission.  He  (Mr.  Dodson)  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  the  refusal  to  re- 
commend a  Commissioner  was  not  valid 
and  g^od;  but  he  regretted  that  the 
Government  had  committed  themselves 
80  far,  that  Lord  Derby  should  have 
found  it  necessary  to  explain  himself 
out  of  the  recommendation .  The  scheme 
of  Mr.  Cave  was  a  voluntary  scheme,  but 
the  scheme  adopted  by  the  Khedive  was 
a  compulsory  one.  Lord  Derby,  how- 
ever, was  too  far  committed  to  be  able 
to  get  off  on  that  ground,  and  therefore 
he  said  he  would  not  recommend  a  Com- 
missioner, because  the  amount  of  Debt 
was  larger  than  was  stated  in  Mr.  Cave's 
Report ;  that  the  charge  would  be 
£1,000,000  more,  and  so  on.  All  these 
things,  which  might  be  traced  through 
the  Correspondence,  showed  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  went  rashly  into 
the  business,  and  that  they  had  been 
at  cross  purposes  with  the  Egyptian 
Gt>vemment  all  through.  If  he  were 
called  upon  to  sum  up  the  result  of 
this  Mission,  which  was  described  by 
Lord  Derby  as  having  been  such  an 
undoubted  benefit  to  the  Khedive,  he 
should  say,  shortly  that  the  Mission 
was  a  fianoy  the  Report  was  waste 
mper,  that  we  had  done  no  good  to  the 
Khedive,  no  credit  to  ourselves,  and 
certainly  had  not  improved  our  relations 
with  the  Government  of  Egypt. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  last  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  rather  reminded  him  of 
an  expression  in  Shake^eare,  ''I  knew 
I  should  have  your  good  word."  Indeed, 
the  Gx)vemment  had  never  expected 
anything  else  when  the  subject  came  to 
be  discuyssed,  than  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  spare  them  any 
ocmimenta  which  he  thought  would  be 
ditagreeable.    But  when  &e  right  hon. 


Gentleman  described  the  Mission  of  his 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's) 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Shore- 
ham  as  a  ioidljiuacoy  and  the  Report  as 
being  so  much  waste  paper,  it  was  to  be 
regretted  that  his  Colleague  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  (Mr.  Goschen) 
was  not  sitting  beside  him,  because  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  would 
have  liked  to  have  asked  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  considered  the 
Mission  such  an  eniive  fiasco  as  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Chester  would  have 
them  believe,  or  the  Report  to  be  simply 
waste  paper  as  he  gave  them  to  under- 
stand? Whatever  else  might  be  said 
with  respect  to  the  Mission,  he  was  in- 
clined to  think  that  the  Report  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  laid  before 
the  country  and  the  world,  and  which 
had  been  subjected  to  such  severe  and 
minute  criticism  by,  it  might  be,  in- 
terested persons,  and  persons  who  had 
all  kinds  of  information,  had  stood  a 
very  severe  test,  and  one  point  was  clear 
— which  was  that  his  rignt  hon.  Friend 
had  obtained  a  large  amount  of  valuable 
information,  and  had  put  it  together  in 
a  form  which  rendered  it  a  valuable 
authority,  and  in  all  the  schemes  which 
were  afloat  it  had  been  taken  as  the 
basis  of  information  on  which  great  re- 
liance might  be  placed.  He  really  felt 
that  it  was  necessary  to  make  these  ob- 
servations in  answer  to  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but,  of  course, 
the  criticisms  which  he  had  made  were 
perfectly  legitimate  criticisms,  and  the 
questions  were  questions  which  it  was 
fair  that  they  should  be  called  upon  to 
answer.  He  was  afraid  that  it  would  be 
inconvenient  at  that  time,  when  it  was 
to  a  certain  extent  after  the  interest  in 
the  matter  had  subsided,  and  that  it  also 
would  be  unfair  of  him  to  detain  the 
House  by  going  at  very  great  length  into 
the  minute  particulars  which  he  might 
enter  into,  and  he  would  therefore  en- 
deavour in  what  he  had  to  say  to  confine 
his  observations  to  following  as  far  as  he 
could  the  line  which  had  been  taken  up 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  ex- 
plain the  points  which  he  had  thought 
it  necessary  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  that  business  had  been  marked 
by  a  series  of  blunders,  and  that  they 
had  on  many  points  been  at  cross  pur- 
poses with  the  Gt)vemment  of  the  Khe- 
dive.   Now,  in  the  first  place,  with  re- 
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gard  to  tlie  origin  of  the  Mission,  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
origin  of  the  Mission  was,  that  the 
Khedive  had  applied  to  them  for  a  gen- 
tleman or  gentlemen,  possibly  to  assist 
in  the  management  of  his  finances,  and 
that  what  he  required  was  one  or  two 
clerks  of  business-like  habits  and  expe- 
rience in  business  matters  ;  and  that 
instead  of  that,  they  sent  him  a  Gentle- 
man of  high  rank,  one  of  their  own  Col- 
leagues, with  instructions  that  he  was  to 
assist  the  Khedive  in  various  ways, 
which,  after  all,  he  never  did  assist  him 
in.  But  let  them  bear  in  mind  the 
history  of  that  Mission.  It  was  perfectly 
true  that  the  application  was  made  by 
the  Khedive  in  the  first  instance  for  two 
gentlemen  who  were  to  go  out  and  assist 
him  in  his  financial  department.  But 
when  the  application  came  the  course 
taken  was  this — the  Foreign  Office  re- 
ceiving it  communicated  with  the  Trea- 
sury, and  the  Treasury  took  time  to 
consider  the  matter,  for  they  felt  some 
little  hesitation  and  some  difficulty  as  to 
the  class  of  persons  to  be  sent,  as  to  the 
precise  amount  of  responsibility  the  Go- 
vernment would  assume  in  recommend- 
ing one  person  more  than  another ;  and 
they  also  felt  there  might  be  some  diffi- 
culty as  to  the  instructions  and  stipula- 
tions which  they  might  have  to  give  to 
those  persons  when  they  were  to  enter 
the  service  of  the  Khedive.  The  Go- 
vernment were  considering  those  points 
when  an  interlude  occurred  which  very 
much  altered  the  position  and  increased 
the  importance  of  what  they  were  about 
to  do.  That  interlude  was  the  purchase 
of  the  Suez  Canal  shares.  The  Mission 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  in  many 
respects  distinct  from  the  question  of  the 
purchase  of  the  Suez  Canal  shares,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  treated  it 
apart  from  that  question.  He  would 
try  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
example  as  much  as  possible,  but  he  was 
not  able  entirely  to  separate  the  two 
matters,  because  they  were  in  their 
origin  closely  connected,  and,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  reasons  which  led  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  the  one  step  had  consider- 
able relations  to  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced them  to  take  the  other.  It  was 
said  by  some  that  in  the  purchase  of 
those  shares  Her  Majesty's  Government 
intended  to  make  a  great  commercial 
speculation,  by  others  that  they  aimed 
at  great  political  objects,  by  others  that 
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they  were  coming  forward  to  assist  the 
Khedive,  and  various  other  explanations 
had  been  given  as  to  the  grounds  of  the 
purchase  which  had  been  made.    But 
the  action  taken  by  the  Government  was 
not  upon  any  of  those   grounds.     Of 
course,   in  taking  a  step  of  that  sort 
many  considerations    entered   into  the 
mind  of  the  Government,  and  into  some 
of  those  considerations  it  was  not  neces- 
sary that  he  should  then  enter.     But  this 
was    one    very   leading   consideration. 
The  Suez  Canal  was  important  to  ns, 
and  not  to  us  only,  but  to  Europe  at 
large,  especially  as  the  highway  to  the 
East.    It  was  also  valuable  property, 
capable  of  being  converted  into  money 
in  the  hands  of  the  Khedive,   and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  aware  that 
the  Khedive  was  in  a  position  in  which 
it  was  necessary  for  him  to  raise'  money. 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  therefore, 
were  anxious  lest  he  should  make  use  of 
the  valuable  property  which  he  held  in 
the  Canal  in  order  to  get  money  in  some 
way  that  might  be  prejudicial  to  the  in- 
terests of  this  coimtry.     They  felt  that 
it  would  be  of  great  importance  to  this 
country  and  to  European  interests  that 
bv  one  and  the  same  action  a  consider- 
able command  of  the  Canal  should  be 
obtained  by  England,  so  that  there  might 
be  no  fear  of  its  falling  into  the  hands 
of  others  who  might  make  use  of  it  in- 
conveniently to  England,  and  to  Europe 
generally,  and  by  the  same  transaction 
they  would  improve  the  position  of  the 
Khedive,  and  enable  him  to  meet  pres- 
sing difficulties,   by  advancing   money 
on  those   shares.      Well,    upon    these 
considerations  the   Canal   shares   were 
purchased,   and  then  they  had    again 
to  take  up    the    question   which    was 
still    before    them    as    to    what    they 
were  going  to  do  with  respect  to  giving 
the  Khedive  assistance  in  the  way  of 
officers  to  advise  him  in  the  financial 
question.     That  was  not  originated  by 
the  Canal  shares,  but  had  assumed  a 
greater  importance   in  consequence  of 
that  transaction ;  and  various  considera- 
tions   necessarily  imported    themselves 
into  the  question.    They  had  to  consider 
what  was  likely  to  be  the  effect  of  that 
purchase,   and   what  use  the    Khedive 
would  make  of  the  £4,000,000.      One 
of  their  objects  in  giving  the  money  was 
to  get  him  out  of  his   financial   diffi- 
cidties ;   therefore,  they  were  anxious 
that  he  should  be  well  advised  as  to  the 
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mode  in  whioh  he  should  apply  that 
money,  bo  that  it  might  not  be  thrown 
into  the  sea  or  spent  in  useless  works. 
They  were  anxious  again  to  ascertain 
for  themselves  whether  there  were  any 
reasons  why  they  should  take  further 
securities  than  they  had  done  with  re- 
g^ard  to  their  position  in  connection  with 
the  Suez  Canal — what  would  be  the 
measures  most  desirable  to  be  taken — 
whether  it  was  desirable  to  have  separate 
arrangements  as  to  the  constitution  of 
the  Company,  which  to  a  certain  extent 
was  under  the  Khedive's  patronage. 
On  these  grounds  they  thought  the  best 
course  would  be  to  send  out  a  Gentle- 
man of  such  position,  experience,  and 
weight,  that  he  would  be  able  both  to 
give  advice  to  His  Highness  and  obtain 
for  them  valuable  and  useful  informa- 
tion. Tliey  thought  that  by  associating 
Mr.  Cave  and  Colonel  Stokes  they  should 
best  obtain  the  ends  they  had  in  view. 
They  believed  they  were  thus  doing  a 
good  service  to  Egypt  and  likely  to  put 
matters  on  a  proper  footing  between 
Egypt  and  themselves.  But  they  did 
not  lose  sight  of  the  original  ground  on 
which  they  were  proceeding.  The  ori- 
ginal g^und  was  the  request  of  the 
Khedive  that  they  should  send  out  a 
gentleman  or  gentlemen  who  might 
assist  him  in  his  financial  department. 
FMr.  LowB :  Might  assist  his  Ministers.] 
That  was  a  very  refined  distinction,  he 
thought ;  but,  at  all  events,  they  were 
asked,  as,  he  had  said,  to  send  out  a 
gentleman  or  gentlemen  to  assist — he 
would  not  say  whom — but  in  the  finan- 
cial administration  of  Egypt.  They 
bore  in  mind  that  the  Mission  of  Mr. 
Cave  had  for  its  preliminary  object,  as 
regarded  the  relations  between  England 
and  the  Elhedive,  to  ascertain  what  sort 
of  person  should  be  sent,  what  position 
he  would  occupy;  and  the  result  was 
that  Mr.  Cave  did  give  them  such  infor- 
mation that  they  selected  Mr.  Eivers 
Wilson  to  g^,  as  the  gentleman  the 
SIhedive  had  asked  for.  He,  therefore, 
•aid  there  was  no  cross  purpose  in  the 
matter;  the  gentleman  sent  did  fulfil 
the  Mission  the  Khedive  had  requested 
them  to  undertake— to  send  out  a  gen- 
tleman competent  to  render  him  the 
assistance  required.  He  might  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  London  (Mr.  Lowe) 
himself  whether  in  making  that  selec- 
tion they  had  not  made  a  good  one,  or 


whether  they  could  have  made  a  better  ? 
But,  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Chester,  while  all  this  was 
going  on,  Mr.  Cave  was  preparing  his 
Beport.  He  sent  it  home,  and  a  ques- 
tion then  arose  whether  that  Beport  was 
to  be  published,  or  whether  it  should  be 
considered  confidential  ?  He  gave  that 
as  an  instance  of  cross  purposes  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  Well,  he  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  was  not 
at  the  moment  prepared  to  go  through 
every  one  of  the  Questions  put  in  the 
House— every  one  of  the  communica- 
tions made  at  one  or  another  time  on 
that  subject,  but  he  would  wish  to  point 
out  to  the  House  that  when  they  were 
continually  being  asked  a  Question  here 
and  a  Question  there,  and  when  they 
were  expected  to  give  an  answer  at  the 
moment,  it  was  very  difficult  not  to  give 
an  answer  which  might  seem  in  a  cer- 
tain way  contradictory  or  inconsistent 
with  another  answer  given  at  another 
time,  because  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  might  vary  from  time  to  time,  and 
they  could  not  be  fully  aware  how  much 
of  the  information  at  the  time  was  sub- 
sequent to  the  Beport.  He  certainly 
was  not  aware,  at  first,  how  far  it  might 
be  fit  to  publish  the  Beport,  for  it  was 
not  even  written  in  February  when 
he  gave  the  first  reply  to  a  Question  on 
the  subject  —  at  all  events,  it  was  not 
communicated  to  the  Government,  al- 
though he  was  privately  made  aware  of 
what  its  general  character  would  be,  yet 
he  was  unaware  how  far  it  would  have 
to  be  considered  confidential.  When  it 
was  sent  to  them  they  were  aware  that 
the  information  was  obtained  from  the 
Khedive,  but  not  under  the  seal  of  con- 
fidence, and  the  question  was,  whether 
they  could  publish  it  without  his  per- 
mission. At  the  same  time,  they  con- 
sidered, as  the  information  was  not  of  a 
character  J;hat  could  be  considered  con- 
fidential, the  Khedive  should  have  no 
objection  to  its  being  printed.  They 
communicated  with  him  on  the  subject, 
Mr.  Cave  having  authorized  them  to  say 
that  nothing  in  the  Beport  had  been 
communicated  to  him  under  the  seal  of 
confidence.  Then  came  the  question 
whether  they  should  publish  it  or  not. 
At  that  moment  the  position  of  Egyptian 
finance  was  somewhat  critical.  There 
were  hopes  that  an  arrangement  would 
be  made  which  might  be  deranged  by 
the  publication  of  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
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Beporty  unless,  indeed,  thej  were  pre- 
pared to  come  forward  and  assist  the 
Khedive.  Therefore,  it  was  said  there 
was  inconsistency  again  between  what 
his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Govemment  had  said  as  to  the  unsettled 
state  of  Egyptian  finance  being  the 
reason  for  not  publishing  the  Eeport, 
and  the  explanation  which  the  Khedive 
himself  afterwards  gave.  But  the  Khe- 
dive was  naturally  anxious  to  get  assis- 
tance from  Her  Majesty's  Government 
of  a  practical  kind — he  was  anxious  for 
a  Commissioner,  who  might  carry  with 
him  authority,  to  be  nominated  by  the 
British  Government.  He  might  not  have 
rightly  understood  the  difficulties,  but 
he  believed  that  by  urging  upon  them 
the  nomination  of  a  Commissioner,  and 
by  objecting  to  the,  publication  of  the 
Beport,  he  might  put  a  pressure  upon 
them  to  induce  them  to  comply  with  his 
wishes.  They  were  not  able  to  comply, 
and  the  result  was  that  the  Beport  had 
to  be  withheld,  simply  because  the  Khe- 
dive objected.  They  were  obliged  to  tell 
the  truth.  They  withheld  it  not  from 
any  feeling  of  their  own,  but  because 
the  Khedive  objected  to  its  publication. 
11  there  was  any  confusion  occasioned 
by  the  short  answer  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister  was  obliged 
to  give,  it  was,  to  a  great  extent,  due  to 
the  unfortunate  position  in  which  he 
was  placed  on  the  occasion  of  being 
obliged  to  give  an  answer  which  might 
be  abrupt  and  could  not  enter  into  the 
full  circumstances  of  the  case.  He  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  explained 
the  matter  immediately  afterwards — the 
next  day  he  thought — and  he  pointed 
out  that  his  right  hon.  Friend,  in  his 
reply,  had  no  intention  of  bringing  dis- 
credit upon  Egyptian  finance,  or  of  im- 
plying that  there  was  anything  in  the 
Beport  damaging  to  Egyptian  credit.  It 
was  simply  to  the  effect  that  arrange- 
ments were  in  progress ;  and  in  that 
sense,  it  was  perfectly  correct  to  speak  of 
those  arrangements  as  being  in  an  un- 
settled state.  Not  being  settled,  they 
were  rightly  described  as  being  in  an 
unsettled  state.  There  was  another  point 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Dodson)  touched.  He  took  notice 
of  an  expression  which  occurred  in  a 
telegram  from  Lord  Derby  to  Egypt. 
The  expression  used  was  this — 

**  Govemment  have  reason  to  know  that  pro- 
posals are  under  the  consideration  of  certain 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


English  finanders,  which  tdmlj  lead  to  a 
factory  settlement  of  the  Khedive's  affiuzt.  Tn 
should  urg^  His  Highness  to  abstain  from  sot 
hasty  action,  and  at  least  to  await  the  arriTalm 
Egypt  of  Mr.  Rivers  Wilson.'' 


»t 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oommented 
on  some  expressions  of  the  Khedive,  and 
threw  on  the  Goyemment  the  responii- 
bility  of  the  position.  The  oircumatancei 
were  these — The  net  result  of  hie  right 
hon.  Friend's  Mission  to  Egypt — ^iti 
primary  purpose  was  the  selection  of 
Mr.  Bivers  Wilson,  according  to  the 
request  of  the  Khedive.  Thej  commu- 
nicated this  while  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  still  in  Egypt.  The  Khedive  ex- 
pressed satisfaction  with  the  selection  of 
that  gentleman,  and  requested  that  Mr. 
Bivers  Wilson  might  be  sent  out  quickly ; 
at  the  same  time,  he  expected  that  there 
would  no  loDger  be  any  occasion  for  Mr. 
Cave  to  remain  in  £g3rpt — he  hoped  Mr. 
Bivers  Wilson  would  be  sent  out  and 
that  Mr.  Cave  would  return.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  accordingly  proceeded  to 
leave  Egypt  and  come  home ;  but  Mr. 
Bivers  Wilson,  who  was  preparing  to  go 
out  to  Egypt,  naturally  put  himself  into 
communication  with  thelQiediye's  repre- 
sentatives here,  and  with  Egypt  by  tele- 
graph, and  he  was  instructed  bj  the 
Khedive  to  endeavour,  before  he  left 
England,  at  all  events  before  he  left 
Europe,  to  make  some  arrangement  for 
giving  effect  to  what  might  be  agreed 
upon  as  desirable.  The  Government, 
having  once  nominated  Mr.  Rivers  Wil* 
son,  and  being  informed  that  the  Khe- 
dive was  pleased  with  the  selection,  con- 
sidered themselves  entirely  released — 
dissociated  from  any  further  proceed- 
ing which  Mr.  Wilson  might  take  as  the 
Khedive's  servant.  That  gentleman 
was  in  Paris  making  arrangements  in 
the  service  of  the  Khedive.  Of  what 
those  arrangements  consisted  the  Go- 
vernment were  not  cognizant,  althoneh 
they  had  reason  to  believe  that  Mr. 
Wilson  had  hopes  that  they  would  end 
in  a  successful  result.  All  of  a  sadden 
the  Elhedive  thought  it  desirable  to  send 
to  the  French  Government  to  ask  for  a 
gentleman  to  be  sent  to  him  for  financial 
advice.  The  Govemment  were  surprised 
at  tliis  information,  which  came  upon 
them  suddenly,  and  they  thought  it  pos- 
sible that  the  Khedive  might  not  be 
aware  of  what  was  going  on,  and  might 
think  that  Mr.  Wilson  was  not  coming, 
and  they  thought  it  well  to  let  him  know 
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that  Mr.  Wilson  was  on  his  way.  Mr. 
Wilson  had,  in  fact,  left  Paris,  and  was 
somewhere  upon  his  joumej,  and  they 
requested  the  Khedive  not  to  take  any 
steps  until  he  saw  Mr.  Wilson.  Having 
sent  his  right  hon.  Friend  on  a  Mission 
to  Egypt,  and  he  having  proposed  a 
scheme,  and  having  selected  a  gentleman 
fully  competent  to  carry  out  financial 
arrangements,  they  did  feel  it  unfortu- 
nate to  hear  that  the  Khedive  had  ap- 
plied to  France  for  assistance,  and  they 
feared  that  it  was  owing  to  some  mis- 
apprehension. They,  as  Her  Majesty's 
Ghovemment,  had  no  communication  with 
capitalists,  and  nothing  to  propose. 
They  only  wanted  to  know  what  the 
Khedive  had  to  propose.  That  was  the 
explanation  of  that  point.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Chester 
commented  upon  some  expression  used 
by  Lord  Derby  in  which  the  noble  IJord 
spoke  of  the  undoubted  benefit  which 
had  resulted  to  His  Highness  and  to 
Egyptian  finance,  and  further  remarked 
that  the  Egyptian  Funds  had  fallen,  and 
that  the  Khedive  was  reported  to  have 
said  we  had  dug  his  grave.  Of  course,  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  could 
not  say  what  expression  His  Highness 
might  have  used  on  this  or  that  occasion. 
It  was  not  unnatural  that  as  the  Khedive 
was  pressing  them  to  appoint  a  Com- 
missioner to  assist  him  in  a  scheme  for 
the  consolidation  and  reduction  of  his 
Debt,  he  should  use  every  kind  of  argu- 
ment to  show  that  the  position  was  due 
to  them,  and  they  should  assist  him  out 
of  it.  Every  sort  of  argument  was  na- 
tural, and  for  his  purpose  legitimate  to 
use.  As  to  the  E^ptian  Funds  falling, 
was  it  an  advantage  to  keep  them  up  ? 
They  fell  because  of  the  light  which  was 
let  in  upon  matters,  and  discovering 
what  was  not  before  known.  What  was 
the  process  going  on  in  Egypt  before 
the  Mission  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Shoreham  ?  Egypt  was 
subject  to  a  large  fixed  Debt — a  con- 
aiderable  Debt — not  a  Debt  which  was 
crashing  to  the  resources  of  the  country, 
but  stiU  a  considerable  Debt,  and  in 
addition  Eeypt  was  burdened  with  the 
weight  of  floating  debt,  with  obligations 
which  would  shortly  have  to  be  met. 
It  was  a  necessity  that  the  Khedive 
should  meet  his  obligations,  and  the  con- 
sequence was  that  money  had  to  be 
raised  at  sacrifices  ruinous  for  the  future, 
and  a  house  of  cards  was  built  up  in  the 


form  of  a  floating  debt.  And  the  state 
of  things  must  have  got  worse ;  the  time 
must  have  come  when  the  floating  debt 
must  be  paid,  and  then  Egypt  would  be 
brought  to  a  state  of  bankruptcy.  *  *  What 
was  the  benefit  ?"  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Did  he  not  think  there  was 
a  benefit  when  the  Khedive  was  involv- 
ing himself  in  loans  at  20,  30,  and  40 
per  cent  ?  Was  it  not  desirable  to  bring 
such  a  state  of  things  to  a  conclusion  r 
Was  it  not,  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  would  ask,  a  benefit  to 
Egypt  to  stop  such  a  state  things  ?  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 
whether  there  would  be  any  advantage 
in  going  on  with  a  fool's  paradise,  sup- 
posing all  things  pleasant,  till  the  crash 
came— all  the  heavier  for  being  thus 
deferred?  It  was,  he  thought,  the 
truest  friendship  and  the  wisest  policy  to 
bring  the  light  to  bear  upon  the  course 
being  pursued,  and,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  mark  the  path  of  safety.  Egypt,  he 
further  thought,  had  claims  upon  them. 
They  had  instructed  her  in  that  pleasant 
vice  of  borrowing.  Western  Europe  had 
done  a  great  deal  to  encourage  that 
which  had  undoubtedly  been  to  Egypt 
the  source  of  Considerable  confusion. 
Was  it  not  their  duty  to  take  steps  to 
point  out  to  those  going  a  pleasant, 
though  dangerous,  road  where  that  dan- 
ger was  ?  What  was  the  benefit  to  the 
Khedive  ?  Why,  was  it  not  a  benefit  to 
put  a  stop  to  a  system  of  so  much  dan- 
ger— a  danger  which  would  lead,  per- 
haps, to  foreign  intervention  or  Heaven 
knows  what,  if  the  evil  were  not  stopped  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  questioned 
whether  the  scheme  propounded  in  the 
Eeport  was  workable  or  not.  Well,  al- 
though capitalists  were  not  at  once  found 
to  take  up  the  proposal,  it  was  one,  at 
all  events,  which  was  not  manifestly  un- 
workable, and  it  did  not  require  the 
raising  of  a  large  loan  of  £70,000,000  or 
£75,000,000.  The  scheme  had  many  ad- 
vantages, and  might  have  been  adopted 
had  the  Khedive  issued  a  decree  such  as 
he  had  since  had  recourse  to.  But  upon 
that  point  he  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  enter.  The  scheme  had  been  presented 
to  the  world,  and  it  was  one  on  which 
the  Khedive  was  able  to  form  his  own 
judgment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  also  spoken  of  a  narrow  escape  from 
serious  responsibilities.  He  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  could  not  help 
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thi&  Sewon  aith  di%ca«sioxis  <a  this  snb-  co*zld  i.>t  'sz.dr? 
jet-t.  and  it  se^ruks  that  ae  are  aboat  to  Tie  oMiseq-aes 
end  it  aitb  theii,  I  hoi<^r  therefore.  I  '  ha*  nerer  be«:  e»:-=:p^'€d  aitk  tt>  this 
zz^T  be  ezcui^  if  I  take  a  leaf  oat  of ;  dar.  and  the  two  c-I^rks  ask<«i  ior  kava 
the  book  of  s^xe«efTil  drantatLsts,  and.  ineTer  been  sect :  b-at  ih*  Xreaus 
UK  I  tLink  not  inainlj,  t^na  the  dnuna  i  Foreign  Secretarr  laid  dovs  iSiis 
arhich  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  has  ordinarr  doctrine — that  is.  cracraofiad 
jrone  over  '-the  decline  and  fall  of  oat  ahat  s^i-r:  of  n«i  tbei«e  Taio  cietka 
iLiCj^Vum  credit/'  and  I  /^hoald  be  in- ,  were  to  be.  and  what  w«i^  to  be  tbcir 
clined  to  diride  its  partA  into  four  acts.  ;  ealarie*  and  their  p:istk»i  aitb  tbe  Kba» 
or  UhiMwc.  The  first  of  those  acts  mar.  dir^r.  it  a-as  neeessazy  to  seed  oat  aa 
I  think,  be  named  **  intrusion  ;  "  the  ecTov,  as  thej  call  him.  to  xsiake-  xaqnies 
second,  •*  inqoisition  ; ''  the  third,  *'snp-  into  the  subject,  so  that  whM  hit  bad 
predion;"  and  the  fourth  and  last,  thoroughlj  ranacked  tb#  mtaawa  of 
'"  repudiation ; "  and  though  I  cannot  Egypt  from  one  end  to  die  ocber  ba 
expect  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op-    might  come  home  and  ivpcat  to  tba  G^h- 


yoiiite  to  see  at  once  the  force  of  that 
nomenclature,  I  hope  it  aill  be  made 
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oordinffly  sent  out  in  the  person  of  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Shoreham,  and  no  doubt  a  better  person 
could  not  have  been  selected  for  the  job 
if  we  only  knew  what  the  job  was.  He 
was  provided  with  every  possible  adjunct 
to  swell  his  natural  dignity  to  the  proper 
proportions  in  the  eyes  of  the  Khedive. 
All  this  I  do  not  deny,  but  what  I  say  is 
that  this  thing  was  done  without  its  ever 
being  asked  for  by  the  Khedive,  and 
without  his  ever  expressing  the  slightest 
wish  that  anything  of  the  sort  should  be 
done.  It  was  the  misfortune  of  the 
Khedive  to  ask  for  these  two  poor  clerks, 
and  upon  that  we  forced  upon  him  this 
envoy  without  his  having  an  opportunity 
of  saying  whether  he  would  like  to  see 
the  envoy  or  not.  This  forms  the  first 
act  of  the  drama,  which  I  venture  to  call 
by  the  name  of  ''intrusion."  There  is 
not  the  least  ground  for  saying  that  the 
Khedive  asked  for  such  a  tMng  at  all, 
or  that  he  wished  to  have  an  envoy  in 
the  land  of  Egypt  to  take  stock  of  his 
affairs.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  me  Exchequer,  feeling 
that  that  part  of  the  case  is  rather  weak, 
went  into  a  digression,  into  which  I  do 
not  mean  to  follow  him,  in  regard  to 
what  happened  in  the  purchase  of  the 
Suez  Canal  shares ;  and  ^hat  he  seemed 
to  say — though  I  doubt  whether  he  will 
admit  my  construction  of  his  words — 
is  that  we  bought  these  shares  for 
£4,000,000,  on  me  personal  security  of 
the  Khedive,  to  pay  a  certain  amount  of 
interest,  and  having  entered  upon  the 
transaction  and  thus  bound  ourselves  we 
thought  it  was  right  to  send  out  some 
one  to  see  what  was  our  chance  of  being 
paid.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
seems  to  see  no  other  reason  for  the 
Mission  except  that  we  had  spent  a  very 
large  sum  of  money  on  whicn  we  got  a 
Tery  doubtful  security  indeed,  and  when 
we  found  ourselves  bound  we  thought  it 
necessary  to  send  out  to  see  whether 
we  should  ever  get  our  money  back 
again.  I  believe,  with  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  that  the  purchase  of 
these  Suez  Canal  shares  had  a  great 
deal  to  do  with  the  sending  out  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bhoreham,  but  in  a  different  way.  Un- 
fortunatoly,  as  I  think,  for  the  Khedive, 
iheee  affiurs  happened  to  come  at  a  pe- 
euliar  moment.  The  letters  dealing 
trilhihia  subject  are  dated  the  26th  No- 
ttber  last,  and  on  the  27th  November 
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the  world  was  delighted  and  electrified 
by  the  information  of  the  splendid  pro- 
perty we  had  acquired  in  these  canal 
shares.  AU  right-minded  people  were 
in  raptures  at  the  prospect  before  them. 
It  was  believed  that  we  were  about  to 
take  possession  of  Egypt.  Everybody 
was  enchanted  with  the  whole  thing, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  and  everybody 
else  were  in  the  height  of  human  glory. 
It  is  not  the  time  now  to  inquire  whether 
that  position  has  been  maintained,  but 
every  pretext,  and  no  pretext  at  all,  was 
greedily  laid  hold  of  to  increase  the 
belief  of  the  public  that  we  had  at  last 
g^t  a  high-minded  policy  in  connection 
with  affairs  in  the  East,  and  that  we 
were  going  to  take  a  more  prominent 
part  than  we  had  done  for  years  in  the 
affairs  of  Europe.  I  trace  much  more 
to  that  feeling,  than  to  any  desire  to  find 
out  how  much  salary  two  clerks  were  to 
have,  the  fact  that  this  splendid  Mission 
was  sent  out.  This  concludes  the  first 
tableaux  of  *  *  intrusion."  The  next  is  '  *  in- 
quisition." The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Shoreham  was  sent  out 
to  inquire,  without  leave  asked  or  given, 
into  the  Khedive's  finances,  and  he  did 
his  duty,  as  he  would  be  sure  to  do  it, 
most  fairly,  assiduously,  and  honourably. 
He  has  collected  together  a  great  mass 
of  information ;  but  it  appears  to  me  to 
be  one  of  the  most  remarkable  things  in 
this  history  that  such  a  Mission  for  such 
a  purpose  should  have  been  forced  and 
foistea  upon  an  independent  country  that 
never  asked  for  it,  and  that  it  should 
have  been  maintained  at  the  Khedive's 
expense,  and  at  a  very  large  expense  in- 
deed. I  cannot  help  thinking  that  it 
would  have  been  more  proper,  and  more 
worthy  of  this  country,  if  the  Mission 
had  not  been  maintained  at  the  Khe- 
dive's expense,  and  I  should  like  to  hear 
something  more  upon  this  subject.  It 
was  bad  enough  to  go  without  leave  to 
examine  into  the  state  of  Egyptian 
finances  and  to  publish  them  to  the  whole 
world,  without  quartering  ourselves  on 
the  Khedive;  but,  of  course,  all  this 
rests  upon  the  assumption  that  we  did 
send  out  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  suite  to  be  supported  by  the  Khedive, 
and  not  at  the  expense  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment. Information  was  collected, 
and  this  forms  my  second  tableaux  of ''  in- 
quisition." We  sent  out  persons  with  no 
right  whatever  to  inquire,  but  the  Khe- 
dive being  in  difficulties  and  almost  at 
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erer  asked  for  Mr.  "Wilson  to  be  sent 
out.  As  to  supposing  for  a  moment 
that  any  person  in  the  position  of  Mr. 
Wilson,  and  going  out  in  the  manner 
in  which  he  was  sent,  would  be  sent  out 
to  fulfil  the  wish  of  the  Khedive  for 
two  clerks  to  assist  in  the  Finance  De- 
partment, that  is  simply  ridiculous.  It 
IS  not  likely  that  a  gentleman  holding 
the  office  he  held  would  be  sent  out  to 
act  in  a  small  Department  under  the 
Egyptian  Minister.  That  also,  as  I 
understood  it,  is  another  intrusion  on 
the  part  of  the  Goyemment,  but  not 
equally  blameable,  because  they  did  not 
send  out  Mr.  Wilson  as  an  inquisitor 
to  get  information,  which  might  be  used 
gpreatly  to  the  injury  of  the  Government 
of  Egypt,  but,  as  I  understand  the  mat- 
ter, it  was  a  very  considerable  liberty  to 
send  him  out,  unless  they  had  made  up 
their  minds  to  some  definite  policy. 
What  was  the  result  ?  Mr.  Wilson  was 
sent  out,  and  a  little  while  afterwards 
telegrams  were  sent  to  him  telling  him 
in  the  most  peremptory  manner  to  re- 
turn, as  he  would  be  doing  nothing  but 
mischief  by  staying  longer,  and  that 
therefore  the  best  thing  he  could  do  was 
to  come  back  as  soon  as  possible,  and 
that  he  did.  That  is  the  history  of 
the  transactions  with  Egypt,  but  then 
comes'  the  tragical  part  of  the  drama. 
Lord  Derby,  in  a  very  remarkable 
passage,  finds  himself  under  the  neces- 
sity of  disentangling  himself  and  the 
Government  from  all  these  complicated 
transactions  which  have  been  attended 
by  so  small  a  result ;  and  he  declares 
in  one  of  his  despatches  that  at  this 
juncture  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Shoreham  arrived  at  Cairo, 
and  that  the  information  given  to  him 
by  the  Government  of  Egypt  led  him 
to  believe  that,  great  as  they  were,  the 
difficulties  in  the  case  were  not  insur- 
mountable, and  that  the  Khedive  would 
be  able  to  maintain  his  Government, 
and  to  discharge  his  obligations  within 
a  reasonable  time  and  on  reasonable 
termn,  without  the  imposition  of  fresh 
burdens  upon  his  subjects.  That  opinion, 
coming  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
WM  entitled  to  every  respect,  but  I  may 
marik  two  thing^.  There  was  some  error 
^  ^kb  wajin  which  the  revenue  was 
^  o&  aoeoont  of  the  Moukabala 
"^^ler  frister  than  he  thought 
4here  will  be  a  consider- 
in  the  expenditure  for 


which  he  is  not  responsible,  because  he 
could  only  act  upon  the  information 
which  was  given  to  him ;  and  though  I 
do  not  doubt  that  he  took  every  trouble 
to  get  the  matter  correctly,  still  his  in- 
formation must  partake  of  the  weakness 
of  the  source  from  which  he  got  it.  The 
result  of  the  matter  was  that  whereas 
he  estimated  the  debt  of  the  Khedive  at 
£77,600,000,  the  amount  is  brought  out 
to  £91,000,000.  Then  Lord  Derby  goes 
on  to  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Shoreham  accordingly 
prepared  a  scheme  which  was  so  framed 
as  to  satisfy  these  important  conditions 
without  interfering  with  the  independent 
action  of  the  Khedive  within  his  own 
dominions,  and  that  though  no  doubt 
it  involved  to  a  certain  extent  an  ar- 
rangement with  creditors,  such  as  Eng- 
land would  always  be  an  unwilling  party 
to,  it  did  provide  ultimately  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  Debt,  and  thus  the  ^Mission 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Shoreham 
had  been  an  undoubted  benefit  to  His 
Highness.  The  House  will  observe  that 
Lord  Derby  says  the  Mission  had  been 
of  undoubted  benefit,  not  to  Egypt,  but 
to  the  Khedive.  Now,  this  arrange- 
ment had  one  misfortune — it  would  not 
work.  We  remember  Moore's  imagi- 
nary criticism  of  a  friend's  novel — 

"  Clever  work,  Sir ! — would  get  up  exceedingly 

well — 
The  only  fault  is — that  it  never  would  sell ! 
And  though  statesmen  may  glory  in  being  un- 

bought, 
In  an  author,  we  think,  Sir,  that's  rather  a 

fault." 

This  admirable  scheme  would  not  work 
for  good  and  sufiicient  reasons.  It  was 
a  scheme  by  which  a  large  quantity  of 
stocks  were  to  be  made  into  a  single 
consolidated  stock,  and  that  could  well 
be  done  in  one  of  two  ways,  either  by 
the  consent  of  every  single  bondholder, 
or  by  purchasing  the  interest  of  those 
who  would  not  agree.  Both  these  courses 
were,  however,  impossible,  and  the 
afcheme  accordingly  failed.  Lord  Derby 
gives  us  as  reason  why  the  Mission  has 
been  of  great  benefit  to  the  Khedive, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  devised 
a  scheme  which  would  not  work.  But 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  spoke 
diflferently  of  it.  He  did  not  look  at  it 
in  the  same  light  as  Lord  Derby.  He 
did  not  see  how  a  scheme  which,  how- 
ever innocent  and  well  meant,  turned 
out  to  be  utterly  abortive,  could  be  of 
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fied  and  thankful  at  the  announcement. 
Was  that  intrusion  ?  Then  as  to  inquisi- 
tion. His  Highness  the  Viceroy  had 
undertaken  to  g^ve  every  information  to 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bhoreham.  The  object  was  to  obtain 
such  information  as  might  be  important 
both  to  Egypt  and  to  England.  It  was 
not  likely  that  two  clerks  would  be  en- 
trusted with  such  a  Mission,  but  these 
fentlemen  went  as  subaltern  officers, 
t  was  true  that  these  shares  were  bought 
in  a  hurry,  but  the  boldness  of  the  act 
was  justified  considering  the  state  of 
Turkey,  and  it  was  our  duty  to  seek  to 
prevent  Eg3rptian  findnce  from  falling 
into  the  state  of  decay  in  which  finance 
at  Constantinople  was  involved.  As  to 
the  charge  of  suppression,  what  was  the 
fatal  blow  to  the  finance  of  Egypt  of 
which  they  had  been  told  ?  The  Report 
was  supposed  to  contain  the  truth  with 
reference  to  Egypt,  and  because  it  was 
not  satisfactory,  Egyptian  finance  had 
not  recovered  its  depression.  He  be- 
lieved it  had  done  a  great  deal  of  good. 
It  had  reduced  the  finances  of  that 
country  to  its  proper  level,  and  investors 
ought  not  to  be  blamed  for  acts  which 
every  honest  man  should  defend.  What- 
ever harm  was  done  by  the  telegram  of 
the  Government  which  spoke  of  financial 
proposals,  was  undone  by  subsequent  ex- 
planations when  Mr.  Wilson  and  the 
French  Commissioners  were  at  Cairo. 
The  Mission  of  Mr.  Cave  had  been  of 
ffreat  advantage  to  the  Khedive,  because 
it  had,  as  he  said,  reduced  Egyptian 
finance  to  its  proper  level,  and  had 
shown  the  people  of  France  to  whom 
they  could  lend  and  to  what  extent,  and 
when  the  Beport  was  published  it  pro- 
duced that  effect.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Lowe)  had  sought  to 
make  a  distinction  between  the  Khedive 
and  Egypt,  but  if  the  Mission  had  been 
beneficial  to  Egypt  it  must  have  been 
00  also  to  the  Khedive.  What  did  the 
riffhthon.  Gentleman  mean  by  saying  that 
this  measure  had  forced  on  bankruptcy  ? 
How  could  bankruptcy  have  been  pre- 
vented if  it  was  so  likely  to  take  place  ? 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bhoreham  (Mr.  Cave)  was  not  going 
to  take  out  money.  Bankruptcy  arose 
fiom  the  absence  of  assets  and  re- 
BOUfoes,  and  on  its  being  found  that  the 
would  not  meet  the  liabilities, 
*f  bis  light  hon.  Friend  had  not 
mA  the  state  of  things  would  have 


been  much  worse.  With  respect  to  Mr. 
Wilson's  recall,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Lowe)  said  it  was 
peremptory,  but  it  was  not  so,  for  it  was 
entirely  at  Mr.  Wilson's  own  suggestion. 
He  telegraphed  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  say  that  he  could  not 
approve  the  scheme  in  consequence  of 
the  heavy  burden  upon  the  taxpayers ; 
and  after  that  it  was,  of  course,  im- 
possible that  he  could  be  allowed  to  re- 
main to  carry  on  negotiations  in  a  policy 
which  he  did  not  approve.  He  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff)  conceived  that  the 
Government  had  done  its  duty.  They  had 
shown  that  England  was  determined  to 
maintain  her  position  in  the  Mediterra- 
nean, to  keep  open  the  thoroughfare  to 
India,  and  that  she  was  desirous  to  enable 
the  Khedive  to  administer  the  affairs  of  a 
country  in  which  he  held  so  great  an 
interest.  With  regard  to  another  matter 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  theUniversity  of  London, 
it  was  a  condition  made  by  the  Yiceroy 
that  Mr.  Cave  should  be  entertained  by 
him,  for  it  was  at  that  moment  more  than 
ever  necessary  that  he  should  not  depart 
from  those  rules  of  Eastern  hospitality 
which  had  always  been  observed  by  the 
Bulers  of  Egypt. 

Sib  GEORGE  ELLIOT  said,  that  he 
very  seldom  trespassed  upon  the  time  of 
the  House ;  and  he  would  not  have  done 
so  on  that  occasion  if  he  had  not  taken 
such  an  active  part  in  the  subject  under 
discussion.  He  had  had  a  long  ac- 
quaintance with  Egyptian  matters,  and 
had  resided  in  the  country  for  some 
time ;  and  he  therefore  thought  that  he 
could  speak  with  some  authority  on  the 
matter.  In  listening  to  the  debate  he 
could  endorse  what  had  been  said  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  the  purchase  of 
the  Suez  Canal  shares  was  a  most  pro- 
per measure  as  regarded  the  interests 
of  this  country,  and  that  it  had,  in  a 
manner,  led  up  to  the  appointment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Shoreham  (Mr.  Cave)  to  go  on  the 
Mission  which  he  had  so  ably  conducted. 
Previously  there  had  been  an  inquiry 
for  some  clerical  assistance ;  but  when 
the  larger  business  of  the  Canal  shares 
had  been  completed,  and  the  interests 
of  England  became  more  identified  with 
Egypt,  there  was  a  greater  necessity 
shown  for  the  inquiry  which  followed. 
He  could  speak  of  his  own  knowledge 
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that  it  was  not  the  desire  or  at  all  the 
feeling  of  the  Khedive  to  have  mere 
clerks  sent  to  him  to  look  into  his  ac- 
counts. His  Highness  believed  that 
Mr.  Cave  would  report  upon  the  affairs 
of  Egypt,  and  the  Khedive  believed  that 
the  finances  were  sound  and  good  at  that 
time.  The  Khedive  was  not  aware  of 
the  defective  administration  of  his  affairs, 
and  His  Highness  had  expressed  to  him 
(Sir  George  Elliot)  over  and  over  again 
his  willingness  to  accord  to  any  well- 
organized  system  for  the  administration 
of  the  affairs  of  Egypt  his  most  cordial 
co-operation.  With  the  permission  of 
the  House  he  would  read  a  note  which 
he  himself  had  addressed  to  the  Khe- 
dive.    It  was  as  follows  : — 

"  Two  years  a^o  His  Excellency  the  Minister 
of  Finance  submitted  to  me,  through  Mr.  Laing, 
then  of  the  Imperial  Ottoman  Bank,  a  general 
statement  of  the  Egyptian  finance,  and  asked 
my  opinion  as  to  the  best  course  to  be  taken  for 
getting  rid  of  the  high  interest  then  paid  upon 
temporary  loans,  and  the  further  accumulation 
of  Debt.  Since  that  time  the  subject  has  oc- 
cupied much  of  my  attention.  On  my  arriyal 
in  Egypt  in  December  last  a  suggestion  was 
made  to  me  by  His  Excellency  the  Minister  of 
Finance  as  to  the  procuring  of  a  loan  of  £2,000,000 
on  the  security  of  the  harbour  revenues^  I  pre- 
sumed on  that  occasion  to  express  my  conviction 
that  any  partial  and  temporary  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  financial  difficulties  of  the  Government 
would  bo  only  to  prolong  a  system  which  had 
already  involved  the  country  in  general  pecu- 
niarv  embarrassments,  and  that  some  more  com- 
prehcnsi  ve  and  effectual  means  should  be  adopted 
for  re-adjusting  the  finances  and  restoring  the 
credit  of  the  Government." 

He  might  say  that  the  Eeport  which  he 
had  published  on  Egyptian  finance  was 
prepared  long  before  any  Report  was 
made  by  Mr.  Cave  ;  in  fact,  it  was  more 
than  two  years  since  he  was  invited  by 
His  Highness  to  look  carefully  into  the 
financial  condition  of  Egypt,  and  that 
occupied  a  considerable  time.  During 
his  recent  visit  there  he  had  his  official 
accountants,  Deloitte,  Dever,  Griffiths, 
and  Co.,  and  Ali  Hassan,  who  was  edu- 
cated at  King's  College  25  years  ago, 
and  a  most  efficient  and  competent  per- 
son, to  assist  in  understanding  the  books 
and  accounts ;  and  after  fully  going  into 
those  matters  it  was  remarkable  that, 
although  his  inquiry  had  been  com- 
menced more  than  two  years  previously 
and  was  carried  on  entirely  by  indepen- 
dent means — not  at  the  expense  of  either 
the  English  Govetnment  or  of  the 
Egyptian  Government,  but  at  his  own 

Sir  George  Elliot 


cost — the  statement  of  the  general  Debt 
of  Egypt  so  nearly  a&^eed  with,  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Shoreham. 
Indeed,  there  was  not  more  than 
£1,000,000  difference  between  the  two 
estimates.  He  thought  that  answered 
in  a  great  measure  the  question  that 
had  been  put — "  What  was  the  founda- 
tion of  the  correctness  of  the  statements 
contained  in  Mr.  Cave's  Report  ?"  For 
himself,  he  believed  they  were  practi- 
cally correct,  and  his  opinion  was  that 
it  would  be  well  if  such  a  change  could 
be  made  as  to  the  revenues  that  the 
Khedive  should  have  his  subsidy  or  civil 
list.  As  to  the  question  whether  the 
Mission  of  Mr.  Gave  had  been  of  use  or 
not,  he  believed  that  although  attended 
with  temporary  inconvenience  and  hard- 
ship, because  it  had  in  a  degree  as  it 
were  precipitated  the  result,  yet  it 
had  done  good  inasmuch  as  it  had 
revealed  plainly  and  clearly  the  con- 
dition of  the  finances  of  Egypt.  It  had, 
perhaps,  as  he  said,  brought  about  a 
crisis  earlier  than  it  would  have  come ; 
but  the  disaster  resulting  from  it  most 
be  proportionately  diminished  because 
of  the  system  of  raising  money  to  provide 
for  the  floating  debt,  which  was  con- 
stantly becoming  due  —  almost  every 
week,  being  raised  at  20  and  25  per 
cent — was  continued.  It  was  not  neces- 
sary to  point  out  what  must  have  been 
the  inevitable  consequence  of  such  a 
process.  The  inquiry  had  revealed  the 
actual  state  of  Egypt,  which  was  not  a 
forlorn  one.  It  was  sound  so  far  as  the 
income  was  calculated  to  deal  with  a  fair 
payment  of  the  Debts  which  were  due 
from  it.  What  he  meant  by  that  was 
giving  fair  and  proper  security,  but  with 
a  reduced  rate  of  interest,  such  as  he 
proposed  in  his  own  scheme.  By  follow- 
ing out  the  scheme  which  he  proposed  to 
the  Khedive,  he  had  no  doubt  whatever 
that  Egypt  was  equal  to  discharge  all 
the  interest  for  the  sinking  fund,  which 
would  relieve  the  Debt  in  65  years,  and 
there  would  be  a  margin  sufficient  for 
all  the  necessary  requirements  of  the 
proper  administration  of  the  country. 
Having  said  so  much,  he  returned  to  the 
most  important  part  of  the  subject,  which 
was  this — That,  in  his  opinion,  it  would 
be  for  the  interest  of  Egypt,  of  the  bond- 
holders, and  of  England  also,  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  their  moral  coun- 
tenance to  Egypt.  With  an  abundance 
of  means,  or,  at  any  rate,  with  sufficient 
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means,  to  do  all  that  lie  bad  said,  it 
would  not  avail  unless  there  was  proper 
administration;  that  was  to  say,  aue 
economy  in  the  discharge  of  the  several 
duties  of  the  State,  proper  functionaries 
appointed,  and  a  responsibility  attached 
to  the  discharge  of  such  duties,  that  the 
persons  acting  in  such  a  position  might 
feel  assured  that,  if  they  did  their  duty, 
they  would  not  undergo  any  kind  of 
menace  or  chance  of  being  discharged 
from  their  employment.  He  had  a 
thorough  conviction  that  Egypt  was 
Bound  in  itself.  Egypt  had  ample  re- 
Bources,  which  had  increased  and  de- 
yeloped  in  the  most  extraordinary  way, 
and  had  every  appearance  of  doing  so  in 
future.  He  believed  that  before  that 
day  twelvemonth  the  facts  which  had 
been  stated  would  be  more  thoroughly 
verified,  and  the  country  would  be  in  a 
much  better  condition,  both  commer- 
cially and  in  every  other  respect  in 
higher  repute  than  it  was  at  the  present 
moment. 

M».  DODSON  begged  to  offer  an 
apology  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Shoreham  (Mr.  Stephen 
Gave)  for  having  called  his  Beport  waste 
paper.  When  he 'said  that  the  Eeport 
which  had  been  made  was  only  waste 
paper  he  referred  to  its  scheme,  which 
had  proved  unworkable. 

M».  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  he  had 
no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used 
the  words  only  in  that  sense,  and  was 
satisfied  that  nothing  offensive  to  himself 
was  meant. 


INDIA— WAR  OFFICE  CHARGES. 
BESOLUnON. 

General  Sib  GEOEGE  BALFOUE, 
in  rising  to  move — 

"  That  it  is  inexpedient  to  consider  any  more 
Estimates  of  this  kmd  until  it  is  satisfactorily- 
proved  by  proper  statements  as  to  how  the  funds 
previously  advanced  during  the  past  five  or  six 
vean  bj  the  India  Office  on  account  of  the 
Military  charges  defrayed  by  the  War  Office  for 
India  have  b^n  used  by  the  Treasury,  whether 
in  payment  of  War  Office  claims,  or  in  swelling 
the  Revenue  of  the  kingdom," 

pointed  out  that  when  this  money  claim 
was  first  before  the  House,  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  elicit  information  as  to  its 
details,  but  as  the  discussion  took  place 
long  after  12  o'clock  at  night,  there  was 
no  record,  or  at  least  a  very  defective 


report,  of  the  matters  discussed,  and  he 
could  only  repeat  that  a  most  objection- 
able course  had  been  pursued  towards 
India  in  reference  to  these  charges,  and 
especially  in  connection  with  what  was 
called  the  unsettled  account.  Ever 
since  1870,  when  the  rough-and-ready 
mode  of  settling  the  claims  of  the  War 
Office  against  India  for  the  military 
outlay  at  home  by  means  of  a  capitation 
rate  of  £13  10«.  per  man  in  India  being 
paid  to  the  War  Office  to  cover  all  ex- 
penses, was  unwisely  done  away  with, 
the  War  Office,  in  their  annual  balance 
sheet,  had  shown  India  to  owe  many 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds,  where- 
as she  had  actually  paid  up  her  debts, 
quarter  by  quarter  as  formerly,  and 
was  clear  of  debt  to  the  War  Office.  It 
was  not,  therefore,  right  that  India  should 
be  allowed  to  appear  upon  the  accounts 
so  deeply  indebted  to  the  Home  Go- 
vernment as  she  did,  the  fact  being,  as 
he  believed,  that  the  India  Office  had 
paid  direct  to  the  Treasury  the  quar- 
terly payments  equal  in  amount  to  the 
former  sums,  but  the  Treasury  appeared 
to  have  appropriated  this  money  in 
order  to  swell  the  receipts  of  the  Eevenue 
— that  was,  instead  of  paying  thd  War 
Office  the  expenses  incurred  for  India, 
on  account  of  Departments  kept  in  Eng- 
land, the  contributions  from  the  India 
Office  were  de«dt  with  as  Revenue  re- 
ceipts, without  any  reference  to  the 
former  liabilities  borne  by  the  War 
Office.  This  mode  of  enhancing  the 
accounts  of  income  of  the  United 
Kingdom  was  not  done  by  the  present 
Administration,  but  by  ^  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  London ;  the  question  had 
been  raised  before  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee,  but  it  was  left  in  a  very  un- 
satisfactory position,  owing  to  the  asser- 
tions of  the  Accountant  General  of  the 
War  Office  being  contradicted  by  the 
assertions  of  the  Treasury  officer,  but 
having  full  confidence  in  the  accuracy  of 
the  statement  of  the  Accountant  Gene- 
ral, he  preferred  the  statement  of  that 
officer,  of  the  Treasury  having  kept 
back  from  the  War  Office  the  money 
due  for  military  services  for  India  which 
the  India  Office  had  paid  over  to  the 
Treasury.  The  proper  and  best  course 
in  future  would  be  for  the  India  Office 
to  receive  from  the  War  Office  their  bills 
of  charges  month  by  month,  and  let 
these  two  Departments  settle  the  claims, 


and  thus  exclude  tbe  Treagurj  from  their 
past  kind  of  miachieToua  meddling  with 
affairs  vhich  they  bad  mismanaged. 

Ameadment  proposed, 

To  leavo  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  odd  the  words 
"  it  18  inexpedient  to  coneider  any  mors  Esti- 
mBt«e  of  tluB  kind,  untU  it  is  satisfBCtorily 
proved  by  proper  statements  as  to  how  the  funds 
proviotufy  advanced  during  the  past  five  or  six 
yeara  by  the  India  Office,  on  account  of  the 
Military  charges  defrayed  by  tho  War  Office 
for  India,  have  been  used  by  the  Treasuiy, 
vhether  in  payment  of  War  Office  claims  or  in 
swelling  the  Eevemie  of  the  Kingdom,"— (Sir 
Georgt  Sal/our,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  there 
was  no  doubt  that  India  had  defrayed 
the  charges  made  upon  her  hj  the  War 
OBice,  and  the  Public  Accounts  Commit- 
tee had  under  consideration  the  form  in 
vhich  the  accounts  should  in  future  be 
kept,  and  would  report  to  the  House  next 
year  on  the  aubject. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion," put,   and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Supply — eomidtred  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £3,200,  Mr.  Care's  Mission  to 
Egypt. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  thought 
that  too  aangiiine  a  Tiew  had  been  taken 
of  affairs  in  Egypt. 
■  Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £9,200,  Suez  Canal,  British  Di- 
rectors. 

(3.)  £129,922,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Public  Buildings,  Ireland. 

(4.)  £27,493,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Privy  Council  Office. 

(5.)  £93,292,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Local  Government  Board,  Ireland. 

(6.)  £10,098,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  National  Gallery. 

(7.)  £12,400,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Learned  Societies  and  Scientific  Investi- 

Mr.  RAMSAY  complained  that  infor- 
mation as  to  the  way  in  which  this  money 
General  Sir  George  Balfour 
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was  distributed  had  not  boon  girni,  u 
was  promiaed  lost  year. 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  th«t  the 
matter  had  been  thoroughly  considend 
by  a  Committee,  and  there  would  be  a 
Beport  upon  the  subject. 

Yote  agreed  to, 

(8.)  £163,163,tooompIetethe«nmlbr 
Diplomatio  Services. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply  to 
Sir  H.  DauuuoNi)  Wolff,  aaid,  tut  the 
Treasury  fully  recognised  the  servioBS 
which  had  been  devoted  to  the  prepazm- 
tion  of  the  Hertslet  collection  of  ^eaties, 
and  the  Treasury  would  lutdertake  the 
cost. 

(9.)  £184,896,  to  complete  the  nun 
for  Consular  Services. 

(10.)  £13,243,  to  compete  the  Bom 
for  Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland. 

(U.)  £3,476,  to  complete  the  sum  fbr 
MisoellaneouB  Charitaole  AUowancea, 
&c.,  Ireland. 

(12.)  £170,000,  Chaise  defrayed  by 
the  War  Office  on  account  of  India. 

(13.)  £3,500,  Science  and  Art  D<^ut- 
ment  Buildings. 

(14.)  £15,000,  Metropolitan  Fblioe 
Courts. 

(IS.)  £2,545,  Burlington  House. 

(16.)  £4,900,  Edinburgh  Arboretnm. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

CiABS  T. 

(17.)  £35,000,  Supplementary  aum  for 

Grants  in  Aid  of  E^enditure  in  certain 

Colonies. 

(18.)  £29,101,  Duke  of  Leeds'  Pen- 
sion Commutation. 


(20.)  £33,000,  Supplementarysumfor 
the  Post  Office  Telegraphs. 


Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day. 

NAVY  AND  ARMY  EXPENDITURE,  1874-6. 

COKlflTTES.       ^UUOUKSBD  DSB1.TX. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [18th  July],  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  " 
(for  Ckimmittee  on  Navy  and  AimT  Ex- 
penditure, 1874-6). 
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Question  again  proposed. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
stated  that  this  important  question  of 
g^at  excesses  in  the  Naval  expenditure 
over  the  sums  voted  by  Parliament  had 
been  ably  raised  and  clearly  brought  be- 
fore the  House  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk),  and  as  the  debate 
was  left  incomplete,  in  order  to  allow  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  be  pre- 
sent, it  was  only  necessary  on  this  occa- 
sion to  continue  the  subject  by  charging 
the  Admiralty  with  having  violated  the 
Act  of  Parliament  in  largely  exceeding 
on  1 1  of  the  Navy  Votes  the  sums  en- 
tered in  the  Estimate  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  only 
a  small  excess  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Treasury.  On  four  Votes  £42,900  had 
been  exceeded  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Treasury ;  but  the  sanction  applied  for 
by  the  Admiralty  did  not  cover  the  ex- 
cesses on  these  four  Votes.  On  the  seven 
other  Votes  the  excesses  were  large,  but 
no  application  of  any  kind  was  made 
to  the  Treasury  for  permission  to  exceed 
the  sums  voted  by  Parliament  for  the 
seven  Votes  or  services.  The  words  of 
the  Appropriation  Act  appeared  to  be  as 
ftdl  as  could  be  necessary  for  the  spend- 
ing Departments  to  obtain  the  sanction 
of  the  Treasury  before  exceeding  the 
amount  voted  by  Parliament.  The  read- 
ing of  that  Act  was  not  only  clear,  but 
positive  as  to  the  legal  duties  of  the 
Navy  and  Army  Departments — that  they 
must  keep  within  the  Parliamentary 
limits  of  the  money  granted  for  the  ser- 
vices, until  the  Treasury  had  allowed  of 
an  excess  on  the  separate  Votes.  That 
allowance  must  be  given  before  the  liabi- 
lity was  incurred  by  the  Department.  It 
was  not  consistent  with  the  Act  to  obtain 
that  sanction  at  the  end  of  the  year,  but 
at  the  time,  and  before  the  debt,  or  lia- 
bility was  incurred;  and  the  Treasury 
had  no  authority  from  Parliament  to 
oover  the  debts  or  liabilities  of  either 
Army  or  Navy,  by  giving  a  covering 
letter  of  approval  long  after  the  liability 
bad  been  created.  The  sanction  must  be 
given  according  to  the  Act  before  that 
aability,  and  it  must  be  applied  for  by 
the  Department  immediately  the  neces- 
sity for  incurring  a  liability  arose,  not 
after  it  had  arisen.  Then,  again,  the 
Treasury  were  strictly  prohibited  by  the 
Appropriation  Act  from  granting  any 
permission  to  expend  money  in  excess  of 


the  total  sum  voted  on  all  the  Votes  for 
either  Army  or  Navy.  The  excesses  on 
any  one  of  the  several  Votes  of  either 
Army  or  Navy  must  be  met  by  the  Trea- 
sury sanctioning  only  the  savings  or  sur- 
pluses on  some  of  the  other  Votes. 
Indeed,  the  regulations  issued  to  give 
practical  effect  to  the  Appropriation  Act 
appeared  to  limit  the  application  of  sur- 
pluses to  meet  deficiencies  to  the  items 
of  the  several  Votes,  whereas  the  surplus 
on  one  of  the  Navy  Votes  had  been  used 
to  meet  the  deficiency  on  another  Vote, 
a  practice  open  to  grave  objections. 
The  greatest  of  all  objections  was  the 
great  liability  incurred  by  the  Admiralty 
not  only  without  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment, but  without  any  report  or  appli- 
cation being  made  by  the  Admiralty  to 
the  Treasury.  The  next  feature  was  the 
way  the  Admiralty  had  of  late  years 
brought  in  Supplementary  Estimates, 
after  submitting  the  year's  Estimates  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  This  practice 
destroyed  all  comparisons,  and  if  added 
to  these  excess  Estimates,  the  Naval 
Administration  also  incurred  liabilities 
or  expended  money  beyond  all  these 
estimated  sums,  then,  indeed,  control 
by  the  House  of  Commons  was  im- 
possible. And  if  such  irregularities 
were  to  be  condoned,  it  was  impossible 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
control  the  finances  of  the  country.  The 
gross  irregularities  of  the  Admiralty 
proved  that  there  was  something  wrong 
which  ought  to  be  put  a  stop  to  with  a 
high  hand.  If  he  were  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty would  not  dare  to  attempt,  and  the 
Treasury  would  not  sanction,  what  had 
been  done. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  condemned  the  irregu- 
larities which  had  been  admitted. 

Mr.  hunt  said,  the  matter  had  been 
the  subject  of  debate  on  two  former  oc- 
casions, when  he  himself  made  a  state- 
ment at  considerable  length  and  ex- 
pressed his  dissatisfaction  at  what  had 
been  done.  He  had,  however,  when  he 
came  into  office,  to  take  up  the  Estimates 
of  his  Predecessor,  who  stated  that  he 
not  been  able  to  submit  them  to  his  own 
Cabinet.  He  would  not  dispute  that 
there  had  been  some  irregularity,  but  in 
what  he  had  done  he  had  been  in  full 
and  constant  communication  with  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  had  ex- 
pressed his  dissatisfaction   before,  and 
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would  do  80  again,  with  the  financial 
administration  of  the  Admiralty ;  he  had 
made  fresh  arrangements,  and  he  hoped 
that  these  irregularities  would  not  be 
complained  of  again. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Matter  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  moved— 

(l.J  That  it  appears  by  the  Navy  Appro- 
priation Account,  for  the  year  ended  Slst 
March  1875,  that  the  balances  unexpended  in 
respect  of  certain  Votes  for  Navy  Services 
for  the  said  year  amounted  to  the  sum  of 
£83.574  0*.  Id. 

(2.)  That  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's 
TriMisurN'  have  temporarily  authorised  the  ap- 
plication of  the  said  sum  of  £83,574  0«.  Td,  to 
j>rovido  in  part  for  the  expenditure  incurred 
in  oxivss  of  certain  other  Votes  for  Navy  Ser- 
>'ic»v§  for  the  said  yt»ar. 

(3.)  That  the  said  application  be  sanc- 
tiontxl. 

(4,)  That  it  appears  by  the  Army  Appro- 
imatitm  Accoimt,  for  the  year  ended  31st 
March  1875«  that  the  balances  unexpended 
in  rosjHH^t  of  certain  Votes  for  Army  Services 
for  the  said  voar  amounted  to  the  sum  of 
£302,83909.  Id.  and  that;the  sum  of  £78,605 15«.  bd. 
has  btH'n  rt>aliMKl  in  excess  of  the  estimated 
Appn>printious  in  aid;  amounting  together  to 
Uio  total  8um  of  £381,445  5«. 

(5.)  'ITiat  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's 
Tnvwurv  have  temporarily  authorised  the  appli- 
cation of  £281,213  lU/out  of  the  said  total 
sum,  to  pn>vido  for  the  expenditure  incurred 
in  t\xt*t^»a  i»f  certain  other  Votes  for  Army  Ser- 
vict»i«  for  the  said  year. 

(8.)  lliat  the  said  application  be  sanc- 
tioned. 

Gexkral  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
wlvo  Imd  on  the  Paper  an  Amendment,  to 
move,  to  h>ave  out  after  "  7<f."  in  line  4 
to  end  of  lino  9,  in  order  to  insert — 

'*  2.  TTiat  it  appears  by  the  same  account  that 
the  exp*^nditurt<  in  excess  on  certain  other  votes 
for  the  said  year  amountt^  to  £419,733  19«. 

••  3.  'llwit,  after  applying  the  above  surplus  in 
diminution  of  the  said  excess,  the  Naval  expen- 
diture for  the  year  1874-5  is  still  in  excess  by 
£338,159  18«.  bd, 

'*  4.  That  it  appears  that  a  part  of  this  ex- 
cess, amountinf?  to  £97,904  13«.  ll(f.,  is  charge- 
abh>  to  the  expt^nst^s  of  the  Ashantee  expedition. 

'*  5.  That,  afttT  apprv^priating  this  sum  out  of 
the  unexiH»ndtHl  balaniv  of  the  vote  of  credit 
jrrantt^  by  Parlianient  for  the  Ashantee  expe- 
dition, the  Xaviil  exi^nditure  for  the  year 
1874-5  is  still  £238,255  4>*.  6</.  in  excess  of*  the 
aprgn^inite  sum  appropriated  by  Parliament  in 
the  37  and  38  Vic.  c.  56,  for  the  Naval  Services, 
and  that  the  same  was  incurred  without  the 
previous  sanction  of  Parliament,  and  without 
all  the  exci^ss  being  forthwith  reported  to  the 
Treasure'  as  the  necessity  arose. 

**6.  iTiat  Her  Alajesty's  Commissioners  of 
the  Treasur\'  are  unable  to  lav  before  Parlia- 
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ment  the  statement  of  sanctions  by  theTreMor 
which  sec.  4  of  37  and  38  Vic,  c  56,  reqmrei,  Xa 
detrB,y  in  part  out  of  surploBes  on  aome  votei 
the  expenditure  on  other  votes  in  excess  of  Hm 
appropriations,  consequent  on  the  appUcatioBi 
from  the  Naval  Department  for  that  sothoritT 
not  having  been  forthwith  foUy  and  duly  nuMV 
to  the  Tr^ury,  as  the  Act  requires,  for  all  of 
the  several  excesses. 

**  7.  That  by  the  vote  passed  in  this  Semn 
on  the  Supplementary  Estimates  of  the  Navd 
Department,  dated  10th  March,  1876,  the  «ia 
of  £238,255  4«.  Sd.  has  been  appropriated  ia 
defraying  the  portion  of  Naval  ezpenditnn 
which  was  incuired  in  1874-6  in  excess  of  the 
ai^gregate  sum  which  Parliament  appropriated 
by  the  Act  37  and  38  Vic,  c.  66,  for  the  NaTil 
Services. 

'*  8.  That  the  said  appropriations  be  ame- 
tioned." 

said,  be  feared  his  Besolations  would 
not  meet  with  the  acceptance  of  the  Go- 
Temment. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  was  informal,  and  not  germane 
to  the  subject.  Therefore  it  ootild  not 
be  submitted  to  the  Committee. 

General  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUB. 
while  bowing  to,  but  not  accepting,  the 
Chairman's  ruling,  declared  the  Reso- 
lutions, in  the  form  they  were  sub- 
mitted, were  wholly  without  precedent 
He  declined,  as  an  individual  Member, 
to  accept  the  Report  of  the  Public  Ac- 
counts Committee  in  a  matter  which 
was  in  itself  illegal ;  and,  with  all  re- 
spect to  the  Chair,  he  submitted  that 
his  own  Resolutions  were  substantiaUy 
in  Order. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  appealed  to  the 
Government  not  to  take  any  Opposed 
Susmess 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  was  not  intended  to  do 
so,  but  it  was  necessaiy  to  get  this  Vote 
in  order  to  lay  the  foundation  for  the 
Appropriation  Bill. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  justified  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Treasury,  which 
he  contended  was  in  strict  accordance 
with  precedent,  and  assured  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Kincardine  (Sir  George  Balfour)  that 
the  Resolutions  now  submitted  to  the 
Committee  were  framed  in  compliance 
with  the  Appropriation  Act. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  JTom- 
day. 
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MUNICIPAL  PRIVILEGES  (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bil;l  39.] 

{Mr,  Maurice  Brooks^  Mr.  Butt,  Mr,  Bonayne,) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Sib  ARTHCJR  GUINNESS,  in  mov- 
ing the  following  clause : — 

T"  Persons  to  bo  excluded  from  being  sheriff 
OP  Honorary  burgesses.) 

**  No  person  who  has  been  conN^cted  of  felony, 
or  any  misdemeanour,  shall  bo  capable  of  being 
elected  as  high  sheriff  or  to  the  rank  of  honorary 
burgess," 

said,  it  was  not  necessary  that  he  should 
enter  into  arguments  on  the  subject.  He 
would  only  remark  that  it  had  been 
found  necessary  to  introduce  a  similar 
clause  into  the  Poor  Law  Act. 

New  clause  (Persons  to  be  excluded 
from  being  sheriffs  or  honorary  bur- 
gesses,) —  (Sir  Arthur  Guinness,)  — 
brought  up,  and  read  a  first  time. 

On  Question,  "  That  the  clause  be  now 
read  a  second  time  ?  " 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  believed  the 
hon  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Butt)  had  something  to  say  with 
regard  to  the  clause.  The  objection 
taken  was  as  to  the  nature  of  the  mis- 
demeanour that  ought  to  bar  the  ap- 
pointment. He  should  therefore  advise 
nis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  Dublin  (Sir  Arthur  Guinness)  to  make 
his  clause  run  to  the  effect  that  no  per- 
son convicted  of  felony  should  be  capable 
of  being  elected.  With  that  modifica- 
tion he  thought  the  Motion  was  free 
from  the  objection  suggested.  He  would 
accordingly  move  an  Amendment  that 
the  proposed  clause  be  amended  by 
leaving  out  the  words  **or  any  mis- 
demeanour. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Gibson,  clause 
further  amended,  by  striking  out  the 
words  **  as  high  sheriff  or." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  read  a  second 
time,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  GIBSON  (for  Mr.  I.  T.  Hamil- 
ton), proposed  to  move  the  following 
clause: — 


''  (On  failure  of  town  council  to  appoint,  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  may  appoint  a  sheriff.) 

"  In  case  any  of  the  said  town  councils  shall 
neglect  or  refuse  to  appoint  a  fit  person  to  be 
sheriff  on  the  day,  or  within  the  time,  and  in 
manner  provided  by  this  Act,  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  at  any  time 
before  the  thirtieth  day  of  November  then  next 
ensuing,  to  appoint  a  fit  person  to  be  such 
sheriff;  and  every  person  so  appointed  shall 
have  and  exercise  all  the  powers,  privileges,  and 
duties  pertaining  to  a  ^eriff  appointed  by  a 
town  council  under  this  Act." 

On  objection  being  taken — 

Mr.  speaker  ruled  that  the  clause 
could  not  be  moved  in  the  absence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  county  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  I.  T.  Hamilton). 

Sir  ARTHUR  GUINNESS  moved 
as  an  Amendment,  in  Clause  3,  page  2, 
line  2,  to  leave  out  ''appoint  a  fit  per- 
son," and  insert — 

"  Select  three  persons  qualified  to  fill  the  said 
oflBce  of  sheriff,  and  shall  within  fourteen  days 
thereafter,  notify  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land the  names  of  the  persons  so  selected,  ar- 
ranged in  alphabetical  order,  and  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant shall,  within  seven  days  from  the  receipt 
by  him  of  such  notification,  appoint  one  of  the 
persons  so  selected." 

Mr.  M.  brooks  moved  to  amend 
the  proposed  Amendment  by  leaving  out 
the  words  ''  arranged  in  alphabetical 
order." 

Amendment  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gibson,  clause  fur- 
ther amended,  by  leaving  out  in  page  2, 
line  7,  **in  manner  hereinafter  men- 
tioned ; "  and  in  page  2,  line  8,  by 
inserting  after  **  oaths,"  the  word 
''now." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Sib  ARTHUR  GUINNESS  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  Clause  4,  page  2, 
line  14,  to  leave  out  the  words  after 
**  respectively,"  and  insert — 

"  Select  three  persons  qualified  to  fill  the  said 
office  of  sheriff,  and  shall,  within  fourteen  days 
thereafter,  notify  to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of 
Ireland  the  names  of  the  persons  so  selected, 
arranged  in  alphabetical  order,  and  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  shall,  within  seven  days  from  the 
receipt  by  him  of  such  notification,  appoint  one 
of  the  persons  to  selected  to  be  sheriff." 

Mr.  M.  brooks  moved  the  omission 
in  the  proposed  Amendment  of  the  words 
''  arranged  in  alphabetical  order." 
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Mr.  butt  said,  that  the  English  law 
on  the  same  subject  was  that  the  corpo- 
ration had  the  absolute  nomination  of  the 
sheriff.  That  was  obtained  by  an  Act 
passed  in  1871,  which  was  adopted  on 
the  Report  of  a  Select  Committee ;  and 
now  it  was  proposed  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  was  to  have  the  final  selec- 
tion of  the  sheriff.  Although  objecting 
to  it,  they  had  made  up  their  minds  that 
it  was  not  worth  while  opposing  it. 

Amendment  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Sir  ARTHUE  GUINNESS  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  Clause  8,  page  3, 
line  8,  to  leave  out  the  whole  of  the 
clause  after  the  word  **  may  or  "  in  line  8, 
and  insert — 

*'  Select  three  persons  qualified  to  fill  the  said 
vacancy,  and  sh^,  within  seven  days  thereafter, 
notify  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  the  names  of  the 
persons  so  selected,  arranged  in  alphabetical 
order,  and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  slml,  within 
seven  days  from  the  receipt  by  him  of  such  noti- 
fication, appoint  one  of  the  persons  so  selected 
to  fill  the  said  vacancy,  or  to  be  in  the  room  of 
the  persons  so  refusing,  superseded,  dying,  or 
becoming  incapable." 

Mr.  M.  brooks  moved  to  amend 
the  proposed  Amendment  by  omitting 
the  words  relating  to  alphabetical  order. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Mr.  GIBSON  then  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  Clause  12,  after  the  word 
**  privilege  "  in  line  42,  **  or  to  be  elected 
to  any  corporate  office." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  42,  after  the  word  "  privilege,"  to 
insert  the  words  **  or  to  be  elected  to 
any  corporate  office." — {Mr,  Qihson,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  butt  said,  they  could  not  agree 
to  that. 

Captain  NOLAN  said,  it  would  be 
very  unfortunate  if  the  Bill  did  not  pass. 
The  Forms  of  the  House  had  prevented 
them  having  a  full  discussion  of  the 
Bill ;  but  if  it  were  not  passed  now,  it 
would  lead  to  great  irritation  in  Ireland, 
not  on  account  of  the  Bill  itself,  but  of 
the  manner  in  which  Irish  Business  was 
conducted  in  Parliament. 


Mr.  GIBSON  obsenred,  that  the 
Notices  had  been  on  the  Paper  for  the 
last  two  months ;  but  if  there  was  any 
misconception  on  the  subjeoty  the  ooa- 
sideration  of  the  matter  could  be  ad- 
journed. 

Mr.  M.  BEOOKS  said,  he  did  not 
attach  the  importance  to  the  matta 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  do. 

Further  Proceeding  adjoomed  till 
Monday, 


CHAIRMEN'S  JURISDICTION  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

LEAVE,      first  BEADING. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Plunkbt)  moyed  foi 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
Laws  relating  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  Ireland. 

Captain  NOLAN  opposed  the  Motion 
on  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Don- 
dalk  (Mr.  Callan),  and  complained  that 
no  explanation  whatever  had  been  gifen 
to  the  House  on  the  subject. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  wb 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Plunxet)  stated  that 
the  Bill  was  merely  a  suspensory  Bill, 
making  provision  for  the  discharge  of 
the  duties  of  chairman  in  counties  in 
which  vacancies  occurred. 

Captain  NOLAN  observed,  that  they 
ought  to  have  some  guarantee  that  the 
Bill  was  only  for  one  year. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  amend  tho  Laws  relating  to  the  juris- 
diction of  Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  Ire- 
land, ordered  to  be  brought  in  bv  Mr.  Solicitor 
Gbneral  for  Ireland  and  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach. 

'BiMpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  286. J 


JURIES  (DUBLIN)  BILL. 
LEAYE. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Plunket)  moved  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
Laws  with  respect  to  Juries  in  the 
county  and  the  county  of  the  city  of 
Dublin. 

Me.  butt  said,  that  the  Bill  pro- 
posed  to  accomplish,  by  a  separate  mea- 
sure, what  had  been  g^ven  up  by  the 

'Juries  Procedure  Bill,  and  it  was  too 
important  a  measure  to  be  brought  in  at 

]  the  end  of  the  Session. 
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The  80LIOITOE  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Plxtnket)  said,  it  was 
true  general  clauses  somewhat  similar 
to  the  proyisions  of  this  local  measure 
had  appeared  in  the  Juries  Procedure 
Bill,  proposed  with  the  intention  of  carry- 
ing out  the  Beport  of  a  Committee 
founded  on  the  evidence  taken  in  favour 
of  the  suggestion.  Ghreat  opposition 
had  been  offered  to  the  proposal,  how- 
ever, on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick,  and  he  thought 
also  on  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Drogheda ;  and  it  was  then  deemed  the 
better  course  to  withdraw  the  clauses 
affecting  the  country  generally,  and  to 
introduce  a  new  Bill  dealing  only  with  the 
county  of  Dublin  and  the  county  of  the 
city  of  Dublin,  as  to  which  he  believed 
there  was  unanimity  of  feeling.  The  Bill 
had  the  support  ox  both  hon.  Members 
for  the  county  and  for  the  city  of  Dublin, 
who  had  ascertained  the  wishes  of  their 
constituents  on  the  subject.  It  had  been 
pressed  very  earnestly  on  the  Gk)vem- 
nient,  and  the  Government  desired  to 
lose  no  time  in  passing  it,  if  possible, 
during  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment. They  nad  been  strongly  urged  to 
do  sOy  among  other  public  bodies  bv  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  by  large 
numbers  of  individuals.  If,  however, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  re- 
solved, on  his  own  responsibility,  to  de- 
feat the  measure,  and  was  prepared  to 
oppose  it  at  that  stage,  there  was  little 
hope  of  passing  it  so  late  in  the  year ; 
under  these  circumstances,  he  should  not 
oppose  an  Adjournment  of  the  Debate 
ii  it  was  moved  for. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,'* 
— (iSir  CharlM  W.  2H7X-*,)— put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday. 


WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
CMuidind  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

IU$ohedy  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  service 
of  tne  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1877,  the  sum  of  £28,703,043  be  granted,  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Besolntion  to  be  reported  upon  Monday. 

House  acyoumed  at  Nine  o*clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday f  7th  August,  1876. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Btll&— First  Beading— 
Elementary  Education*  (204);   Pollution  of 

Rivers*  (207). 
Second    Beading  —  Cattle    Disease     (Ireland) 

(196);    Savings   Banks    (Barrister)^   (198^; 

Superannuation  (Unhealthy  Climates)  •  (199) ; 

Bishopric  of  Truro  (201) ;  Erne  Lough  and 

River  (189) ;  Ardglass  Harbour  (193). 
Commit**— Juries  Procedure  (Ireland)  ♦  (196V 
Ommittee—Beport—PooT  Law  Rating  (Ireland)  • 

(197). 
Third   Beading  —  Winter   Assizes    (Ireland)* 

(200),  &nd  pasted. 


CATTLE  DISEASE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

iThs  Lord  President.) 

(no.  195.)      SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Dtoe  of  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON,  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  the  second  time,  said,  the 
measure  was  one  which  affected  very 
materially  both  Ireland  and  this  coun- 
try. In  England  the  law  was  that  ani- 
mals were  slaughtered  compulsorily 
which  were  suffering  from  pleuro-pneu- 
monia,  and  the  person  who  owned  the 
animals  was  compensated  by  the  local 
authorities  who  were  stationed  in  various 
parts  of  the  country.  The  local  autho- 
rities in  England  who  performed  those 
duties  were  composed  of  magistrates  of 
quarter  sessions,  but  in  Ireland  there 
was  no  local  authority  formed  in  the 
various  districts  of  the  country,  the  local 
authority  being  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  the  Privy  Council  in  Dublin.  It 
was  found  that  mischievous  results  arose 
from  there  being  no  local  authority, 
because  cases  often  occurred  in  which 
the  compulsory  slaughter  of  animals 
suffering  from  disease  was  not  ordered. 
In  fact,  there  was  in  Ireland  no  com- 
pulsory slaughter.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  thought  that  such  a 
state  of  things  as  this  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  remain,  and  had  therefore 
introduced  the  present  Bill  for  the  pur- 
pose of  affording  a  remedy.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  enable  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  to  confer  on  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  throughout  the  country, 
some  of  the  powers  which  he  now  exer- 
cised absolutely,  to  make  arrangements 
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for  preventing  the  spread  of  disease 
amongst  sheep,  cattle,  and  horses — ^horses 
being  now  included  for  the  first  time 
under  the  term ''animals."  Boards  of 
Guardians  had  no  power  to  make  any 
such  regulations  under  the  existing  law. 
The  powers  proposed  to  be  conferred 
incluaed  the  appointment  of  Inspec- 
tors, and  the  appointment  of  Valuers  ; 
and  the  latter  part  of  Clause  4  provided 
that  in  maritime  ports,  the  appointment 
of  Inspectors  should  be  under  difiPerent 
provisions  from  those  under  which  Inspec- 
tors were  appointed  in  the  other  parts 
of  the  country,  and  that  such  Inspectors 
sliould  be  under  the  power  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  The  Boards  of  Guardians 
wore  to  compensate  the  persons  whose 
animals  were  slaughtered  under  the  Act, 
a  portion  of  the  compensation  being 
paid  out  of  the  '*  Cattle  Plague  Fund." 
The  15th  clause  enabled  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant to  frame  Oi*ders  and  take  the 
exoi^ution  of  the  Act  into  his  own  hands. 
Ilo  did  not  know  that  there  were  any 
other  matters  to  which  he  need  cau 
attention.  |He  believed  that  the  Bill 
would  bo  a  very  useful  measure,  and  if 
it  i)uhs(m1  into  law  it  would  afford  a  proper 
and  Butliciont  staff  of  Inspectors  in  Ire- 
hind,  80  as  to  prevent  the  importation 
into  this  country  of  diseased  animals. 
That  would  bo  beneficial  to  both  coun- 
trios,  b(K'ause  agriculturists  in  this 
c'ountry  know  very  well  that  we  were 
indobtod  to  Irolaud  for  a  large  portion 
of  the  8t(U'k  imported  into  England. 
The  noblo  Duku  concluded  by  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

JUloved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (y'A*  Lord  President.) 

IjOiid  KMLY  thoroughly  agreed  with 
the  ni)l)h»  Diiko  opposite  (the  Duke  of 
Kichniond  and  (rordon)  that  there  was 
a  luuHtHsity  for  introducing  some  measure 
dtMiling  witli  tlio  subject,  and  trusted 
that  tho  t»(liH't  of  the  Bill  would  be  to 
got  rid  of  the  various  complaints  of 
which  thoy  had  all  hoard  so  much  with 
regard  to  the  importation  of  disease  into 
this  eountrv.  But  he  confessed  that  it 
appoarod  to  liim  that  the  mode  in  which 
tho  object  was  to  be  arrived  at  did  not 
soem  to  be  a  wiso  or  desirable  one.  In 
England  a  groat  deal  of  power  for  pre- 
venting the  spread  of  cattle  disease  was 
given  to  the  local  authorities.  In  Ire- 
land tho  system  was  a  centralized  one, 
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and  was  worked  by  the  Oorexnment 
through  Inspectors.  He  attached  mtt 
importance  to  the  carzTinfl^  out  of  tlie 
recommendations  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee of  the  House  of  Oommons,  of  whidi 
Committee  he  had  been  a  Member. 
That  Committee  was  appointed  to  con- 
sider whether  the  law  in  Ireland  as  to 
the  treatment  of  animals  infected  with 
disease  should  be  assimilated  to  that  in 
England.  The  general  opinion  of  tlie 
Committee  was  that  the  Irish  system,  a 
centralized  one,  was  better  than  the 
English  system,  which  consisted  in  giving 
a  great  deal  of  power  to  the  local  autho- 
rities ;  that  it  worked  more  satisfactorilj, 
and  all  it  wanted  to  make  it  perfect  was 
to  place  at  the  disposal  of  the  Yeterinonr 
Department  a  larger  number  of  Inspec- 
tors. This  Bill  introduced  to  a  large  ex- 
tent the  English  system  into  Ireland. 
He  was  convinced,  however^  that  the 
duty  entrusted  to  Boards  of  Gruardiana 
would  not  be  discharged  by  them  nearly 
as  efficiently  as  if  it  were^  left  to  the 
Veterinary  Department,  and  he  sug- 
gested that  the  existing  system  in  Ire- 
land should  be  preserved.  He  was  afraid 
the  mode  proposed  would  give  rise  to  a 
great  deal  of  jobbery. 

Earl  SPENCER  approved  of  the 
Bill,  as  he  knew  well  the  great  import- 
ance both  to  England  and  to  Ireland 
that  Irish  cattle  should  be  kept  in  a 
satisfactory  sanitary  state.  He  had 
always  urged  that  the  same  regulations 
should  be  enforced  in  both  countries, 
and  during  the  time  he  was  in  Ireland 
the  orders  respecting  the  Cattle  Plaeue 
were  made  more  stringent.  Against  that 
increased  stringency  there  was  a  strong 
feeling ;  but  he  had  always  maintained 
that,  if  owners  of  cattle  in  Ireland  would 
not  submit  to  proper  regulations  for 
preventing  the  spread  of  disease,  they 
need  not  be  surprised  if  in  England 
stringent  measures  were  taken  with  re- 
gard to  the  importation  of  Irish  cattle. 
Ue  was,  therefore,  glad  to  see  a  measure 
which  was  founded  upon  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  of  1873.  When  in  Ire- 
land he  thought  the  same  Orders  should 
be  enforced  there  as  in  England;  but 
the  Law  Officers  declared  that  there  was 
no  power  to  levy  a  compensation  rate  for 
the  purposes  required,  and  Ireland  was 
therefore  left  under  a  different  law.  He 
trusted  the  Bill  would  be  the  means  of 
doing  great  good  both  in  Ireland  and  in 
this  country.    We  could  not  rely  wholly 
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on  the  Board  of  Inspection,  but  we  must 
carry  into  effect  stringent  orders,  as  they 
were  carried  into  effect  in  England  for 
the  extermination  of  this  fatfd  disease 
among  cattle.  Unless  power  were  given 
to  the  local  authorities  to  act  at  once, 
considerable  delay  would  arise  before 
the  cattle  in  an  affected  district  could  be 
destroyed,  and  during  which  the  disease 
would  spread.  It  was  of  no  use  waiting 
for  their  machinery  to  be  ready  before 
taking  action  for  the  repression  of 
disease,  and  he  therefore  thought  that 
in  Committee  some  Amendment  should 
be  made  in  order  to  give  a  stiU  more 
speedy  operation  to  the  measure.  He 
could  see  no  objection  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant having  power  to  constitute  those 
different  parts  of  the  country  in  which 
the  local  authorities  should  be  made  im- 
mediately aware  of  the  outbreak  of 
disease. 

Motion  agr0€d  to:  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  eommiited  to  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House  To-morrow, 

BISHOPRIC  OF  TRURO  BILL.— (No  201.) 
{Tht  Lord  Fretident.) 

8B00ND     BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read.  ■ 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and  GOR- 
DON, in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time,  said,  it  was  a  very 
important  Bill,  affecting  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  western  part  of  the  diocese 
of  Exeter.  Their  Lordships  would  not 
have  forgotten  the  statement  which  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  the  Bishop  of  that 
diocese  made  at  an  earlier  part  of  the 
Session  as  to  the  enormous  amount  of 
duty  which  devolved  upon  him  and  the 
impossibility  of  properly  discharging  it. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  shown  in  an 
onmistakeable  and  a  liberal  manner  that 
he  was  prepared  to  assist  in  carrying 
into  effect  tne  alteration  of  his  diocese. 
The  circumstance  of  Lady  Rolle  having 
aet  apart  £1,200  per  annum  for  the 
purpose  of  forming  a  new  Bishopric  of 
Truro  was  the  reason  why  this  Bill  had 
been  introduced.  That  sum,  together 
with  the  amount  which  the  Bishop  of 
Exeter  had  consented  to  give  out  of  his 
revenues,  would  enable  ti^e  Bishopric  to 
be  formed.  He  thought  there  could  be 
no  ol^ection  to  carrying  into  effect  the 


liberal  ideas  manifested  by  Lady  Rolle, 
and,  therefore,  he  now  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (2%«  Lord  President) 

The  Bishop  of  EXETER  desired  to 
express  his  gratitude  to  the  Government 
for  having  brought  in  the  Bill.  As  the 
measure  was  not  to  come  into  operation 
until  a  sufficient  endowment  was  pro- 
vided, he  hoped  no  long  period  would 
elapse  before  sufficient  provision  was 
made  for  the  purpose.  He  could  assure 
their  Lordships  that  a  division  of  the 
diocese  was  necessary  for  the  due  dis- 
charge of  the  duties  of  it.  Those  duties 
were  far  too  large  to  be  satisfactorily 
performed  by  the  same  person. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 


ARMY  —  THE     RESERVES. 

ADDRESS  FOB   PAPERS. 

Lord  STRATHNAERN  :  My  Lords, 
your  Lordships  have  g^ven  such  constant 

?r6of  of  useful  interest  in  the  Army  that 
do  not  apologize  for  soliciting  defer- 
entially, but  earnestly,  your  Lordships' 
attention  to  a  military  subject,  always 
very  important,  but  especially  so  in  pre- 
sent times,  when  the  best  guarantees  of 
honourable  peace  and  of  the  safety  of 
British  policy  and  engagements  are  an 
efficient  Army  and  Navy.  The  subject 
is  the  inherent  defect  in  the  organization 
of  the  two  Army  Reserves,  liable  to  serve 
abroad,  which,  for  the  sake  of  clearness, 
and  because  they  cannot  exist  without 
civil  employment,  I  call  Civil  Employ- 
ment Reserves.  The  senior  of  them  is  the 
First  Class  of  the  Army  Reserve  which 
was  formed  in  1867 ;  but  as  it  is  now  in 
a  state  of  extinction,  numbering  only  53 
men,  I  shall  make  no  further  mention  of 
it,  except  historically,  and  to  observe  that 
the  Minister  of  War  in  1870  induced 
nearly  2,400  of  its  men  by  a  bounty  of  a 
guinea,  in  spite  of  his  denunciations  of 
the  evils  of  bounty,  to  volunteer  for  the 
First  Class  Army  Reserve  which  he  was 
then  organizing.  The  Second  Class  of  the 
Army  Reserve  of  1867  are  the  pensioners 
who  do  not  serve  abroad.  They  are  good 
and  experienced  soldiers,  about  14,000 
strong,  serving  under  the  salutary  influ- 
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enoe  of  pension,  that  best  incentive  to 
good  conduct.  The  Irish  pensioners,  in 
spite  of  the  efforts  of  disaffected  country- 
men to  seduce  them  from  their  duty, 
did  faithful  service  under  me  during  five 
years  of  Irish  agitation  for  a  red  Repub- 
lic, a  favourable  result  which  it  would 
be  a  delusion,  as  I  shall  show,  to  expect 
from  the  Irish  soldiers  of  the  First  Class 
Army  Reserve,  raised  in  1870,  serving 
without  pension  in  the  Irish  districts. 
This,  the  First  Class  Army  Eeserve,  is, 
since  the  collapse  of  the  First  Class  of  the 
Army  Reserve  of  1 867,  the  only  one  liable 
to  serve  abroad.  It  was  formed  on  the 
conditions  of  service  of  the  Army  En- 
listment Act  of  1870,  which  state,  in 
its  Preamble,  that  the  object  of  the  Act 
is  to  shorten  the  period  of  Army  service, 
and  to  establish  a  Reserve  Force  which 
may  be  called  into  active  service  in  a 
period  of  emergency.  The  War  Office 
Regulations  of  9th  February,  1871,  state 
more  explicitly  the  very  important  duties 
and  obligations  of  the  First  Class  Army 
Reserve — 

'*  That  they  may  bo  called  out  on  permanent 
sex^nco  by  Proclamations  in  a  great  emergency, 
or  in  times  of  imminent  national  peril ;  that  they 
then  become  liable  to  general  sendee  with  the 
Army;  that  whenever  the  Force  is  called  out  for 
training,  or  in  aid  of  the  Civil  Power,  and  for 
exercise,  all  the  provisions  of  the  Mutiny  Act  and 
Articles  of  War  apply  to  them." 

For  the  proper  appreciation  of  this  sub- 
ject it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
organization  of  the  two  Civil  Employ- 
ment Reserves  is  based  on  an  untried 
theory,  the  policy  of  a  great  military 
economy  to  save  the  greater  part  of  the 
expense  of  their  pay  and  allowances  by 
means  of  the  civil  employment  of  the 
men  of  the  Reserves.  It  is  reasoned  in 
favour  of  this  system  that  it  is  a  copy 
of  the  Prussian.  But  that  is  a  perver- 
sion of  the  plainest  reason,  and  of  the 
simplest  logic.  For  with  the  excep- 
tion of  both  being  short  service,  the 
two  systems  are  as  different  as  it  is 
possible  to  be  ;  the  copy  does  not  possess 
one  feature  of  the  original,  the  Prussian 
being  rigid,  despotic  conscription ;  the 
English,  constitutional,  voluntary  ser- 
vice, so  voluntary,  that,  24  hours  after  a 
recruit  has  engaged,  he  may  declare  off, 
should  he  think  better  of  it.  It  follows 
that  the  organizations  of  Prussian  and 
English  Reserves  are  as  different  as 
compulsion  and  free-will  can  make  them, 
a  fact  so  palpable  that  one  out  of  a  series 
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of  examples  is  sufficient  to  prore  it 
The  pay  and  allowances  of  the  En^kh 
Reserves,  for  it  is  needless  to  oMerr* 
that  no  Englishman  would  serve  voliuh 
tarily  in  an  unpaid  Reserve  is  a  difficnltj 
which  three  successive  Ministers  of  War 
have  been  unable  to  overcome.  They 
cannot,  as  their  own  official  acts  prore, 
reconcile  the  jarring  interests  of  tbedTfl 
employes  of  the  Reserve  soldier  of 
economy  and  of  the  rights  of  the  conntiy 
to  an  efficient  Reserve  for  its  protection. 
But  the  Prussian  9%e  volo  tie  jw^o  system 
passes  over  all  these  obstacles  at  oncebr 
giving  their  Reserves  no  pay,  no  al* 
lowances,  except  during  their  training, 
which  their  very  severe,  but  perfect 
drill,  does  not  require  to  be  so  long 
or  frequent  as  English  Reserve  train- 
ing ;  which  brings  to  light  another  im- 
portant difference  between  the  two  ser- 
vices— that  is,  that  if  Prussian  drill  were 
introduced  into  the  English  Army,  the 
service  would  become  unpopular,  and 
recruiting  would  at  once  fall  off;  our 
Reserves,  therefore,  to  be  efficient,  re- 
quire more  drill  than  the  Prussian.  I 
now  beg  to  submit  to  your  Lordships  a 
brief  history,  official  facts,  of  the  two 
Civil  Employment  Reserves  of  1867  and 
1870,  which  shows  that  their  payment 
by  civil  emplo3rment  is  incompatible  with 
the  welfare  of  their  soldiers,  and  the 
training  and  discipline  of  war  Reserves, 
whose  duty  it  is  to  protect  this  country 
and  its  vast  interests  in  g^at  emerf^en- 
cies  and  imminent  national  peril.  Tour 
Lordships  will  see  the  varied  difficulties 
against  which  the  Reserve  soldier  has  to 
contend  in  obtaining  civil  employment 
or  work.  They  commence  with  the  fun- 
damental one,  that,  as  a  rule,  the  civil  em- 
ployer would  prefer  the  non-militazy 
workman,  whose  time  and  service  are 
exclusively  at  his  disposal,  and  not  cur- 
tailed and  interrupted,  as  is  the  case 
with  the  Reserve  workman,  by  his  mili- 
tary duties  and  obligations.  Your  Lord- 
ships' will  learn  from  official  documents 
the  sacrifices  which  have  been  made 
of  training,  discipline  and  finance,  to 
remove  or  modify  the  causes  of  un- 
willingness of  the  civilian  to  employ  the 
Reserve  man,  and  of  the  Reserve  man 
to  enter  the  Reserve,  of  which  the  daily 
pay  is  insufficient,  and  civil  employment 
too  precarious,  to  ensure  him  the  means 
of  existence.  With  the  view  of  remedy- 
ing these  two  causes  of  the  unsuccessful 
working  of  the  system,  firom   1867   to 
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1876,  the  War  Office  in  1870  doubled 
the  daily  pay  given  in  1867  to  the  Ee- 
Berve,  and  trebled  it  in  1876.     Having 
thus  increased  considerably  the  financial 
burdens  of  the  country  to  remedy  the  want 
and  uncertainty  of  civil  employment,  the 
"War  Office  reduced  in  large  proportions 
the  amount  of  training  considered  neces- 
sary for  the  Heserve  in  1867,  because  it  in- 
terfered with  and  prevented  the  Heserve 
soldiers  getting  ci^  employment.  These 
additional  heavy  charges  in  the  Army 
Estimates  for  a  Heserve,  whose  charac- 
teristic was  to  be  its  economy,  and  the 
large  curtailments  of  its  instruction  were 
accompanied  by  other  measures  affect- 
ing discipline,  as  well  as  drill,  to  prop 
up  a  system,  whose  organic  defects  can- 
not faU  to  bring  about  its  fall.    To  make 
the  Heserve  popular,  and  to  make  up, 
still  further,  for  the  uncertainty  of  civil 
work,  the  late  Minister  of  War,  although 
lie  had  strongly  condemned,  in  Parlia- 
ment, bounty,  and  abolished  it  on  ac- 
count of  its  bad  effects  on  discipline, 
permitted  the  Heserve  to  receive  on  the 
first  day  of  each  quarter  three  months' 
pay  in  advance,  which  is  the  same  as 
bounty,   and    even  worse,   as  will   be 
shown    in  its    effect    on    the    Heserve 
soldier.     This  concession  was  followed 
by  two  others,  equally  impolitic,  to  the 
civil  employer  and  the  Heserve  man — 
the  first,  exemption  of  the  Heserve,  as  a 
body,  from  training,  under  the  Mutiny 
Act  and  Articles  of  War ;  and  the  other, 
exemption  of  individual  Heserve  soldiers 
from  training  in  Government,  or  respon- 
sible employment  of  a  hieher  class.    It  is 
difficult  to  say  which  of  these  two  exemp- 
tions is  the  most  regretable,  in  the  in- 
terests of  discipline,  military  instruction, 
and  the  fair  and  impartial  allotment  of 
the  soldier's  duties,  which  is  oiie  of  the 
most  important  features  of  the  Queen's 
Begulations.     After  this   preface,  my 
Lords,  I  beg  to  pass  to  the  history  of 
the  Heserves  of  1867   and   1870.     So 
dominant  was  the  spirit  of  economy,  and 
so  great  the  hopes  of  civil  employment 
for  the  soldiers  of  the  Heserve,  that  the 
Government,  when  they  formed  the  First 
Glass  of  the  Army  Heserve  in  1867,  only 
gave  its  men  2d,  daily  pay  each,  which 
IS  a  small  fraction  of  the  pay  and  al- 
lowances which  they  had  in  their  regi- 
ments, leaving  it  to  them  to  obtain  the 
diffsrsnce  by  civil  emplo3rment — that  is, 
*9fm  for  work,  from  the  Government 
imrards  to  the  lowest  class  of  civil 
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employer.    This  Heserve  is  erroneously 
called  General  Peel's ;  but  that  successful 
Minister  of  War,   who    united    useful 
military  experience  with  administrative 
ability,  disapproved  the  system,  and  pro- 
posed a  different  one.     The  responsible 
military  authorities  in  1867  fixed  the 
training  of  the  Heserve  at  28  days'  drill 
with  the  Militia,   and  12   days  under 
Staff  Serjeants  of  pensioners.     But  this 
amount  of  training  brought  into  play 
the  jarring  interests  which  I  have  men- 
tioned.    The  civil  employer  would  not 
take  into  his  service  a  man  whose  work 
was  to  be  interrupted  every  year  by  40 
days   of  military  training  and   duties. 
And,  on   the  other  hand,  the  Heserve 
soldier  could  not  live  on  his  daily  pay, 
which  was  only  *2d.     The  Heserve  of 
1867  therefore  broke  down,  as  will  be 
seen  in   1870.      The  unwillingness    of 
civilians    to    employ    Heserve   men    is 
grounded  on  the  strongest  of  motives — 
self  interest.  For,  in  the  first  place,  there 
is  the  inherent  disadvantage  already  al- 
luded to,  which,  in  other  words,  is  sim- 
ply that  the  Heserve  workman  serves  two 
masters — one,   himself;  the  other,  the 
real  master,  the  Heserve  soldier's  mili- 
tary superior.     It  is  waste  of  time  to  add 
that,  as  a  rule,  the  civilian  must  prefer 
a  civilian  workman,  of  whom  he  is  the 
sole  master.     In  the  second  place,  a  call 
to  arms  or  to  training  of  the  Heserve 
men  engaged  in  the  very  varied  work  of 
this  country — from  steam,  gas,  and  iron, 
to  agp:icultural,  prison,  or  railway  work 
— interrupts,  and  is  prejudicial  to  that 
order  ana  system  which  are  indispens- 
able for  its  success.     The  better  the 
workman,  the  greater  the  loss ;  and  an 
unexperienced  substitute  may  derange 
or  blow  up  a  gas  work,  let  loose  con- 
victs, turn  a  break,  or  shunt  a  railway 
carriage  the  wrong  way.    I  now  beg  to 
adduce  difficulties  ;  the  Heserve  man  has 
to  encounter,  in  obtaining  civil  employ- 
ment or  work  sufficient  lor  a  livelihood, 
much  more  an  equivalent  to  his  liberal, 
regimental  pay  and  allowances,  which 
cannot  amount  to  less  than  2«.  6d,  or  3«. 
a-day.    The  Heserve  soldier  starts  with 
a  natural  difficulty  in  obtaining  such 
wages  by  work,  or  anything  like  them, 
for  the  combatant  or  enterprizing  spirit 
of  the  viUage  or  manufacturing  town, 
whose  distaste  for  labour  has  led  him  to 
enlist,  is  not  the  man  to  settle  down  to 
hard  work.    But,  besides  this  drawback, 
he  has  to   struggle  with  the  constant 
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fluctuations  of  the  labour  market,  bad 
times,  the  influence  of  strikes  and 
trades  unions.  If  he  fall  sick,  and  sick- 
ness is  another  and  a  very  serious  short- 
coming of  the  First  Class  Army  Reserve, 
he  has  no  regimental  hospital  to  go  to ;  or, 
if  his  work  stop,  he  has  to  face  daily 
acciimulating  debt  and  destitution.  It 
is  apposite  to  state  here  a  few  facts  as  to 
the  absence  of  organization  in  the  First 
Class  Army  Reserve.  They  are  not  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  the  Mutiny  Act 
and  Articles  of  War,  except  when  called 
out  on  emergency  and  national  peril,  for 
training,  or  exercise,  or  drill,  or  aid,  to  the 
civil  power ;  they  have  no  regimental  or 
hospital  organization  ;  three  months'  an- 
ticipated Reserve  pay ;  and  a  roving 
pass  from  muster  day  to  muster  day. 
They  are  allowed  an  uniform,  neces- 
saries, and  liberal  pay,  when  called  out. 
Anticipated  pay,  bounty  and  deferred 
pay — all  three  are  similar  in  their  effects. 
Pandora's  gift ;  the  lump  sum  of  money 
in  hand — that  fatal  temptation  to  the 
lower  classes — the  great  field  of  British 
recruiting  —  to  indulge,  to  an  extent 
before  unknown  to  them,  the  popidar 
passion — drink,  which  the  history  of  our 
naval  and  military  law  proves  to  be  the 
chief  cause  of  the  crimes  and  misfortunes 
of  these  classes.  Of  the  three  evils, 
bounty  is  the  least,  because  whilst  in  a 
voluntary  service,  such  as  ours,  it  is,  and 
always  will  be,  a  successful  attraction  to 
enlist;  the  disorders  to  which  it  gives 
rise,  because,  under  the  control  of  regi- 
mental authorities,  from  the  lance  cor- 
poral to  the  commanding  officer,  are 
easier  checked  and  have  fewer  bad  con- 
sequences than  anticipated  pay  and  de- 
ferred pay,  which  are  under  no  military 
restraint.  It  was,  therefore,  with  un- 
affected regret  that  officers  of  experience 
learnt  that  deferred  pay  was  to  be  given, 
for  the  sake  of  not  a  great  economy,  in 
lieu  of  the  soldier's  pension,  that  great 
incentive  to  good  conduct,  which  gives 
the  deserving  soldier  with  long  service, 
a  happy,  because  however  humble,  an 
independent  home  amongst  kith  and  kin, 
and  which  he  values  still  more  because 
he  looks  on  it  a»  a  reward  granted  him 
for  long  and  faithful  service  by  a  grate- 
ful Sovereign  and  generous  country, 
which  saves  him  from  the  dependence, 
the  cold  comfort,  and  the  isolation  of  the 
workhouse.  I  was  instructed,  in  the 
spiring  of  1870  by  the  War  Office,  to 
state  the  cause  of  the  collapse  of  the  First 
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Class  of  the  Army  Beflerve  of  1867,  aris- 
ing from  the  unwillingness  of  soldiers  to 
enter  it — I  referred  the  case,  for  their 
opinions,  to  selected  commanding  officen 
of  regiments  in  Ireland.  Their  report  re- 
echoed briefly  the  caused  stated  in  tbii 
speech:  insufficient  pay  of  the  soldiers 
of  the  Reserve,  and  want  of  civil  em- 
ployment, to  enable  them  to  make  up 
for  their  insufficient  pay  by  work.  I 
approved  this  opinion,  and  submitted  it 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  who 
confirmed  it,  and  acknowledged  the 
correctness  of  the  Report  as  to  the  two 
deficiencies  which  had  caused  the  col- 
lapse of  the  Reserve^too  little  pay,  and 
want  of  civil  employment — by  intro- 
ducing into  the  Army  Enlistment  Act  of 
1 870,  which  established  the  First  Cius 
Army  Reserve,  provisions  which  doubled 
the  pay  of  its  soldiers,  and  abolished, 
with  the  view  of  rendering  Reserve 
workmen  acceptable  to  the  civil  em- 
ployer, the  28  days'  training  ifith  the 
Militia,  which  left  it  with  only  12  days' 
annual  training  under  Staff  Serjeants  of 
pensioners.  But  these  concessions  did 
not  produce  the  desired  effect,  for  in 
1876  the  War  Office  found  it  necessaiy 
to  amplify  them,  and  increase  the  pay  it 
the  Reserve  men  to  6e^.,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  to  further  reduce  the  training 
to  seven  days  in  the  year.  It  is  to  be 
regretted  that  the  War  Department,  in 
their  eagerness  to  make  the  system  of 
civil  employment  Reserves  succeed, 
should  not  have  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment the  difficulties  which  they  had  en- 
countered in  working  this,  as  I  have 
ventured  to  say,  untried  theory;  more 
especially  as  the  increase  of  Reserve  pay, 
and  abolition  of  the  training  of  the  Re- 
serve with  the  Militia,  enacted  in  the 
Army  Enlistment  Act  of  1870,  had  not 
caused  the  system  to  work  satisfactorily. 
If  Parliament  had  been  consulted,  the 
War  Office  would  not  have  had  recourse 
to  expedients  which  affected  discipline, 
training,  and  the  rules  of  the  Service. 
I  have  some  right,  my  Lords,  to  make 
the  mention  I  have  done  of  that  regret, 
because  in  June,  1871,  I  expressed  in 
debate  **  my  great  regret "  that  the 
War  Office  had  in  1870  been  silent  and 
kept  your  Lordships  in  the  dark  as  to  the 
War  Office  having,  in  consequence  of  a 
Report  from  the  commanding  officers  of 
regiments  in  Ireland,  confirmed  by  my- 
self, as  to  the  causes  of  the  collapse  of 
the  Reserveof  1867,  that  is— insnfftri«ncy 
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of  pay  and  want  of  civil  emplojmenti 
increased  the  pay  of  the  Eeserve  to  4d., 
which  increase  they  had  stated  to  Par- 
liament, but  had  been  silent  as  to  the 
reduction  of  their  28  days  training  with 
the  Militia,  and  the  difficulties  occa- 
aioned  by  civil  employment.  If  your 
Lordships  had  been  thus  made  ac- 
quainted in  1870  with  the  inherent  diffi- 
culties and  unfavourable  consequences 
of  the  civil  employment  system  with 
consequent  curtailment  of  a  great  part  of 
the  training,  you  would,  with  your  habi- 
tual care  for  the  public  interests,  have  ad- 
vised the  adoption  of  remedial  measures 
which  would  not  have  increased  since  that 
time  the  Army  Estimates,  whilst  they 
diminished  the  efficiency  of  the  training 
of  the  Beserve  and  compromised  the  in- 
terests of  discipline.  And,  certainly, 
my  Lords,  nothing  could  prejudice  the 
interests  of  training  and  discipline  more 
than  the  two  expedients  to  reconcile  the 
civil  employer  to  the  Beserve  workman, 
and  I  must  observe  that  curtailment  of 
drill  is  also  agreeable  to  him.  Both  of 
these  expedients  were  resorted  to  also 
without  being  previously  communicated 
to  Parliament  by  the  War  Office  after 
the  concessions  of  1870.  The  first 
of  these  two  expedients  was  the  mis- 
prision by  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  of  his  own  Beeulations  of 
February  9,  1871,  that  whenever  the 
Beserve  was  caUed  out  for  training  it 
was  to  be  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Mutiny  Act  and  the  Articles  of  War. 
The  War  Office  ignored  this  Begulation, 
and  allowed  the  training  to  be  volun- 
tary, that  is — at  the  will  of  the  Beserve 
soldier.  The  results  of  taking  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  military  superiors 
the  duty  of  instructing  the  soldiers  and 
leaving  it  in  their  hands,  a  policy  un- 
known in  the  civilized  armies  of  the 
•  world,  was  a  reversal  of  all  the  positions 
of  authority  and  subordination.     The 

f general  officer  commanding  in  Ire- 
and  and  other  officers  in  command  had 
to  solicit  and  invite,  when  they  ought  to 
have  commanded,  the  attendance  of 
soldiers  at  training.  The  good  or  un- 
employed soldier  complied  ;  but  the  one 
with  good  employment  or  the  bad  soldier, 
sent  excuses  or,  as  Lord  Sandhurst  said, 
impertinent  refusals ;  and  it  was  another 
vniarourable  symptom  that  the  Beserve 
who  attendea  were  in  a  very  small 
■mritjr.  The  training  was  neglected 
^ii^md  years,  and  we  Beserve  was 
•Mia  the  valuable  A  B  0  of  the 


modem  art  of  war — skirmishing  with 
proper  precautions — the  knowledge  and 
use  of  ground  against  the  improved 
arms  of  the  present  day — which  would 
have  been  so  useful  to  them  if  called 
to  take  the  field  against  Continental 
troops.  The  unfavourable  result  of 
allowing  the  soldier's  knowledge  of  his 
duty  to  be  optional  with  him  caused 
the  discontinuance,  as  I  was  informed 
by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State,  when 
I  asked  for  the  defaulters  lists  of  the 
Beserve  of  the  annual  training  of  the 
Beserves  at  their  district-place  of  as- 
sembly, under  the  wholesome  influence 
of  military  law,  where  their  military 
spirit  was  kept  up,  and  acts  of  undis- 
cipline  such  as  absences  were  registered 
and  punished — the  soldiers  equipped  in 
their  uniforms  were  practised  iu  drill 
and  in  marching  in  their  new  ammuni- 
tion boots,  a  mflitary  precaution  against 
foot  -  soreness,  which,  however  little 
thought  of  by  civilians,  has,  when 
neglected,  caused  disasters  ensuing  from 
a  tardy  march  or  a  delayed,  concentra- 
tion. The  noble  Earl  stated  that  there 
were  no  defaulters  lists,  because  the 
Beserves  had  not  been  assembled  at 
their  district  places  for  training.  The 
other  exemption  was  of  Beserve  men 
with  responsible  employment  of  a 
higher  class  —  generally,  Government 
employment — such  as  gaols,  &c.  These 
exemptions  were,  I  understand,  very 
numerous  —  I  speak  under  correction, 
as  the  War  Department  has  not  given 
me  the  promised  Betums  —  and  so 
completely  freed  them  from  their  mili- 
tary duties  that  they  did  not  even  at- 
tend the  important  concentrations  of 
the  Second  and  Fifth  Army  Corps. 
This  second  exemption — I  do  not  know 
whether  it  was  allowed  by  the  late  or 
present  Minister  of  War  —  is  not  so 
serious  as  the  first ;  but  it  is  a  departure 
from  that  equitable  distribution  of  the 
soldier's  duties,  which  is  an  essential  gua- 
rantee of  his  contentment  and  discipline. 
The  excusing  a  comrade  and  an  equal 
from  common  duties  excites  jealousies 
and  unfavourable  feelings  in  a  Force. 
And  it  is  a  bad  example  that  military 
instruction  which  is  an  imperative  duty, 
and  without  which  a  soldier  is  use- 
less, should  be  allowed  to  be  entirely 
superseded  by  the  duties  of  civil  em- 
ployment. It  is  duo  to  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  state 
here  how  much  the  Army  is  indebted  to 
him  for  having  at  the  late  concentra.- 
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tions  assembled  the  First  Class  Army 
Heserve  at  their  difiPerent  destinations 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Mutiny  Act 
and  Articles  of  War.  But  even  these 
really  fatal  exemptions  could  not  render 
satisfactory  the  working  of  the  unfortu- 
nate system  of  civil  employment,  for,  as 
I  have  stated,  the  pay  in  1876  was 
raised  to  6<f.,  and  the  12  days'  training 
reduced  to  7.  It  is  remarkable  that 
although  such  sweeping  and  numerous 
concessions  were  made  to  the  civil  em- 
ployer and  the  Reserve  soldier,  not 
only  none  were  granted  to  the  tax- 
payer, but  each  concession  to  them  was 
accompanied  by  an  additional  tax,  so 
that  in  this  year  he  has  to  pay  treble 
for  a  Reserve  proportionately  diminished 
in  value  as  his  protection  in  times  of  great 
emergency  and  imminent  national  peril. 
I  shared  the  general  satisfaction  ex- 
pressed at  the  creditable  and  military 
appearance  and  set-up  of  the  First 
Class  Army  Reserve  at  the  concentra- 
tions of  the  two  Army  Corps  in  July 
last,  as  well  as  at  their  good  conduct, 
their  knowledge  of  elementary  drill,  and 
the  correctness  and  steadiness  with 
which  they  performed  the  movements; 
I  speak  from  hearsay.  But  it  is  only 
just  to  the  case  to  add  that  these 
movements  were  very  simple,  that  a 
bugle  was  not  heard,  skirmishing 
was  not  practised,  although  now,  on 
account  of  improved  arms,  so  impor- 
tant an  instruction.  And  as  regards 
their  conduct  it  is  equally  fair  to 
the  case  to  say  that  is  confidently 
stated  that  the  small  percentage  of  men 
absent  from  the  Reserve  would  have 
been  much  larger,  if  old  illegal  absences 
struck  off  the  strength  of  the  Reserve 
had  been  entered  in  the  state  ;  and  no 
merit  can  be  claimed  for  men  not  ab- 
senting themselves  when  they  were  ex- 
empted from  all  their  duties  and  got 
all  their  pay:  that  at  exercises  with 
other  troops,  commanding  officers  had 
been  anything  but  satisfied  with  their 
conduct;  and  that  in  two  instances  on 
the  manih  to  and  from  the  July  concen- 
trations, parties  of  the  Reserve  had  mis- 
conducted themselves;  and  certainly  Lord 
Sandhurst's  opinion  of  them  when  com- 
manding in  Ireland  was  anything  but 
favourable  of  them.  The  concentrations 
were  Bifete,  and  cannot  be  considered  as  a 
criterion  of  the  Force.  The  weather  was 
beautiful ;  the  Reserve  men  wore  their 
new  clothes,  received  extra  pay  for  the 
concentration ;  the  employers,  consider- 
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ing  it  a  holiday,  gave  their 
workmen  leave  for  Boven  da3rs.  StiD, 
they  would  not  give  them  another  daj, 
although  it  was  for  the  march  pML 
Crowds  came  from  London  and  aU 
parts  to  see  these  gala  parades.  But 
it  is  impossible  to  blind  oneself  to  the 
fact  that  a  call  to  arms  of  the  lunt 
Class  Army  Reserve  under  verr  different 
circumstances  woidd  have  produced  veij 
different  residts,  such  as  a  call  in  hitter 
winter  weather  for  aid  for  an  indefinite 
time  to  the  Civil  Power  in  Ireland  or 
foreign  service,  with  no  leave  from  the 
civil  employer,  but,  on  the  contraiy, 
the  certainty  that  they  would  find  their 
places  filled  should  they  return.  And  I 
venture  to  ask,  what  would  be  the  oooree 
pursued  by  the  Reserve  soldiers  with 
comfortable  homes  and  well-paid  om- 

Eloyments,  with  the  prospect  of  nothing 
ut  daily  pay,  rig^d  performance  of  their 
duties  in  tents,  12  men  to  atent^ora 
bivouac  with  all  the  hardships  of  a  cam- 
paign? The  most  important  feature  of 
the  concentration  of  the  First  Class  Army 
Reserve  remains  to  bo  told.  But  before 
doing  so,  it  is  necessary  for  the  better 
comprehension  of  the  great  military 
question  with  which  it  is  connected  to 
take  a  glance  at  the  past — the  eventB 
and  speeches  of  1870-71.  With  refer- 
ence to  those  times,  the  Secretary  of. 
State  in  February,  1871,  was  pleased  to 
say  that — 


"  Events  had  occurred  in  Europe  of  so 
vellous  a  character  that  *•  he  thought  it  no 
geration  to   say  they  had  no  parallel  m  the 
records  of  history  or  in  the  fables  of  Herodotne;' " 

and  added  that  the  influence  of  these 
events  had 

"  created  the  fixed  determination  in  the  mindi 
of  the  British  people  to  place  their  military 
estAblishments  on  an  efficient  footing,  and  to 
have  an  Army  with  Reserves." 

After  reading  that  speech  it  will  be  for 
your  Lordships  to  judge  whether  the 
Militia  regiments  and  their  Reserve,  so 
much  eulogized  by  competent  judges  at 
the  concentrations  in  July  last,  are  not 
entitled  to  less  doubtful  praise  than  the 
noble  Viscount  bestowed  on  them  at 
that  time ;  whether  the  short  service, 
which  he  said  lay  at  the  root  of  all 
Army  reform  and  its  offspring  "  a  special 
Eeserve  "  as  he  called  it,  for  the  forma- 
tion of  both  of  which,  he  says,  he  intro- 
duced a  Bill  into  Parliament  in  1870, 
have  justified  the  noble  Viscount's  high 
eulogium  of  them  and  the  ezpectafiooa 
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which  he  formed  of  their  success ;  and 
whether  the  hope  expressed  by  him  has 
been  fulfilled,  that  he  would  get,  by 
means  of  the  short  service,  9,000  men 
for  the  First  Class  Army  Eeserve,  for 
which  number  he  had  charged  in  the 
Army  Estimates;  and  finally,   whether 
he  was  right  in  stating  that  he  '*  con- 
sidered himself  entitled  to  adhere  to  and 
sustain  the  policy  of  attenuated  regi- 
ments in  the  time  of  peace."    The  im- 
portant feature  of  the  First  Class  Army 
Keserve  was  the  misapprehension,  I  be- 
lieve, a  general  one,  that  that  Eeserve 
was  a  short-service  one— whereas  on  the 
contrary  it  was  a  long-service  one  and 
composed  of  old  soldiers,  too  old  some  of 
them  for  a  campaign.     The  importance 
of  this  fact  is  the  consideration  to  which 
it  gives  rise  respecting  the  causes  why 
far  from  being  a  short-service  Beserve, 
no  short-service   men  served,  notwith- 
standing the  predictions  of  the   noble 
Yiscount  which  I  have  quoted,  that  he 
could  get  9,000  men  by  means  of  the 
short  service  ;  and  notwithstanding  that 
if  the  short-service  men  who  had  served 
the  three  years  since  1870,  which  the 
4th  paragraph  of  the  Army  Enlistment 
Act  of  1870  allowed  them  to  do,  for  the 
express  purpose  of  forming  a  Beserve, 
which  the  Preamble  of  that  Bill  and  the 
War  Minister  stated  was  the  object  of 
the  Bill — ^more  than  9,000  men  would 
have  entered  the  Beserve  by  this  time. 
The  conclusion  to  be  drawn  from  this  is 
that  these  men  must  have  been  used  for 
other  purposes  than  that  of  the  Beserves, 
and  that  purpose  could  only  have  been 
to  fill  up  the  vacancies  in  regiments  em- 
barking for  India  and  abroad,  which 
were  below  their  strength,  and  to  fill  up 
vacancies  in  them  caused  by  the  medical 
authorities  rejecting  as  unfit  for  foreign 
service,  on  account  of  their  bad  physique 
under  age,  or  other  causes  required  to 
stay  at  home.     A  War  Oifice  Beturn 
shows  that  the  First  Class  Army  Beserve, 
the  only  Army  Beserve  liable  to  serve 
abroad,  consisted  of  long-service  men 
and  numbered  about  5,300  in  July  last. 
The  late  Minister  of  Wfur's  predictions 
fell  to  the  ground,   therefore,  that  he 
would  get  9,000  short-service  men  for 
the  Beserves,  who  were  to  make  up  for 
his  policy  of  attenuated  regiments,  to 
which,  on  account  of  the  certainty  of 
having    the     "  Special    Beserve,"    he 
steaduy  adhered.     All  the  Beports  of 
suocessive  Inspector  Q^nerals,  however 
much  they  may  speak  in  favour  of  re- 


cruiting, admit  the  absence  of  the  men 
of  height  and  bodily  strength  who  for- 
merly enlisted,  and  that  a  great  proportion 
of  the  recruits  of  the  present  day  require 
what  is  called  fattening  up  for  a  year  or 
two.    It  is  notorious  that  the  great  num- 
bers of  the  recruits  since  short  service 
was  established  are  under   age.     The 
Artillery   Guards  who  require   men  of 
a  better  physique  are    short  of  their 
strength.     Under  these    circumstances 
it  is  clear  that  short  service  without 
pension  does  not  enable  recruiting   to 
compete  so  successfully  as  formerly  in 
the   ** labour  market."     Under  the  in- 
fluence of  these  considerations,   I  con- 
sider it  my  duty  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment is  as  little  able  at  the  present  time 
to  send  an  Army  on  foreign  service  as 
they  were  in  1874,  when  the  rights  of 
the  Treaty  of  Pfuris  were  surrendered  to 
the  illegitimate  demands  of  Bussia,  which 
was  as  much  opposed  to  Treaty  as  to 
International  Law ;  that  it  was  at  least 
a  satisfaction  to  know  that  a  surrender 
of  those  rights  which  no   Englishman 
could  hear  mentioned  without  a  flush  of 
the  cheek  and  a  sigh,  the  friends  I  had 
in  the  late  Cabinet  had  yielded  a  great 
British  right — which    they  must  have 
loathed  to  do  as  much  as  their  country- 
men— through  the  pressure  of  the  want 
of  military  means  of  going  to  war  should 
Bussia  have  persisted  in  her  demands, 
which,  however,  there  is  no  doubt  she  never 
intended  to  do.     I  have  had  the  honour 
to  submit  to  your  Lordships  the  opinion 
founded  on  the  state  of  Ireland  for  cen- 
turies,   and    the    want    of   regimental 
organization,  regular  pay,  and  military 
control  of  the  First  Class  Army  Beserve, 
and  the  numerous  causes  which  I  have 
stated  in  this  speech  aflecting  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Beserves — that  they  are 
useless  in  England,    and  dangerous  in 
Ireland  ;  which  opinion,  serious  as  it  is, 
was  not  controverted  by  any  Member  on 
either  side  of   your  Lordstiips*  House. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  waste  of  time 
to    enlarge    on    the    subject.     As   re- 
gards India,   my   Lords,   short  service 
is  a  failure;  so  say  all  the  best  mili- 
tary and   financial    authorities,  and  a 
Committee  sat  lately  on  this   subject, 
which  proves  that  Indian  feeling,  as  well 
as  of  a  great  party  in  this  country,  on 
this  subject  is  favourable  to  the  Indian 
view  of  the  question.     It  was  urged  by 
former  Committees  that  this  country  was 
put  to  a  great  expense  in  instructing  and 
preparing  troops  to  serve  in  Indiai  and 
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that  this  ought  to  be  a  set-off  to  the 
great  expense  which  the  short  service 
caused  to  Indian  finance.  But  I  cannot 
think  that  this  reasoning  is  fair.  Great 
Britain,  in  common  justice  for  her  own 
credit  and  interest,  is  bound  not  to  send 
a  less  efficient  Army  to  India  than  the 
one  she  maintains  at  home.  And,  even 
if  this  were  not  the  case,  the  very  many 
expenses  which  India  must  incur  from 
the  great  mortality  of  troops,  owing  to 
her  tropical  climate,  and  the  filling  up 
of  deatli  vacancies  and  sending  home 
invalids  and  men  to  replace  them,  woidd 
more  than  pay  the  Debt  of  India  to  this 
country. 

Movtd  that  an  humhlo  Address  be  presented 
to  Ilcr  ^lajcsty  for,  Papt'rs  showing  why  the 
cr)n(litions  of  HrrWce  in  the  fifth  paraprraph  of 
the  llcjrulations  for  the  Disn-iplinc  and  Pa\Tnent 
of  the  Anny  Reserve,  that  the  p^(>^•i8ion3  of  the 
i^Iutiny  Act  and  Articles  of  War  should  apply  to 
th(i  Force  whenever  it  is  called  out  for  training 
and  exercise,  were  not  c^irried  out  from  1871  to 
2nd  ^larch  1876:  and  for  any  papers  showing 
how  many  men  of  the  Ist  Class  Annv  Reserve 
have  been  invalided. — [The  Lord  iSirathnairn.) 

ViscouxT  CARD  WELL  thought  when 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  rose,  he  was 
g)ing  to  express  his  gratification  that 
his  own  doleful  expectations  as  to  the 
result  of  the  legislation  in  connection 
with  the  Reserves  had  not  been  fulfilled, 
but  he  (Viscount  Cardwell)  had  not  been 
p^ratifiod  in  that  respect.  When  the  late 
Government  came  into  office,  the  prin- 
(?iplo  of  a  Ros(»rve  had  indeed  been  ac- 
ci'ptod  by  l*arliament,  but  the  number 
of  ni(^n  (ailifstod  was  insignificant.  In 
li570  the  system  was  adopted  of  enlisting 
men  for  short  service,  with  a  view  to  the 
fonnation  of  an  efficient  Reserve.  The 
question  now  therefore  was,  whether  it  was 
best  to  have  a  Reserve  founded  upon  the 
principle  of  short  service  in  the  Line,  in 
combination  with  civil  emploj'ment  after- 
wards ;  and  the  result  of  the  system 
was  seen  exemplified  in  the  case  of  the 
Prussian  Army.  What  was  the  present 
state  of  afl'airs  in  connection  with  our 
own  Army  ?  Great  facilities  had  been 
given  by  the  late,  and  since  extended 
by  the  present  Government  to  men  to 
choose  whether  they  would  serve  for  a 
long  period  with  a  pension,  or  for  a 
short  period,  with  civil  employment 
afterwards.  The  result  was  that  a 
very  marked  and  decided  preference, 
and  a  steadily  increasing  preference,  had 
been  shown  for  short  service  in  the 
ranks,  with  civil  employment  duiing  the 
period  of  service  in  the  Reserve.     The 

Lord  iStrathnairn 


noble  and  gallant  Liord  said  thej  cooU 
not  expect  to  have  a  Heserve  in  ezistefiee. 
of  course  a  system    which  only  com- 
menced towards  the   end  of  1870,  nd 
required  six  years  of  actual  service  vitk 
the  colours,  as  the  general  rule,  cooU 
not    be   expected   to    have  oontriboied 
great  numbers  to  the  Reserve,  in  the 
earlier  part  of  1876  ;  but  the  Betniu 
on  the  Table  showed  that  at  the  od 
of  1875  there  had  enlisted  over  57.000 
men  for  short  service,  with  subsequeit 
civil  employment,   and  there  must  faiif 
been   a  considerable  number  added  u 
those  figures  since  that  time.     The  nnm- 
ber  enlisted  now  must    be  considenblT 
over  60,000.  This  was  certainly  sufficktt 
proof,  that  so  far  as  numbers  were  cob- 
cerned,  the  experiment  had  not  fail*^ 
He  should  have  thought  that  the  nohit 
and  gallant  Lord,   with  his  experience, 
would    have    remembered    what  Lori 
Raglan  said   when    he    had    less  thaa 
10,000  men  in  the  Crimea  available  tB 
defend  the   lines,    and    when   the  iili 
Duke  of  Newcastle  told  him  there  v«r 
2,000  recruits  to  send  out — "  For  God'i 
sake  do  not  send   them    out,    as  the? 
will   only   die   like  flies."     What  ]u2 
been  the  remedy  for  that  state  of  things? 
Why,  the  forming  of  a  good  Besem 
force  such   as  they   had  at   present  in 
progress,   to  which  no  objection  couiJ 
be  made,  inasmuch   as  it   consisted  of 
men  who  were  inured   to  service,  and 
who  would  be  perfectly   able  to  t«k? 
their  places  beside  the  Regular  txwp* 
in  the  field.     The   noble    and  gallist 
Lord  might  assert  that  we  had  an  is- 
tenuated  first  line,   but   he   knew  pfi^ 
fectly  well  that  for  the  pifrpose  of  k- 
sisting  invasion,  we  never  had  befow 
anything  like  so  great  a   Force  in  the 
country    in    time    of     peace     as    this 
which  was  left  by  the  late  Gt>Yenunait. 
and  was  maintained  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment.   As  to  the  attenuated  fitmt 
line  not  being  filled  up  by  the  Beserre. 
it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Act 
only  passed  in  1870,   and   of  course  it 
had  not  yet  proddced  60,000,  or  any  larp 
number  of  men,  for  the  Beserre.  'There 
was  no  enactment  that  men  should  go  into 
the  ReseiTe  at  the  end  of  three  yean; 
there  was  indeed  a  power  to  send  them 
into  the  Reserve  at  the  end  of  that  time, 
but  there  was  a  strong  objection  taken  lo 
actingon  it  by  no  one  more  pertinaciooiiV 
than  by  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  him- 
self.  The  late  Government  did  not  want 
to  force  the  system,  so  they  began  with 


685 


Army — 


{August  7,  1876] 


The  JReserves. 


686 


Biz  years  in  the  Line  and  six  years  in  the 
Seserve,  and  no  large  number  of  three 

Sears'  men  had  yet  gone  into  the  Eeserve. 
!he  present  Goyernment,  however,  had 
allowed  men  more  freely  to  go  into  the 
Beserve  than  they  could  do  before ;  but 
still  the  period  had  not  come  yet  for  pro- 
dacing  any  very  great  effect  upon  the 
Seserves.  The  fruit  was  upon  the  tree, 
and  was  visible  to  the  eye :  but  it  was 
not  yet  gathered,  for  the  simple  rea- 
son that  it  was  not  yet  ripe.  When  the 
present  system  was  first  put  in  force, 
it  was  said  that  they  would  not  get 
men  to  the  standards  unless  they  al- 
lowed pensions ;  but  he  had  shown  that 
more  than  60,000  had  enlisted  for  short 
sendee,  and  the  number  who  joined 
was  not  diminishing,  but  was  increas- 
ing year  by  year.  The  tendency  was 
constantly  increasing  to  go  for  a  short, 
instead  of  a  longer  period.  He  should 
have  expected  that  the  noble  and  gallant 
liord  would  have  come  forward  and  said 
that  he  had  not  been  a  sanguine  person, 
and  that  he  had  not  thought  that  such  a 
Iteserve  as  they  now  had  would  have 
been  secured,  but  that,  as  a  patriot  and 
a  soldier,  he  was  glad  to  acknowledge 
that  he  had  been  altogether  mistaken, 
and  that  they  had  the  prospect  of  a  Ee- 
serve of  that  character.  So  much  then 
for  the  experiment  as  regarded  numbers ; 
now,  as  regarded  the  efficiency  of  the  men 
mssed  into  the  Eeserve,  he  (Viscount 
Gardwell)  was  sorry  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord  had  not  brought  forward  the 
Hotion  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session 
when  the  illustrious  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Cambridge),  who  had  now  left  the  coun- 
try, could  have  been  present  and  stated 
Mb  views  on  the  subject.  However, 
they  had  before  them  a  General  Order 
of  the  illustrious  Duke  which  showed 
conclusively  the  state  of  efficiency  of  the 
men  in  the  Eeserve,  and  that  it  was 
rery  good.  A  question  was  some  time 
ago  raised  that  these  men  might  be  com- 
pelled to  serve  with  the  Militia ;  but  it 
was  found,  in  answer  tq  a  circular  which 
he  (Viscount  Cardwell)  had  issued  to 
commanding  officers,  that  that  would 
interfere  too  much  with  their  civil 
employments,  and  consequently  it  was 
not  pressed.  Parliament,  therefore, 
provided,  and  the  authorities  now  fol- 
iowedy  a  coarse  in  regard  to  those  men 
which  was  least  likely  to  interfere  with 
tiieir  civil  employments.  The  noble 
Lord  asked  why  these  men  had  not  been 
oompolsorily  called  out  since  1871.    The 


answer  was  that  a  very  successful  trial 
was  made  in  1871,  and  it  was  proposed 
as  a  general  rule  to  use  the  brigade 
depots  for  the  convenient  training  of  the 
Eeserve  men  in  each  neighbourhood  and 
in  1872  and  1873  the  depots  were  not 
yet  built;  moreover,  wages  were  very 
high,  and  to  call  the  men  out  to  a  dis- 
tance would  have  involved  great  loss, 
for  which  as  they  were  almost  all  men 
of  long  service  there  was  no  sort  of  rea- 
son, but  the  brigade  depots  were  now 
being  rapidly  completed,  and  no  doubt 
woidd  be  used  for  all  the  purposes 
for  which  they  were  designed  by  Par- 
liament. He  was  very  glad  to  say 
that  the  country  had  a  good  prospect 
of  a  strong  Eeserve  force.  The  statistics 
showed  that,  and  the  General  Order 
showed  the  character  and  efficiency  of 
the  men.  He  would  not  follow  the  re- 
marks of  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  in 
regard  to  the  Treaty  of  1 856,  because  that 
matter  had  very  lately  been  most  fully  and 
accurately  explained  by  his  noble  Friend 
behind  him  (Earl  Granville).  In  con- 
clusion, he  rejoiced  that  if  ever  they 
were  called  upon  to  fight  such  battles  as 
they  had  fought  a  little  more  than  20 
years  ago,  they  would  have  a  Eeserve 
composed  of  trained  men  on  whom  they 
could  rely,  and  they  would  not  again  hear 
the  same  despairing  cry  which  they  at 
that  time  heard  from  the  Commander  in 
Chief  of  the  want  of  an  efficient  Eeserve. 
He  thanked  their  Lordships  for  having 
allowed  him  to  occupy  their  time  so  long 
so  soon  after  having  spoken  on  the  same 
subject. 

Earl  CADOGAN  said,  he  was  glad 
that  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Card- 
well)  had  replied  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  (Lord  Strath- 
naim),  which  appeared  to  have  been 
directed  chiefly  to  his  action  with  regard 
to  the  system  of  short  service  and  the 
Eeserves,  as  anything  he  himself  could 
say  would  not  come  with  such  force  as 
what  fell  from  the  noble  Viscount.  He 
ventured,  however,  to  join  in  the  noble 
Viscount's  remonstrance  against  the 
course  pursued  on  that  occasion  by  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord,  and  trusted  he 
should  not  be  thought  presumptuous  in 
doing  so.  The  subject  of  short  service 
and  the  Eeserve  was  not  a  new  one.  It 
had  been  before  the  country  and  before 
the  gallant  and  noble  Ijord  himself,  both 
in  its  details  and  its  principles,  for  now 
more  than  five  years ;  and  in  a  Session 
in  which  their  Lordships'  House  had 
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eertainlv  not  been  over-bnrdened  with  i 
legislative  business,  it  might,  he  thought, 
have  been  possible  for  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  to  have  brought  forward  a 
Motion,  or  bv  some  other  means  to  have 
taken  an  opportunity  of  laying  his  view 
before  their  Lordships  at  an  earlier 
period,  instead  of  waiting  till  one  of  the 
last  weeks  of  the  Session,  and  till  the 
illustrious  Duke  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  had  left  the  countrv.  and  manv  of 
their  Loniships  who  were  interested  in 
that  subject  had  been  obliged  to  leave 
town.  He  would  not  follow  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  in  his  general  remarks, 
but  would  confine  himself  entirelv  to  the 
Motion  he  had  put  upon  the  Table.  The 
Motion  was  one  for — 

"  Papers  showiiur  why  the  conditions  of  ser- 
vice in  the  lifth  poraiTTaph  of  the  Regulations 
for  the  Discipline  and  Payment  of  the  Army 
Reserve,  that  the  provisions  of  the  3Iutiny  Act 
and  the  Articles  of  War  shc^uld  apply  to  the 
Force  whenever  it  is  called  vmt  for  training  and 
exercise,  were  not  carried  oat  from  1S71  to  2nd 
March  1876." 

The  terms  of  the  Motion  were  not  quite 
accurate.  The  men  who  had  been  asked 
to  volunteer,  as  had  been  stated,  were 
under  the  Mutiny  Act  and  the  Articles 
of  War  while  on  service :  and  therefore 
the  allegation  that  the  regulations  of  the 
Mutiny  Act  and  the  Articles  of  War  had 
not  boon  carried  out  was  incorrect.  If 
tho  noblo  and  gallant  Ix-^rd  would  refer 
to  tho  Appendix  to  tho  Returns  he  would 
liud  that  when  tho  Reserves  were  asked 
to  vohinteor  for  service  in  the  Summer 
Mauivuvrt^s  they  presented  themselves 
in  cvMisidorablo  numbers.  Thev  were 
askiHl  to  Vi»luuteor  boi'atise  the  Govern- 
niout  did  not  wish  to  harass  the  men  by 
takiuiT  them  fr\»m  their  civil  employ- 
ments. Xv»thing  had  boon  concealed  in 
the  Ivcturns.  Tlie  War  Office  did  not 
wish  to  cvnu'oal  anything  in  this  matter 
or  ill  any  i^iher.  'Ihov  inmsidered  that 
tho  n^sponso  which  had  boon  made  by 
thost*  Keserve  men  who  wore  summoned 
had  alVv^nhnl  a  dinvt,  straightforward 
answer  to  the  unestion  whether  men  in 
civil  einplevtncnt  would  come  when  thev 
wevt^  \'aUtsl  \»n  ;  and  although  they  were 
not  tl\e  ^l^lM•t  service  men  who  had 
pa?*sed  >i\  Ncars  in  the  .Vnny,  the  War 
iMUce  th.»ni;:ht  thiit  test  sufficient,  and 
he  believe\l  tliat  ihev  aiul  the  countrv 
had  rcas^ni  U^  ivngratulato  themselves 
on  the  result. 

LvMtn    SIK  VTUXAIRN,    in    reply, 
stattHl  that  ther\^  was  the  greatest  dis- 


tinction  between  thePmssiaii  oompulaoiy 
Army  system  and  ours,  and  that  while 
in  the  Prussian  Army  there  were  no 
boys,  ours  was  filled  with  them.  At  the 
same  time,  he  highly  praised  the  ocm- 
duct  of  the  military  during^  the  Fenian 
disturbances  in  Ireland.  Me  contended 
that  the  short  service  system  had  been  a 
failure. 

Lord  DOEGHESTEB  said,  he  wished 
to  address  a  few  words  to  their  Xiordshipe 
in  support  of  the  Motion  of  his  noble  and 
gallant  Friend  (Lord  Strathnaim),  nnder 
whom  he  had  served.  It  had  been  his 
good  fortime  to  survive  the  campaign 
in  the  Crimea  20  years  ago,  and  he  ooold 
confirm  what  had  been  stated  by  the 
noble  Yiscoimt  opposite  (Yieoount  Card- 
well)  as  to  Lord  Eaglan's  words,  that 
the  second  battalion  recruits  ot^htnot 
to  be  sent  out  to  die  like  flies.  He  bad 
himself  seen  them  die  like  flies.  When 
the  noble  Yiscoimt  spoke  of  60,000  men 
having  enlisted  for  short  service,  his 
(Lord  Dorchester's)  reply  was  that  that 
was  a  very  small  and  insignificant  Be- 
serve  force  for  the  protection  of  the 
wealth,  and  treasure,  and  property  of 
this  countiy.  There  ought,  in  truth,  to 
be  five  times  that  number.  He  was 
sorry  that  the  illustrious  Duke  was  not 
present,  as  no  doubt  he  would  have  ex- 
plained his  views  on  the  system  of  short 
service,  and  whether  it  would  satisfy  the 
wants  of  the  country.  No  doubt,  a  cer- 
tain proportion  of  men  after  20  years* 
service  would  not  be  worth  much,  bnt 
they  would  be  better  than  **  the  flies  " 
of  two  years'  service.  Nor  did  he  think 
that  the  three  years'  service  men  would 
be  as  good  as  the  20  years'  men,  who 
would  die  at  their  posts,  and  as  long  as 
they  had  a  bit  of  bread  would  never 
complain,  but  would  serve  with  that  dis- 
tinction which  had  excited  the  admira- 
tion of  the  French  Generals. 

On  Question  ?  Jtesolved  in  the  negatite, 
ERXE,    LOUGH  AND    RIVER  BILL 

(Xo.  189),  AND 

ARDGLASS  HARBOUR  BILL  (No.  193). 

SECOND     READIXG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  ato 
QOEDON,  in  moving  that  the  Bills  be 
now  read  the  second  time,  said,  that 
they  were  for  the  purpose  of  having 
works  executed  in  Ireland  which  would 
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be  of  great  importance  to  that  part  of 
the  country  to  which  they  referred.  The 
second  reading  of  the  Bills  had  been 

Sostponed  because  of  objections  which 
ad  been  raised  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  {Lord  Bedes- 
dale);  but  he  had  now  received  infor- 
mation from  Ireland  which  would  re- 
more  those  objections,  and  as  the  Bills 
would  go  before  the  noble  Lord's  Com- 
mittee, he  would  be  able  to  insert  those 
Amendments  which  he  might  consider 
to  be  necessary. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bills  read  2*  accordingly,   and  com' 
mitUd  for  To-morrow. 

House  adjoumod  at  Seven  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  at  quarter 

before  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  1th  August,  1876. 

MINXJTESJ— New  Writ  Issued —  Jbr  Car- 
marthen Borough,  r.  Charles  William  Nevill, 
esquire,  Chiltem  Hundreds. 

Kbw  Member  Sworn — Sir  Walter  W}'^dham 
BurrcU,  baronet,  for  the  Borough  of  New 
Shorehfun. 

ScpTLT  —  contidered  in  Committee — Civil  Ser- 
TicBS — Re9olution8  [August  5]  reported. 

Wats  and  Means — eonsidered  in  Committee — 
RetolutioH  [August  5]  reported. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firat  Reading — 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  * ;  Win- 
ter Assizes  (Ireland) «  (290]. 

Sicond  Headinff—VaiocYnsLl  Records  *  [283]. 

Select  Committee — Report — Local  Qovcmmont 
Board's  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  ( Arti- 
lans  and  Labourers  Dwellings)  *  [260-287]. 

Committee — ^Appellate  Jurisdiction  [111] — R.P. ; 
Companies  Acts  (1862  and  1867)  Amendment  * 
[211]— R.P.;  Leg^  Practitioners*  [1421— R.P. 

Committee—Report— ^heiiff  Courts  (Scotland)  * 
[96-2891;  Queen  Anne's  Bounty*  [278]. 

Contidered  eu  amended  —  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (Birmingham,  &c.)  * 
[266];  Local  Gk>vemment  Board's  Provi- 
uodaI  Orders  Confirmation  (Bath,  &c.)  * 
[264]. 

Contidered  at  amended —  Third  Reading — For- 
f  eitare  Relief  *  [259]  and  patted. 

Third  Reading — ^Police  (Expenses)  Act  Con- 
tinoaiioe*  [2681;  Tramwa3rs  (Ireland)  Acts 
Amendment  (Dublin^  *  [207] ;  Municipal 
Ptivil^es  (Lndand)  *  [39],  and  patted. 

JPFrJUhNTii— PrisonB (Scotland)*  [2471 ;  Prisons 
gMMxA)  *  [197]. 


AFRICA    (WEST    CO  AST)  —  NATIVE 

LABOURERS— AFRICAN    MAIL 

STEAMERS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  EEEINGTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  African 
]^ail  Steamers  are  constantly  conveying 
natives  enlisted  from  Sierra  Leone  and 
other  British  Ports  on  the  African  Coast, 
for  labour,  to  St.  Thomas  and  other 
Portuguese  settlements ;  whether  he  has 
any  information  as  to  the  chartering  for 
the  purpose  of  the  traffic  of  the  steamer 
**  Sir  Arthur  Kennedy"  by  a  Portuguese 
firm,  and  of  its  detention  at  Sierra  Leone 
by  the  Governor ;  and  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  Copies  of  the  Cor- 
respondence which  may  have  passed  on 
this  subject  between  the  Governor  of 
Sierra  Leone,  the  Colonial  Office,  the 
Foreign  Office,  and  the  Portuguese  Go- 
vernment authorities  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  No  representa- 
tion  or  complaint,  Sir,  has  been  made  to 
the  Colonial  Office  that  the  African 
mail  steamers  are  constantly  conveying 
natives  enlisted  for  labour  to  any  of  the 
Portuguese  settlements.  There  is,  of 
course,  no  legal  impediment  to  Natives 
of  the  West  Coast  taking  passages  in 
the  mail  steamers  for  places  beyond 
British  territory.  With  regard  to  the 
Sir  Arthur  Kennedy,  there  has  been  a 
Correspondence  relating  to  that  vessel, 
arising  out  of  the  fact  that  a  special 
permit  was  applied  for  to  protect  her 
from  seizure.  The  object  of  the  appli- 
cation was  that  her  fittings-up  resembled 
those  that  were  used  in  slavers,  and  it 
was  thought  by  the  proprietors  that  a 
special  permit  would  prevent  any  un- 
necessary seizure.  The  Portuguese  Con- 
sul, however,  had  no  information  of  the 
intended  voyage,  and  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  refused  the  permit,  in  which 
course  he  has  been  supported  by  the 
Secretary  of  State.  A  Correspondence 
is  now  in  progress  respecting  another 
vessel  which  shipped  from  Quitta,  on  the 
Gold  Coast,  a  liurger  number  of  pas- 
sengers than  her  tonnage  warranted, 
and  as  this  Correspondence  is  not  yet 
concluded,  it,  of  course,  cannot  be 
given.  When  it  is  concluded,  I  shall 
be  happy  to  see  how  far  it  may  be 
practicable  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to  its  pre- 
sentation. 
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ARMY  —  MOBILIZATION  —  THE   LONG- 
FORD RIFLE  MILITIA.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  ERRINGTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whetlier  his 
attention  had  been  called  to  the  mis- 
management which  entailed  much  sufiPer- 
ing  and  privation  on  the  Longford  Kifles 
during  the  late  Mobilization ;  to  the  fact, 
for  instance,  that  they  had  to  march  for 
eight  miles  to  be  reviewed  by  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  without  having  any 
water  before  starting ;  that  on  the  review 
ground  the  supply  of  water  was  so  small 
that  many  of  the  men  got  none  all  day, 
and  both  officers  and  men  suffered 
severely  in  consequence  on  their  return 
to  camp ;  and,  if  he  will  cause  inquiry 
to  be.  made  as  to  who  was  responsible 
for  this  mismanagement  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  I  am 
sorry,  Sir,  that  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land have  had  their  attention  called  to 
the  misfortunes  of  the  Militia  from  that 
country.  I  have  had  no  complaints  in 
reference  to  English  or  Scotch  regiments. 
In  consequence  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  I  have  made  inquiry  into  the 
matter,  and  I  find  that  there  does  not 
appear  to  have  been  any  mismanagement 
connected  with  the  Longford  Rifles 
during  the  late  mobilization,  and  no 
reports  have  been  received  of  suffering 
and  privation  said  to  have  been  endured 
by  the  regiment.  In  common  with 
others  in  the  same  brigade,  they  marched 
four  miles  to  the  ground  and  four  miles 
back  to  bo  inspocted  by  his  Royal  High- 
ness the  Field  Marshal  Commanding  in 
Chief.  The  lirigado  General  has  already 
reported  that  the  brigade  halted  for 
three-quarters  of  an  hour  at  Yarn- 
borough,  had  water,  and  the  water-carts 
were  re-filled  and  accompanied  the  regi- 
ment to  the  review.  No  doubt,  some 
inconvenience  was  experienced  owing 
to  the  intense  heat  of  the  weather,  but 
so  far  as  I  know  from  the  Reports  there 
was  no  such  mismanagement  as  stated 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

D0AT:R  ILVRBOUR.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  FRESHFIELD  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  proceed  next  Session 
with  the  Bill  brought  in  but  di'opped  in 
the  last  Session  for  completing  the  har- 
bour and  works  at  Dover ;  and,  if  not, 
whether    they   will    give    such    timely 


notice  in  the  Recess  as  will  enable  tbe 
local  authorities  to  take  such  actiim  u 
they  may  be  advised  to   take  in  tht 

matter  ?  

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: I  am  not.  Sir,  in  a  posituia 
definitively  to  state  the  intentions  of  Um 
Gt)vemment.  They  entirely  reoogniM 
the  justice  of  the  latter  part  of  th« 
Question,  and  they  will  undertake  thai 
timely  notice  shall  be  given  to  the  hax- 
bour  authorities  as  to  uie  <x>ur8e  which 
the  Government  will  pursue. 

INDIA— BANDA  AND  KIRWEE  BOOTy. 

QUESTION. 

General  SHUTE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  it  u 
intended  to  refer  the  unadjusted  prize 
alcims  of  Sir  George  Whitlock's  fori'e 
as  regards  the  Kirwee  Booty  to  the 
High  Court  of  Admiralty ;  and*,  whether 
more  prompt  steps  cannot  be  takea  to 
settle  these  claims  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Sir. 
there  is  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  to  adviw 
the  Crown  to  refer  to  the  Court  of  Admi- 
ralty  any  question  in  relation  to  the 
Banda  and  Kirwee  prize  money,  nor  i« 
there  any  intention  of  disturbing  the 
decisions  already  arrived  at  in  the  nut- 
ter. The  Secretary  of  State,  after  com- 
munication with  the  prize  agents,  ha^ 
recently  instructed  the  Government  if 
India  to  wind  up  the  accounts  and  taku 
measures  for  a  fourth  and  final  distri- 
bution of  the  prize  fund. 

THE   RECORD   OFFICE— DESTRUCTION 

AND  SALE  OF  FUBLIC  RECORDS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  GOEDON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  any  and  what  documents  de- 
posited in  the  Puhlic  Heeord  Office  or  in 
any  office  which,  by  the  Act  1  and  2 
Vic.  c.  94,  has  been  declared  a  portion 
of  that  office  have  since  the  year  1 84 1 
been  destroyed ;  whether  any  and  what 
public  records  have  been  taken  fn)m  the 
Public  Record  Office  and  sold ;  whether 
or  not  it  is  the  fact  that  a  great  quantity 
of  public  records  were  sold  by  auction 
by  Messrs.  Sotheby  on  the  10th  April 
1 869  and  the  five  following  days ;  and, 
if  so,  by  whose  authority  such  sale  was 
made ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
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the  Trustees  of  the  British  Museum  pur- 
chased any  and  what  portion  of  such 
records  or  any  other  public  records  sold 
by,  or  by  the  authority  of,  the  Public  Re- 
cord Of&co  at  any  other  and  what  time  ? 
Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  Sir,  no 
papers  or  documents  deposited  in  the 
K^ord  Office  under  a  warrant  of  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  and  countersigned 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  have  ever  been 
destroyed.  Until  documents  are  brought 
in  under  such  warrant  they  are  not  in 
the  custody  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  as 
of  right.  Some  documents  belonging 
to  the  Treasury,  Admiralty,  and  the 
War  Office  many  years  ago — about  1846 
— were  allowed,  for  convenience,  to  be 
deposited  in  the  Record  Office  at  the 
request  of  those  Departments  without 
any  warrant,  and  form  Class  III.  in  the 
statement  printed  with  the  rules.  Some 
of  this  class  of  documents  (III.),  by 
order  of  the  Treasury,  approved  by  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  and  War  Office, 
were  destroyed  as  useless  on  a  Report  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Treasury,  Admi- 
ralty, and  War  Office  in  1859.  With 
regard  to  that  part  of  the  Question  which 
relates  to  the  sale  of  documents,  I  have 
a  letter  from  Sir  Thomas  Duffus  Hardy, 
which  gives  this  explanation : — 

"Mr.  Charles  Devon,  who  was  formerly  a 
cleric  in  the  Chapter  liouse,  Westminster,  sold 
to  the  British  Museum,  on  the  12th  of  April, 
1862,  a  volume  of  original  Minutes  of  the  liecord 
Commission  from  1800  to  1830,  together  with  a 
number  of  volumes  relating  to  the  late  Record 
Commission.  These  volumes  came  into  Mr. 
Devon's  hands  from  his  relative,  Mr.  Caley, 
keeper  of  the  Hecords  in  the  Cluiptcr  House, 
and  Secretary  to  the  Record  Commission.  In 
addition  to  this,  the  Minutes  of  that  Commis- 
sion,  in  10  volumes,  which  wero  sent  here  by  the 
Home  Office,  are  still  in  existence  in  this  office. 
With  reference  to  the  statement  that  Messrs. 
Sothcby  had  seen  at  the  Record  Office  the 
papers  and  documents  they  subsequently  sold 
oy  public  auction  on  the  6th  of  April,  1869,  I 
have  to  state  that  this  charge  is  without  a 
shadow  of  foundation.  The  papers  in  question 
belonged  to  the  Duke  of  Leeds,  and  were  sent 
to  Messrs.  Sotheby  by  Messrs.  Guscotte,  Wad- 
ham,  and  Daw,  solicitors,  Essex  Street,  Strand. 
Messrs.  Sotheby  state  that  they  '  never  inspected 
or  saw  the  documents  *  in  question  at  the  Public 
Bocord  Office.  The  fact  that  the  documents 
never  were  in  the  Record  Office  directly  con- 
tnuiicts  the  statement  made." 

IBI8H  CHURCH  TEMPORALITIES  COM- 
MISSION—NATIONAL  MONUMENTS 
(IRELAND).— QUESTION. 
Mb.  MITOHELL  HENEY  asked  the 

CBuef  Secretazy  for  Ireland,  Whether 


his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  recent 
Report  of  the  C!ominissioners  of  Public 
Works,  Ireland,  in  which  Mr.  Deane  re- 
commends that  the  list  of  national 
monuments  should  be  increased,  so  as 
to  include  many  round  towers  and 
churches  worthy  of  preservation,  and 
which  could  be  saved  for  centuries  by  a 
trifling  outlay;  and,  if  so,  whether  any 
steps  will  be  taken  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Church  Temporalities  to  carry 
out  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Deane  the 
superintending  architect  ? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Sir,  the  Beport  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  is  addressed  to  the  Trea- 
sury, of  which  that  Board  is  a  sub- 
department,  and  my  attention  had  not 
been  called  to  it  until  I  saw  the  Notice  of 
the  hon.  Member's  Question.  Nor  have 
I  any  control  over  the  Church  Tempo- 
ralities Commissioners ;  but  they  have 
informed  me  that,  considering  the  large 
sums  of  money  (£22,654)  which  they 
have  already  handed  over  to  the  Board 
of  Works  for  the  maintenance  of  eccle- 
siastical ruins  as  national  monuments, 
they  would  not  feel  themselves  justified 
in  making  further  grants  for  similar 
purposes  unless  very  cogent  reasons  are 
given  to  them  for  doing  so.  They  are, 
however,  still  ready  to  give  full  con- 
sideration to  any  cases  that  may  be 
brought  under  their  notice.  Special 
allusion  is  made  in  Dr.  Deane' s  Report 
to  the  ruins  of  Clonmacnoise  ;  but  these 
ruins  have  been  vested  in  the  Repre- 
sentative Church  Body  under  the  25th 
section  of  the  Irish  Church  Act,  and  that 
body  will,  no  doubt,  take  proper  steps  to 
preserve  the  ruins  from  further  decay. 


SPAIN— WAR  TAXES  IN  CUBA. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  attention  of  the 
Government  has  been  called  to  a  state- 
ment in  the  *'  Diario  de  la  Marina,"  the 
official  organ  of  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment in  Cuba,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Germans,  at  the  special  request  of  their 
Government,  are  exempted  from  the 
oppressive  war  taxes  now  levied  in  that 
island ;  whether  there  are  not  treaties 
with  Spain  which  place  British  subjects 
in  all  respects  on  the  footing  of  the  most 
favoured    nation;    and,   whether    such 
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treaties  might  not  be  employed  for  the 
protection  of  British  subjects  ? 

Mr.  BOUEKE,  in  reply,  said,  he  had 
not  seen  the  statement  alluded  to,  but  it 
was  true  that  negotiations  were  going 
on  between  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  Government  of  Spain.  It  was 
correctly  stated,  he  believed,  that,  pend- 
ing those  negotiations,  German  subjects 
had  been  temporarily,  but  not  perma- 
nently, excused  from  the  payment  of 
those  taxes.  He  did  not  think  it  would 
be  expedient  to  say  more  at  the  present 
moment  than  that  representations  on 
the  subject  had  been  made  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Spain,  and  the  matter  was 
receiving  the  earnest  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  He  coidd 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  all  rights 
and  claims  which  British  subjects  had 
should  be  carefully  looked  into  and 
maintained. 


INLAND  REVENUE  DEPARTMENT. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  MASSET  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the  scheme 
for  the  re-organization  of  the  Outdoor 
or  Surveying  Branch  of  the  Inland  Ke- 
venue  has  been  received  at  the  Trea- 
sury ;  and,  if  so,  when  the  decision  on 
it  will  be  made  known  to  the  Service  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  that  several 
schemes  connected  with  the  branches  of 
the  Inland  Revenue  were  now  before 
the  Treasury.  When  the  immediate 
pressure  of  Parliamentary  work  was 
over  he  hoped  to  be  be  able  to  give  his 
attention  to  the  subject  with  a  view  to 
their  consideration. 

OFFICE  OF   CHIEF  CO:srMISSIONER  OF 
WORKS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  any  steps  have 
been  taken  to  fill  up  the  office  of  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Works  vacated  by  the 
resignation  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chichester  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  have 
taken  steps  to  fill  up  that  office. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPINO  BILL— LORDS* 
AMENDMENTS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  he  can  name  the  day 

Jlr.  Jacob  Bright 


on  which  the  Consideration  of  the  Lnds' 
Amendments  to  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Bill  will  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  DISRAETjT  :  We  must  condnde, 
Sir,  this  evening,  after  the  Beport  ol 
Supply,  with  the  Appellate  JorisdictioB 
Bill  and  take  the  second  reading  of 
the  Yivisection  Bill,  and  we  can  thet 
proceed  with  the  consideration  of  tbA 
Lords'  Amendments  to  the  Mercliint 
Shipping  Bill. 

DUNKELD  BRIDGE  TRUST. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Ltnd 
Advocate,  When  the  Dunkeld  Bridg« 
accounts  were  last  laid  before  the  Com- 
missioners of  Supply  for  the  oonntjof 
Perth,  as  required  by  the  Act ;  whether 
the  debt  on  said  Bridge  is  not  yet  ex* 
tinguished ;  whether  it  be  not  uie  &ct 
that  the  Dukes  of  Athole,  in  their  cmp^ 
city  of  trustees,  borrowed  money  for  ml 
Bridge,  and  charged  the  Bridge  aoooonti 
at  a  higher  rate  of  interest  than  thef 
borrowed  at,  and  thereby  increased  the 
debt  and  delayed  its  extinction  ;  sod, 
whether  he  will  recommend  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Eoyal  Commission  to  inTsati- 
gate  the  whole  dealingB  of  the  Dukes  of 
Athole  with  that  Bridge  trust  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  :  Since  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  was  placed 
on  the  Paper,  I  have  made  inquiries 
into  the  matter  in  question.  The  Don* 
keld  Bridge  Act  provides  that  the  ac- 
counts shall  be  laid  before  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply  of  Perthshire  at  their 
annual  meeting  in  the  month  of  April. 
The  accounts  for  the  year  1875  were 
accordingly  laid  before  the  meeting  on 
8th  April  last.  The  debt  on  the  bndge 
is  not  extinguished.  The  last  accounts 
show  a  balance  due  to  the  Duke  of 
£11,838.  The  whole  question  of  the 
bridge  accounts  was  thoroughly  investi- 
gated by  the  Court  of  Session,  who 
found  that  the  Duke  of  Athole  was  en- 
titled to  interest  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent 
upon  the  sum  of  £18,000,  being  the 
capital  expended  upon  the  bridge  as 
from  7th  November,  1808.  Such  being 
the  finding  of  the  Court,  I  do  not  con- 
sider that  the  Government  have  any 
right  to  address  inquiries  to  the  Duke 
as  to  what  private  arrangements  he  may 
have  made  with  the  persons  who  ad- 
vanced the  money  for  building^  the 
bridge.  The  whole  dealings  of  the  Duke 
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of  Athole  with  the  Bridge  Trust  haying 
been  thoroughly  and  quite  recently  in- 
vestigated by  the  Courts  of  Law,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  recommend  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Boyal  Commission  on  the  sub- 
ject. The  hon.  Member  can  ascertain 
the  facts  more  fully  by  referring  to  the 
proceedings  in  the  litigation  before  the 
l3ourt  of  Session. 


ARMY— MILITIA  SURGEONS— COMPEN- 
SATION.—QUESTION. 

Me.  LYON  PLAYFAIE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  "War,  Whether  it 
is  proposed  to  give  compensation  to  those 
Surgeons  of  Imlitia  who  under  the  New 
Warrant  will  be  deprived  of  a  conside- 
rable portion  of  their  present  incomes. 
by  transferring  to  the  medical  officers 
of  the  brigade  depots  the  duties  for 
which  the  ^litia  Surgeons  have  hitherto 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY :  Sir,  the 
new  Warrant  gives  medical  officers  of 
Militia  an  increase  of  rank  and  increase 
of  pay,  subj  ect  to  certain  conditions.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  takes  from  them,  in 
cases  where  brigade  depots  are  formed, 
the  duty  of  inspecting  me  recruits,  who 
are  inspected  by  Army  surgeons  without 
charge.  This  is  advisable  on  public 
grounds,  irrespective  of  money.  It  has 
been  frequently  a  subject  of  complaint 
that  these  Militia  medical  officers  lost 
by  having  to  neglect  their  private  prac- 
tice in  order  to  inspect  the  recruits. 
This  appears,  speaking  generaUy,  to  be 
the  only  part  of  the  Warrant  by  which 
they  lose.  The  attendance  upon  the 
permanent  Staff  has  generally  been  com- 
plained of  as  a  source  of  loss.  From 
this  they  will  now  be  relieved  when 
brigade  depots  are  formed,  but  they  will 
continue  to  be  employed  on  this  duty 
when  no  Army  meoical  officer  is  avail- 
able. Until  the  3 1st  of  December  next 
it  will  not  be  known  how  many  Militia 
medical  officers  accept  the  new  terms, 
and  until  then  I  cannot  undertake  to 
enter  upon  a  full  consideration  of  the 
facts,  nor  can  I  give  any  pledge  as  to  my 
action. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— REMISSION   OF 
SENTENCES.— QUESTION. 

D&.  KENEALY  asked  the  Secretary 
at  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Wbather  he  has  received  a  Petition  from 


Hanley  Potteries,  signed  by  clergymen 
and  ministers  of  all  religious  denomina- 
tions, and  the  inhabitants  generally, 
praying  for  the  remission  of  a  sentence 
passed  on  three  boys  named  Lewis,  Piatt, 
and  Lancaster,  two  of  them  being  nine 
years  old  and  the  other  ten,  by  which 
they  are  to  be  detained  in  an  industrial 
school  until  they  are  sixteen  years  old ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  intends  to  take 
any  steps  in  the  matter  so  as  to  alter  or 
amend  the  sentence  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  inquiry  had  been  made  into 
the  matter,  and  he  found  that  the  ma- 
gistrates of  Hanley  Potteries  had  sent 
three  boys,  named  Lewis,  Piatt,  and 
Lancaster,  to  an  industrial  school — not 
a  reformatory — until  they  were  16  years 
of  age,  as  an  act  of  kindness.  An  ap- 
plication had  been  made  to  him  to  remit 
the  sentence,  and  from  the  information 
he  had  received  it  was  hoped  that  the 
home  of  one  of  the  boys  was  sufficiently 
respectable  to  permit  of  his  returning  to 
it,  instead  of  working  out  his  sentence. 
With  regard  to  the  others,  their  homes 
were  such  that  it  would  be  no  act  of 
kindness  to  compel  them  to  return  to 
them. 

INDIA  OFFICE  RETURN.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  JERVIS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether, 
from  his  statement  on  the  28th  ultimo 
respecting  the  Furlough  and  Retiring 
Regulations  of  1796,  it  is  to  be  presumed 
that  the  India^  Office  Return,  13th  June 
last,  is  incorrect  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :  The 
India  Office  Return,  Sir,  dated  June  13, 
1876,  is  correct,  not  will  there  be  found 
to  be  any  discrepancy  between  that  Re- 
turn and  the  terms  of  the  statement 
made  by  the  Under  Secretary  for  India 
on  the  28th  of  July  last. 

ARMY— RETURN  OF  ARREARS  OF  PAY. 

QUESTION. 

Colonel  JERVIS  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  When  the  Return  re- 
specting the  arrears  of  pay,  ordered  23rd 
June,  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  signed  the  Return,  and  it 
would  be  laid  on  the  Table  almost  im- 
mediately. 
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ARMY— PURCHASE  AND  EXCHANGE. 

QXTEBTION. 

Mr.  HAYTEE  (for  Sir  Henby  Have- 
lock)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
"War,  Whether  an  Officer  of  one  of  the 
old  purchase  regiments,  now  exchanging 
into  one  of  the  regiments  formerly  of  the 
Indian  Service,  thereby  forfeits  the  value 
which  his  commission  held  at  the  date  of 
the  abolition  of  purchase  ? 

Mr.  QATHOHNE  HAEDY:  No,  Sir, 
ho  does  not  forfeit  it.  I  may  mention 
for  the  information  of  hon.  Members 
who  take  an  interest  in  the  subject,  that 
I  am  about  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  Re- 
port of  the  Royal  Commissioners  on  the 
subject  of  Promotion  and  Retirement  in 
the  Army. 

PORTS,  HARBOURS,  &c.,  UNITED  KING- 
DOM.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  WHITWELL  (for  General  Sir 
George  Bali?x)ur)  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  could  lay 
on  the  Table  of  the  Ilouse  a  good  de- 
scriptive List  of  all  the  Harbours,  Ports, 
Piers,  Creeks,  Rivers,  Docks,  and  Quays 
resorted  to  or  used  by  vessels  and  boats 
for  commerce,  fishings,  and  refuge,  dis- 
tinguishing the  owners  of  the  several 
kinds ;  and,  whether  there  is  any  de- 
scriptive Memoir  of  those  Harbours, 
&c.  when  transferred  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  their  present  state,  with  ex- 
planations as  to  the  changes  therein  and 
outlays. thereon  since  the  transfer  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  ADDERLEY:  Sir, 
it  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  under- 
take to  lay  before  the  House  such  a  de- 
Fcriptive  list  as  is  asked  for  in  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member.  A 
Return  was  made  to  this  House  in  1874 
(Pnrliameiitar}'  Paper,  2 1 3)  of  the  names, 
&c.,  of  the  port  and  harbour  authorities 
in  the  United  Kingdom  and  the  Channel 
Islands,  as  furnished  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Her  Majesty's  Customs  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  but  that  Return  does 
not  contain  the  particulars  now  asked 
for.  As  regards  the  second  portion  of 
the  Question,  the  only  harbours  which 
have  been  transferred  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  are  liamsgate  (which  was  trans- 
ferred from  the  Harbour  Trustees  by 
the  Harbours  and  Passing  Tolls,  &c.. 
Act,  1861),  Holyh(^ad  and  Portpatrick 
(which  were  transferred  from  the  Admi- 
ralty by  the  Harbours  Transfer  Act, 


1862),  Dover,  St.  Catherine's  (Jener). 
and  Aldemey  (which  were  tranifernd 
from  the  Admiralty  in  pursuance  of  ih» 
Harbours  Transfer  Act,  1865).    A  B«- 
tum  was  made  to  this   House  (Pariii- 
mentary  Paper,  151)  in  1869  containinf 
Reports  upon  the  works  at   HoljhetC 
Dover,  Aldemey,   Spurn    Point,  Port- 
patrick,  and   St.   Catherine's   (Jerser-. 
Reports,  which  have  been  printed,  wen 
made  the  same  year  by  the  officers  of 
this  Board  upon  Ramsgate  and  Holj- 
head  Harbours.    A  Memorandum  as  to 
Ramsgate  has  since  been  presented  to 
Parliament  (Parliamentary   Paper  154 
of   1K73),   and  a  final   Report  by  the 
Superintending    Engineer    upon  HoIt- 
head  Harbour  has  also  been  presented 
(Parliamentary    Paper    296   of    1873\ 
Aldemey  Harbour  has  since  been  re- 
transferred   to    the   Admiralty   by  the 
Aldemey  Harbour  (Transfer)  Act,  1874; 
the    works  at  Portpatrick     have    been 
abandoned,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  re- 
lieved from  all  liability  in  respect  thereof 
by  an  Act  passed  in    1873;    and    the 
works  at  St.  Catherine's  (Jersey)  hsTe, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury,  been 
handed  over  to  the  Insular  Authority. 

I^^)TA— LEPROSY.— QUESTION. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  effect  to  the  sugges- 
tions of  Dr.  Henrj'  Vandyke  Carter, 
embodied  in  his  Keport  **  relative  to 
Leprosy  and  Leper  Asylums  in  Norway, 
with  reference  to  India,"  presented  to 
the  Secrctar}'  of  State  for  India  in 
Council  in  1873;  or,  if  not,  will  the 
Indian  Qovemment  take  any  and  what 
action  in  the  matter  ? 

I^Ri)  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in 
reply,  said,  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  give  effect  to  the  sugges- 
tions referred  to  in  tlie  Question  of  the 
hon.  Baronet.  They  had  directed  further 
inquiry  to  be  made  in  India  with  a  view 
to  ascertain  thti  coiTCctness  of  tho  con- 
clusions atwhicrh  Dr.  Carter  had  arrived 
as  to  the  propagation  of  lei>rosy. 

CUSTOMS— OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR. 

QUESTI02T. 

Sir  GEOEGE  BOWTlilR  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
What  legal  arrangements  have  heen 
made  at  the  Board  of  Trade  consequent 
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vpon  the  transfer  to  that  department  of 
tlie  busineBS  of  conducting  inqturies  into 
oasaalties  to  shipping,  and  the  increase 
of  prosecutions  under  the  Merchant 
Shipping  ActS)  1854  to  1867,  inclusively; 
whetner  any  and  what  description  of 
Board  of  Trade  legal  business  hitherto 
done  by  the  Solicitor  of  Customs  will 
oontinue  to  be  done  by  that  Solicitor; 
and,  whether  any  increase  or  reduction 
of  the  number  of  officers  in  his  depart- 
ment, or  in  the  amount  of  their  salaries, 
is  in  contemplation  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  ADDi3lLEY :  Sir, 
the  legal  arrangements  which  have  been 
made  at  the  Board  of  Trade  consequent 
tipon  the  transfer  to  that  Department  of 
the  business  mentioned  in  the  Question 
consist  in  the  appointment  of  a  Solicitor 
to  the  Board  of  Trade;  and  his  staff  is 
in  course  of  formation.  The  only  de- 
scription of  Board  of  Trade  legal  busi- 
ness, which  will  continue  to  be  done  by 
the  Solicitor  to  the  Customs  as  heretofore, 
18  that  portion  of  the  business  relating  to 
the  registry  of  ships,  which  is  transacted 
through  the  officers  of  Customs  at  the 
outports  and  in  London,  and  which  has 
not  yet  been  transferred  by  statute  to 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  the 
Ooremment  had  abolished  the  office  of 
assistant  Solicitor  to  the  Customs. 

TUBKEY— THE  GENEVA  CONYENTION. 

QUESTION. 

Captain  NOLAN  asked  the  First 
Xiord  of  the  Treasury,  If  the  Suzerainty 
possessed  by  the  Porto  over  Servia  and 
claimed  over  Montenegro,  has  the  effect 
of  depriying  medical  men  and  Am- 
bulance Corps  of  the  immunity  and  pro- 
tection which  under  the  Genera  Conven- 
tion would  be  accorded  to  them  in  a 
regular  war  between  two  independent 
Powers ;  and,  if  such  is  the  case,  or  if  it 
is  doubtful  that  such  is  the  case,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  GK)vemment  is  pre- 
pared in  the  cause  of  humanity  to  urge 
on  the  Porte,  and  if  necessary  on  the  Go- 
▼emments  of  Servia  and  Montenegro, 
the  advisability  of  immediately  proclaim- 
ing that  medical  men  and  Ambulance 
Gotds  assisting  the  sick  and  wounded  in 
ToTKey  win  receive  the  consideration 
and  protection  which  they  would  be  en- 
titlea  to  in  a  war  between  two  indepen- 
dent Powers  which  had  accepted  the 
OsB0f»  Otwrention  f 


Mb.  DISRAELI:  I  think.  Sir,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  will  agree 
with  me  that  the  inconvenience  which 
he  anticipates  from  the  Suzerainty  of 
the  Porte  over  Servia  and  Montenegro 
will  not  really  interfere  with  the  circum- 
stances to  which  his  Question  refers  when 
I  tell  him  that  it  is  not  merely  the  Porte 
that  has  accepted  the  Geneva  Conven- 
tion, but  that  the  Qt)vemment8  of  Mente- 
negro  and  Servia  have  also  respectively 
accepted  that  Convention. 

BARBADOES— THE  LATE  RIOTS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  THORNHILL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If  he 
will  explain  to  the  House  why  the  Bill 
passed  by  the  House  of  Assembly  in 
Barbadoes,  for  the  trial  of  the  prisoners 
before  the  Chief  Justice  and  any  two  or 
more  Commissioners,  has  not  been  car- 
ried through  the  other  branches  of  the 
Legislature,  and  brought  into  effect  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  A  BiU,  Sir, 
passed  the  House  of  Assembly  in  Bar- 
badoes constituting  a  Special  Commission 
for  the  trial  of  persons  charged  with 
complicity  in  the  recent  disturbances  in 
that  island.  The  reason  whv  it  has  not 
passed  into  law  is  that  a  difference  of 
opinion  arose  between  the  Assembly  on 
the  one  hand  and  the  Governor  and 
Council  on  the  other  as  to  the  personal 
composition  of  the  Commission.  A  sug- 
gestion has,  however,  been  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  which  there  is  reason 
to  believe  will  meet  the  views  of  the 
Assembly  and  enable  the  trials  to  be  held 
without  further  delay. 

NEW    FOREST— STONY    CROSS    IN- 
CLOSURE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether,  as  he  stated 
some  weeks  since  that  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  were  considering  the 
legality  of  an  inclosure  near  Stony  Cross 
in  the  manor  of  Minestead,  in  the  New 
Forest,  he  will  inform  the  House  of  their 
opinion  on  the  subject ;  and  whether,  if 
they  consider  the  said  inclosure  to  be 
illegal,  the  Government  intends  to  take 
any  action  in  the  matter,  with  a  view  of 
protecting  the  rights  of  the  Crown  in  the 
New  Forest? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of 
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the  Crown  relative  to  tlie  IncloBure  near 
Stony  Cross,  in  the  manor  of  Minestead, 
in  the  New  Forest,  had  not  yet  been 
received ;  but  the  case,  which  necessarily 
contained  a  history  of  the  manor  and 
references  to  various  Acts  of  Parliament, 
was  now  before  the  Law  Officers,  and 
their  opinions  would  be  obtained  as  soon 
as  possible. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  ACT,  1870— 
CARDIFF  SCHOOL  BOARD. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  EICHAED  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
eident  of  the  Council,  Whether  the  Edu- 
cation Department  have  refused  their 
sanction  to  the  Cardiff  School  Board  to 
acquire  sites  for  the  erection  of  schools 
in  three  districts  of  that  town,  which 
were  scheduled  by  the  Department  as 
being  the  districts  in  which  the  educa- 
tional deficiency  was  greatest,  and  after 
the  Inspector  of  the  Department,  the 
Surveyor  of  the  Department,  and  the 
Department  itself  had  fully  approved  of 
the  sites;  and,  if  so,  what  were  the 
reasons  for  that  refusal  ? 

ViscouOT  SANDON :  Sir,  the  Cardiff 
School  Board  asked  the  consent  of  the 
Department  to  the  compulsory  acquisi- 
tion of  the  three  sites  for  schools  referred 
to,  in  addition  to  another  which  has  been 
passed.  The  first  of  these  sites  had  been 
given  by  Jjord  Bute  for  a  Children's 
Home  and  Hospital,  and  the  Department 
refused  their  consent  to  the  compulsory 
acquisition  of  this  site  for  a  board  school. 
The  second  included  a  site  which  had 
been  given  for  a  church.  In  this  case 
also  the  Department  did  not  feel  justified 
in  giving  their  consent,  and  I  consider 
that  the  refusal  ia  justifiable ;  but  nego- 
tiations are  now  going  on,  at  the  instance 
of  the  Department,  between  the  school 
board  and  the  clergyman  who  had  the 
gift  of  this  site,  which  we  have  every 
reason  to  believe  will  terminate  in  the 
acquisition  by  the  school  board  of  a  part 
of  the  site  suitable  for  the  school  board 
purposes,  at  the  same  time  reserving  the 
amount  of  site  required  for  the  church 
for  which  it  was  originally  given.  As 
to  the  third  site,  we  are  informed  that 
there  are  difficulties  now  going  on  be- 
tween the  school  board  and  Lord  l^ute's 
representatives ;  but  we  have  a  good  hope 
that  an  arrangement  will  shortly  be  made 
between  the  parties.     The  hon.  Member 
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asks  to  be  informed  of  the  Teaaons  whSA 
led  to  the  course  pursued  1^  the  De- 
partment in  this  matter.  We  refiued 
our  consent  to  the  first  two  sites  in  their 
original  form,  as  we  felt  that,  oonado^ 
ing  the  gre&t  difficulty  which  often  ezim 
in  crowded  towns  in  acquiring  atm 
for  such  public  purposes  as  hosfutalik 
churches,  chapels,  children's  homes,  ftc^ 
it  was  not  right,  inasmucli  as  the  school 
board  has  the  choice  of  any  site  in  th* 
town  by  means  of  their  poweors  of  oooi- 
pulsoiy  purchase,  to  allow  them  by  the 
exercise  of  these  powers  to  take  posm- 
sion  of  the  hardly-acquired  sites  of  in- 
stitutions of  public  interest  and  ntiHtr, 
unless  there  was  some  absolute  neoeHitj 
for  the  selection  of  such  sites. 

PRISONS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  M'LABEN:  I  wish  to  pot  t 
Question  to  the  Home  Secretary,  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notin. 
I  see  that  the  Prisons  (Scotland)  Bill  ii 
down  on  the  Paper  for  this  ereniiig; 
but  I  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  agree  to  postpone  the  metsiire 
until  the  passing  of  the  English  Bill,  in 
order  that  the  people  of  Scotiand  maj 
have  the  advantage  of  whatever  prori- 
sions  for  local  self-government  are  ac> 
corded  to  the  people  of  England. 

Mr.  AS8HET0N  CROSS  :  I  thought 
it  was  already  understood  that  the  Bill 
was  to  stand  over  until  the  English  Bill 
had  at  all  events  passed  a  second  reed- 
ing. 

TARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— ARRA^^GEMENT  OF  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS.— RESOLUTION. 

Me.  DISEAELI  moved — 

"That  upon  Tuesdays  Orders  of  the  Dsr 
have  prcccdenco  over  Notices  of  Motaoni,  G^ 
vcmment  Orders  having  priority,  and  that 
Government  Orders  have  priority  upon  "Wed- 
nesdays.*' 

Mr.  butt,  in  rising  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words 
''and  that  GoYommcnt  Orders  hsTS 
priority  upon  Wednesdays,'*  said,  that 
he  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the  first  part 
of  the  Motion — that  relating  to  Tues- 
days ;  but  he  protested  against  the  latter 
part,  by  which  Government  would  t^e 
Wednesdays  also.    Wednesdays  had  al> 
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ways  been  appropriated  to  what  were 
erroneously  called  ''priyate  Members." 
There  were  really  no  private  Members. 
They  were  all  as  much  public  Members 
as  the  Members  of  the  Goyemment  in 
that  House ;  but  it  had  been  found  con- 
Tenient  for  the  transaction  of  Public  Bu- 
siness that  certain  arrangements  should 
be  made,  which  it  was  now  proposed 
should  be  set  aside.  Up  to  1871  there 
had  been  only  two  attempts  to  take 
Wednesday  from  the  private  Members, 
and  what  had  occurred  since  187 1  showed 
the  danger  of  establishing  that  prece- 
dent. In  1853  the  then  Pnme  Minister, 
Lord  John  Eussell,  proposed  to  take  a 
Wednesday  and  made  a  Motion  to  that 
effect,  the  object  of  which  was  to  defeat 
a  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire.  The  Motion,  which  was 
resisted,  was  nevertheless  carried,  but  it 
only  referred  to  one  particular  Wednes- 
day, and  could  not  be  fairly  quoted  as  a 
precedent  in  support  of  a  proposal  to 
take  all  the  Wednesdays.  Li  1857  the 
Government  asked  the  House  to  allow 
them  to  put  down  Supply  as  an  Order  of 
the  Day  on  Wednesdays  and  take  their 
dhance  with  the  other  Orders,  but  the 
House  declined  to  do  so,  so  that  19  years 
ago  the  same  question  was  debated.  In 
recent  years  encroachments  had  been 
made  over  and  over  asain  upon  the  op- 
portunities and  privileges  of  private 
Members,  and  he  thought  the  House 
ought  to  regard  with  very  great  jealousy 
any  such  proposal  as  the  one  then  before 
it.  It  would  not  do  for  private  Members 
to  g^ve  up  their  right  of  discussing  sub- 
jects in  the  House;  and  although  it 
might  be  thought  that  great  waste  of 
time  was  caused  by  the  discussion  of 
Bills  introduced  by  unofficial  Members, 
vet  that  was  not  really  the  case.  So  far 
nom  being  useless,  the  discussion  of 
such  Bills  often  led  to  important  legis- 
lation. The  House  was  becoming  more 
and  more  a  Chamber  for  the  registering 
of  Gkvemment  proposals,  and  in  this 
respect  it  was  givine  up  to  a  g^at  ex- 
tent its  own  proper  utnctions,  and  losing 
in  no  small  degree  the  power  they  held 
over  public  opinion  of  the  country.  He 
had  a  Bill  on  the  Paper  for  Wednesday 
next  in  reference  to  University  education 
in  Ireland.  The  measure  was  one  to 
which  considerable  importance  was  at- 
tiwhed,  and,  as  matter  of  fact,  several 
Bflpresentatives  of  Irish  constituencies 
W6fe  at  that  moment  on  their  way  to 

TOIi.  OOXXXT.    [thibd  series.] 


England,  in  order  to  take  part  in  the 
discussion.  He  did  not  expect  any  ma- 
terial advantage  to  result  &om  the  dis- 
cussion on  that  day,  as  he  could  not  say 
he  should  persevere  with  the  second 
reading;  but  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill  would  not  take  very  long,  and  the 
subject  was  one  that  ought,  if  possible, 
to  be  decided  without  loss  of  time.  On 
all  these  grounds  he  would  submit  to 
the  House  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  words  **  and  that  Government  Orders 
have  priority  upon  Wednesdays."  — 
[^Mr.  Butt.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  DISEAELI  said,  there  was  no 
desire  or  intention  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  invade  the 
rights  of  independent  Members  of  the 
Hou^  with  regard  to  Wednesdays.  On 
the  contrary,  they  had  always  upheld 
such  rights.  It  was  intimated  a  short 
time  back  by  himself  that  if  the  House 
would  accord  to  the  Government  the 
privilege  of  taking  precedence  on  Wed- 
nesdays, they  would  be  grateful  for  the 
gift,  ias  it  would  materially  assist  the 
progress  of  Public  Business ;  but  the 
proposal  was  not  pressed  when  hesitation 
was  expressed  on  the  part  of  some  hon. 
Members.  It  certainly  seemed  unrea- 
sonable, therefore,  at  the  end  of  the 
Session  for  a  private  Member  to  ask  for 
the  solitary  Wednesday  that  remained. 
He  could  understand  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentieman  the  Member  for 
Limerick  was  deeply  interested  in  the  Bill 
which  stood  in  his  name  on  the  Order 
Book  for  Wednesday  next,  and  he  had 
a  very  good  opportunity  for  proceeding 
with  it  on  Wednesday  last,  when  it  stood 
first  in  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  but  he 
postponed  the  stage,  and  could  not  there- 
fore blame  any  one  for  the  fact  that  it 
stood  over.  As  he  had  said,  the  Go- 
vernment had  no  desire  to  invade  the 
privileges  of  private  Members;  but 
they  had  arrived  at  a  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion when,  in  ordinary  circumstances,  a 
single  day  was  of  moment,  and,  as  busi- 
ness at  present  stood,  it  would  be  of  in- 
estimable value,  for  there  were  one  or 
two  Bills  that  had  yet  to  go  to  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
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would  not  press  his  Motion,  for  he  had 
already  explained  his  Bill  to  the  House, 
and  could  hardly  expect  to  ohtain  a  sa- 
tisfactory settlement  of  the  question  this 
Session,  even  if  Wednesday  next  were 
at  his  disposal. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  to  be  perfectly  correct,  as  stated 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Butt),  that  the  unoflScial 
Members  of  the  House  were  gradually 
being  placed  in  a  very  disadvantageous 
position.  Their  privileges  were  being 
curtailed  by  degrees,  and  it  would  be 
well  for  them  to  seek  a  remedy  for  a 
growing  evil.  In  his  opinion,  much 
would  be  gained  if  a  slight  alteration 
were  made  in  the  mode  of  introducing 
Bills  by  unofficial  Members.  He  hoped 
that  as  early  as  possible  steps  would  be 
taken  by  mean^  of  which  unofficial 
Members  would  be  enabled  to  give  such 
Notice  of  their  intention  to  introduce 
Bills  as  should  inform  the  House  before- 
hand of  the  general  nature  and  f)rovi- 
sions  of  the  measures  in  question.  The 
House  would  then  be  in  a  position  to 
judge  whether  it  was  one  likely  to  pro- 
mote any  practical  purpose ;  and,  if  not, 
it  could  be  rejected  at  once,  instead  of 
being  allowed  to  cumber  the  Order  Book 
at  future  stages,  merely  to  serve  as  a 
peg  on  which  to  hang  a  discussion.  He 
ventured  to  make  that  suggestion  to  the 
House  in  the  interest  of  Government  as 
well  as  of  non-official  Business. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire (Mr.  Newdegate)  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  to  prevent  such  a 
glut  of  measures  as  appeared  on  the 
Order  Book  as  the  Session  drew  to  a 
close.  At  the  same  time,  ho  thought  the 
Government  request  to  take  next  Wed- 
nesday was  only  reasonable,  and  he 
hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  would  not  press 
his  Amendment.  He  had  heard  with 
satisfaction  the  promise  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  the  interests  of  private 
Members  should  not  be  thrust  aside  un- 
necessarily ;  but  he  could  not  avoid  com- 
plaining that  private  Members  were  not 
treated  as  they  ought  to  be,  and  he 
specially  objected  to  the  conduct  of  the 
right  hon.  G<^ntleman  in  refusing  to  give 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  a  night  to  discuss  a  Motion  of 
No  Confidence,  merely  because  it  had 
not  received  the  approbation  of  the  front 

Mr.  Bitraeli 


Opposition  Bench.     He  thoagbt  it 
only  right  that  the  right  hon.  Oentk- 
man  and  the  Gbvemment  ahouldkiioY 

this.  

The  Marqxtess  of  HABTINGTON 
said,  he  did  not  rise  to  continae  the  d»> 
bate  upon  the  Motion,  although  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  liimerick  (Mr. 
Butt)  was  well  within  hie  right  in  claim* 
ing,  if  he  thought  fit  to  do  so,  Wednes- 
days for  the  discuseion  of  Biuiness  in- 
troduced by  non-official  Members  of  tbt 
House.  The  question,  however,  at  tint 
period  of  the  Session  was  one  that  should 
be  determined  upon  grounds  of  eeneni 
convenience.  The  hon.  and  leaned 
Gentleman  had  already  announced  that 
he  did  not  expect  any  immediate  resnh 
to  follow  the  discussion  of  his  mes> 
sure  next  Wednesday,  and  therelbrs  it 
would  be  for  him  to  determine  whether  h 
would  be  expedient  to  enforce  his  xigiit 
in  the  matter;  seeing  the  state  tin 
House  would  be  in  by  ^e  zniddle  of  tbii 
week,  it  would  be  impossihle  to  rely 
upon  having  full  discussion  on  otiMr 
than  Government  measures.  What  be 
desired,  however,  to  ask  before  the  Mo- 
tion was  passed  was  whether  any  Mem- 
ber of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)Yemment  oooU 
state  what  was  to  be  the  order  of  FaUie 
Business  during  the  present  week.  He 
believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
already  stated  that  the  Order  of  Buainen 
for  that  evening  would  be  that  after  ths 
Eeport  of  8upply  had  been  agreed  to, 
theAppeUate  Jurisdiction  and  the  Crueltj 
to  Animals  Bill  would  be  taken.  Ha 
had  no  opposition  to  offer  to  the  last- 
named  measure,  but  he  would  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  t 
Bill  of  considerable  importance,  and 
after  what  had  been  said  with  regard  to 
it  out-of-doors  he  trusted  that  it  would 
not  be  passed  without  an  opportunity 
being  given  for  a  tolerably  full  disens- 
sion  upon  it.  He  wished,  therefore,  to 
ask  whether  there  was  any  intention  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govemment 
to  proceed  with  that  measure  at  an  hour 
that  would  preclude  discussion  being  had 
upon  it,  or  would  prevent  such  discus- 
sion from  being  recorded,  or  whether  it 
was  intended  to  make  arrangements  for 
a  discussion  being  taken  upon  it  on  a 
subsequent  day.  A  promise  had  heen 
made  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session 
that  an  opportunity  would  be  affbided 
for  discussing  the  Suez  Canal  Shares 
Bill,  and  although  from  the  state  of 
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Public  Business  it  would  be  impossible 
that  any  full  discussion  could  be  had 
upon  that  measure,  still  some  hon. 
Members  were  anxious  to  raise  certain 
questions  with  reference  to  it.  In  these 
circumstances,  it  would  be  convenient  if 
the  Government  could  state  on  what  day 
that  Bill  would  be  taken. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  wished  to  know 
when  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  would 
be  taken,  seeing  that  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments effected  several  important  altera- 
tions in  the  measure,  one  reversing  a  de- 
cision of  that  House  arrived  at  by 
division,  and  another  reversing  a  decision 
of  that  House  arrived  at  by  agreement 
with  the  Qovemment.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  full  and  ample  oppor- 
tunity would  be  given  for  considering 
those  Amendments. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  Government  were 
most  anxious  that  ample  time  should  be 

S*ven  for  discussing  both  the  Cruelty  to 
nimals  Bill,  the  Suez  Canal  Shares 
Bill,  and  the  Lords'  Amendments  to  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill ;  but,  of  course, 
it  was  obvious  to  the  House  that  the 
possibility  of  doing  that  depended  upon 
facilities  being  given,  such  as  the  Go- 
Temment  were  now  asking  for.  The 
Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill  ought  to  be 
proceeded  with  as  quickly  as  possible, 
m  order  that  the  necessary  Orders  in 
Council  carrying  it  into  effect  might  be 
prepared.  It  was  impossible  to  say  how 
long  the  Report  of  Supply  was  likely  to 
take  that  evening,  because  there  were 
several  Notices  upon  the  Paper  that 
would  precede  it,  and  questions  might 
be  raised  upon  the  details  of  the  Report 
itself.  It  was  hoped,  however,  that  the 
House  would  not  occupy  any  great  length 
of  time  in  discussing  those  matters,  and 
that  real  progress  would  be  made  with 
the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill,  which 
lie  trusted  would  pass  through  Com- 
mittee that  evening.  The  Cruelty  to 
Animals  Bill  and  the  Suez  Canal  Shares 
Sill  also  required  further  discussion,  and 
Be  trusted  that  an  ample  opportunity 
-would  be  found  for  its  being  had — not 
cmly  upon  those  Bills  but  also  upon  the 
Iiords'  Amendments  to  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Bill.  It  was,  however,  no 
use  m  attempting  to  fix  days  for  them 
at  present.  Before  he  sat  down  he 
wished  to  refer  to  an  observation  which 
liad  fiJlen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bwaaaea  (Mr.  DiUwyn),  who  had  spoken 


as  though  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said  that  he  was 
disposed  to  take  no  notice  of  a  Vote  of 
Censure  moved  by  unofficial  Members. 
Nothing  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  said  would  bear  that  construction. 
The  matter  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
was  referring  was  of  a  different  character 
from  what  he  attributed  to  it.  What  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  then  said  was, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  give  up  Govern- 
ment days  to  enable  Notices  bearing  the 
character  of  Votes  of  Censure  to  be 
brought  forward,  unless  those  Notices 
were  in  the  nature  of  important  Party 
Motions,  and  supported  by  the  Loaders 
of  the  Opposition.  The  days  which  had 
been  given  up  in  the  course  of  the  Session 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  and  other  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
helped  to  place  the  Government  in  such 
a  position  at  the  end  of  the  Session  that 
they  were  obliged  to  ask  for  days  which 
belonged  to  private  Members,  l^ut  there 
was  no  intention  on  the  part  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  imply  any  indisposition 
to  attend  to  the  Motions  brought  for- 
ward by  unofficial  Members. 

Mr.  LOWE :  Are  we  to  understand 
that  the  Suez  Canal  Shares  Bill  and 
the  Cruelty  to  Animals  Bill  will  be  taken 
this  evening? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Not  after  1 1  o'clock. 

Mr.  LOWE :  Surely  1 1  o'clock  would 
be  too  late  for  the  Cruelty  to  Animals 
Bill? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: I  think  I  may  say  that  that 
Bill  will  not  be  taken  this  evening. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  while 
everybody  was  no  doubt  anxious  to  facili- 
tate the  progress  of  Business,  there  was 
still  a  great  deal  to  do,  and  amongst 
other  important  questions  was  the  Indian 
Budget,  of  which  nothing  had  yet  been 
said.  Already  sufficient  Notices  had 
been  given  to  occupy  every  Wednesday 
during  next  Session.  Other  Notices 
would,  no  doubt,  be  given.  He  hoped 
to  secure  a  day  for  a  Motion  of  which 
he  had  not  yet  given  Notice — for  the 
establishment  of  Free  Libraries  and 
Museums.  He  should  be  glad  if  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Limerick  could  conveniently  put  off  the 
discussion  of  his  Bill  to  another  Session ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  should  feel  it 
his  duty  in  the  interests  of  private  Mem- 
bers,  on   whose    rights    continual    en- 
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croachments  were  being  made,  to  sup- 
port his  lion,  and  learned  Friend's 
Amendment.  If  hon.  Members  yielded 
to  the  demands  of  the  Government  now 
without  some  show  of  resistance  the  Go- 
vernment would  become  more  reckless 
with  its  time.  Not  having  economized 
its  own  time,  the  Government  must  now 
draw  on  the  time  of  private  Members. 
If  the  Government  had  been  more  careful 
of  its  time  during  the  last  fortnight  it 
would  not  now  have  had  to  occupy  a 
single  half-hour  of  that  which  should  be 
devoted  to  private  Tklombers. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER paid,  with  reference  to  an  obser- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Mundella),  that  the  Indian  Budget 
would  be  taken  on  Thursday. 

Captain  NOLAN  thought  it  very  im- 
portant that  a  discussion  should  be  held, 
even  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session, 
on  the  Universities  (Ireland)  Bill. 
Although  it  was  known  that  the  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  University  Bills  could 
not  pass  this  Session,  tlio  G(»vernment 
considered  it  necessary  that  they  bhould 
bo  discussed,  and  it  was  even  more  im- 
portant for  Ireland  that  the  next  stage 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  Bill 
should  be  taken  than  it  was  for  England 
to  discuss  the  two  L^niv«^rsitv  Bills. 

Mu.  IMITCHELL  HENRY  begged 
to  state,  with  reference  to  what  liad 
fallen  from  the  hon.  ^Member  for  North 
"Warwick shire,  that  not  a  single  Irish 
Bill  had  been  introduced  into  that  House 
whicli  it  had  not  been  intended  to  pro- 
ceed with,  and  which  had  not  been  care- 
fully considered  by  a  Committee  or 
Cabinet  of  the  majority  of  tho  Irish 
Members. 

Mu.  FAWCETT  asked  whether  the 
Indian  Budget,  which  he  understood 
was  to  be  taken  on  Thursday,  would  be 
the  First  Order  on  that  day  ? 

Tn  E  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER repli(»d  that  it  would  be  the 
principal  business  for  Thursday,  but  as 
to  whether  any  small  business  might  not 
bo  taken  before  it  he  could  not  say. 

:Mr.  butt  said,  he  should  not  feel 
"justified  in  not  taking  the  decision  of  the 
House  on  his  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  99;  NoeS 
45  :  Majority  54. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
Mr.  Mundella 


Orderedy  That  upon  Tuesday*  Otdot  of  tk 
Day  have  precedence  over  Notices  of  UotioB. 
Govemmexit  Orders  having  priority,  and  tLit 
Govemment  Orders  have  priority  upon  Wednci- 
dayB. 

SITPPLY.— BEPORT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Beport  of  Supply  be  nov 

received." 

RAILWAY    ACCTOENT  —  REWAKD    TO 
JOHN  CHIDDY.—OBSERVATIOSS, 

Lord  ELCHO  rose,  in  punuanee  oft 
Notice  which  had  stood  a  long  time  on 
the  Paper, 

"  To  call  attention  to  the  circiunstanoes  of  thi 
death  of  John  Chiddy,  a  ^late  layer  on  thi 
Bristol  and  Exeter  Railway,  m  the  endssToar  to 
avert  a  Railway  accident.*' 

It  seemed  that  John  Chiddy  was  supo^ 
intending  the  remoyal  of  blocks  of  stone 
from  a  waggon  at  a  station  near  Bristol 
when  one  of  the  blocks  fell  on  to  the 
line  when  the  express   train    "Flying 
Dutchman "  was  only   a  few   hundnd 
yards  off.    In  his  desire  to  ayert  danger 
to  the  coming  train  he  jumped  down  and 
removed  the  stone,  but,   unfortunately 
for  his  widow  and  children,  was  struck 
by  the  engine  and  killed.     It  was  an  set 
of  great  courage  and  self-sacrifice;  for 
tho  man  lost  his  life  in  the  endeavour  to 
prevent  a  catastrophe,  and  there  was  no 
knowing  how  many  lives  he  had  saved. 
There  was  a  corr^ner's  inquest   on  the 
bodv,   and  the  jury,    who    return^  s 
verdict  of  "Accidental  death,"  expressed 
their  sense  of  the  bravery  of  the  act  which 
had  cost  John  Chiddy  his  life,  and  out  of 
sympathy  for  the  widow  gave  up  their 
own  small  fees  to  her.  He  was  a  quarry 
foreman  nearly  50  years  of  age,  and  he 
had  left  a  family  unprovided   for.     He 
(Lord  Elrho)  did  not  know    what  the 
railway  company  had  done  for  them,  or 
whether  it  had   done    anything;     bat 
corporations    generally    had     no     con- 
sciences, and  such  an  act  of  bravenr, 
reflecting  as  it  did,   however,    on    the 
State,  ought  to  receive  public    recog- 
nition, by  distinction  if  a  man  survived, 
and  compensation  to  his  family  if  he  lost 
his  life.     It  might  be  said  this  was  a  cas« 
for  public  subscription,  and  the  answer 
was  that  a  gentleman  who  saw  the  act 
endeavoured  to  get  up  a  public  subscrip- 
tion on  behalf  of  the  widow  and  chil- 
dren, but  the  result  was  only  a  sum  of 
£3   17«.    It  was  to  be  regretted  that 
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there  was  no  provision  in  this  country  to 
reward  such  courag^eous  and  humane 
conduct  as  that  of  John  Chiddy.     Had 
he  boon  a  soldier  or  a  sailor,  and  risked 
his  life  gallantly  to  save  the  lives  of 
others,  his  bravery  would  have  been  re- 
cognized, and  in  the  one  case  he  would 
have  received  the  Victoria  Cross,  and  in 
the  other  the  Albert  Medal.    But  there 
was  not  in  this  country  any  provision  for 
the  widows  and  children  of  civilians  who, 
like  John  Chiddy,  risked  and  lost  their 
lives  in  their  daring  and  noble  efforts  to 
save  the  lives  of  others.    It  was  not  so  in 
other  countries.      In  Germany,  for  in- 
stance,  there  was  a  sum  of  £50,000 
voted  to  meet  cases  wherein  civilians 
had  lost  their  lives  in  trying  to   avert 
great  calamities,  and   so  to  assist  the 
widows  and  children  who  had  lost  their 
only  means    of    support.      He    (Lord 
Elcho)  thought  that  the  Albert  Medal 
might  be  given  to  those  civilians  who 
imperilled  their  own  lives  to  save  the 
lives  of  others ;   and  he  trusted  that,  in 
relation  to  tlie  great  and  heroic  act  of 
John  Chiddy,  which  might  well  be  sup- 
posed to  have  saved  numbers  from  death 
and  others  from  serious  injury,  it  would 
be  considered  in  a  just  spirit,  and  lead 
to  some  public  recognition  in  behalf  of 
his  widow  and  children.     He   trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  Her  I^Iajesty's  Govcrn- 
xuent  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer   would    take    the    case    of   John 
Chiddy 's  widow  and  children  into  con- 
sideration.   By  testifying  to  their  appre- 
ciation of  such  gallant  deeds  they  en- 
couraged others  to  do  likewise,  with  the 
full  assurance  that  if  they  perished  in 
their  noble  efforts  to  pi*eserve  the  lives 
of   others,   at  any  rate    their  families 
would  not  be  dependent  upon  charitv. 

Thb  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  pleased  that  the 
attention  of  the  House  had  been  drawn 
to  the  subject,  which  there  could  be  no 
doubt,  as  recorded  in  the  newspapers, 
was  an  act  of  great  gallantry;  but 
hitherto  it  had  not  formally  been  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Government.  He 
did  not  think  it  wou7d  be  advisable  for 
the  Gt)vemment  without  some  formal 
representation  to  take  any  steps  in  the 
matter;  but  if  any  representation  was 
made,  no  doubt  it  would  be  considered. 
There  were  no  funds  available  for  the 
Ooyemment  to  give  rewards  in  cases  of 
this  sort,  bat  still  there  had  been  instances 


in  which  small  sums  or  medals  had  been 
given  to  mark  the  sense  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  acts  of  considerable  gallantry. 
He  thought,  however,  his  noble  Friend 
rather  set  aside  the  position  of  the  rail- 
way company  in  this  matter.  This  man 
Chiddy  was  in  the  service  of  the  rail- 
way company,  and  lost  his  life  in  per- 
forming an  act  which  was  of  the  greatest 
service  to  the  company,  saving  not  only 
their  train  from  destruction,  but  also 
saving  them  the  payment  of  consider- 
able comrensation  for  injuries  to  and  loss 
of  life.  Therefore  he  thought  that  it  was 
to  them  that,  in  the  first  instance,  repre- 
sentations should  have  been  addressed 
as  to  the  making  of  an  allowance  to  the 
man's  family.  He  had  no  particular 
knowledge  on  the  subject,  but  the  House 
would  feel  that,  without  being  cold  and 
indifferent  in  the  matter,  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  wait  until  the 
matter  came  more  formally  and  more 
regularlv  before  them. 

Mr.  i3AILLIE  COCHRANE  said, 
that  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  made  an 
important  admission,  because  ho  had 
stated  that  the  railway  company  should 
make  provision  for  this  man's  family, 
inasmuch  as  ho  had  lost  his  life  in  their 
service.  There  was  at  present  in  the 
Lobby  of  that  House  a  largo  subscrip- 
tion list  being  raised  on  bolialf  of  the 
sufferers  bv  the  accident  on  the  Thunderer 
and  their  families.  He  wislied  to  put 
it  to  the  Government  whether,  the  men 
having  as  justly  perished  in  the  sorvice  of 
the  country  as  if  they  had  been  in  action, 
it  was  not  for  the  Government  to  come 
forward  and  relieve  them  with  a  vote 
for  their  families,  and  not  leave  it  to 
private  charity. 

SWEDEN— BRITISH  CHURCH  AT  STOCK- 
HOLM.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE,  in  rising 
•*  to  call  attention  to  the  condition  of  the 
British  Church  at  Stockholm,"  said,  that 
in  the  year  1855,  under  the  Consular 
Chaplains  Act  of  George  IV.,  a  British 
Consular  Chaplain  was  appointed  at 
{Stockholm.  In  1858  steps  were  taken 
to  build  a  Consular  Church,  which  was 
finished  and  consecrated  in  1 866.  It  was 
built  at  an  expense  of  £3,928,  and 
Divine  worship  had  since  been  carried 
on,  partly  by  means  of  Government 
grants  and  partly  by  the  subscriptiona 
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of  British  subjects,  at  an  expense  of 
£6,931.  From  1855  to  the  present  year 
tliat  Britisli  Church  had  been  kept  up 
by  gi'ants  from  the  British  Government 
and  British  subjects  to  the  amount  of 
£  1 0, 600.  A  certain  class  of  non-British 
subjects  liad  contributed  towards  it  the 
sum  of  £2i7.  A  change  was  made  by 
the  late  Government  in  the  status  of  the 
Consular  Chaplains,  to  which  the  present 
Government  had,  to  an  extent  which 
he  could  not  justify,  conformed,  and 
among  the  sulFerers  were  the  British 
community  at  Stockholm.  Up  to  1867 
the  affairs  of  the  church  were  managed 
by  a  committee,  of  which  the  British 
Consul  was  the  chairman.  Unfortu- 
nately, no  proper  legal  constitution  of 
the  church  was  agreed  to,  according  to 
the  laws  either  of  England  or  Sweden, 
although  there  were  some  memoranda 
on  the  subject,  while  every  one  under- 
stood whom  it  was  for,  and  what  worship 
was  to  be  celebrated — namely,  that  the 
persons  using  the  church  were  British 
subjects,  worshipping  according  to  the 
forms  of  the  Church  of  England.  The 
fact  of  its  being  a  Consular  chaplaincy 
was  considered  a  sufficient  guarantee, 
and  the  church  was  not  in  strict  legal 
form  vested  in  any  one.  But  upon  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Government  grant, 
and  the  consequent  termination  of  the 
Consular  chaplaincy,  the  protection  of 
the  Government  determined,  and  the 
comuiittoe  were  thrown  on  their  re- 
sources. In  their  distress  they  ob- 
tained the  services  of  a  gentleman  as 
ch.'rji:yman  who  had  previously  been  a 
schoolmaster,  who  at  a  late  period  went 
abroad,  and  who  was  never  able  to  q;Qt 
a  Hconoo  from  the  Bishop  of  London. 
lU'twoon  July  and  December,  1875,  he 
made  the  place  "  too  hot"  for  him,  and 
tendered  his  resignation,  which  the  com- 
mittee too  hastily,  perhaps,  accepted. 
AVith  0(inal  rapidity  he  withdrew  it,  and 
called  a  meeting  of  the  English-speak- 
ing inhabitants  of  Stockholm,  and  this 
mixed  multitude  and  chance-medley  of 
the  ICnglish-speaking  population,  who 
followed  the  Taberna(rle,  and  who  had 
given  the  £'227  as  against  the  £10,600, 
voted  themselves  the  general  committee 
and  voted  out  tho  real  committee.  Thev 
assumed  the  custody  of  the  chapel,  and 
appointed  the  Chaplain  as  chairman, 
lie  recognized  this  committee  as  the 
sole  acting  committee  for  all  purposes 
except  one — he  held  the  original  com- 
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mittee  responsible  for  the  jMiymaitof 
his  salary.     He  (Mr.  Beresford  Hopel. 
in  appealing  to  Parliament,  did  not  lish 
to  snatch  a  legal  opinion,  but  dealt  vith 
this  matter  as  one  to  be  eorenied  by 
rules  of  honour,   and  of  substantial,  u 
opposed  to  mere  technical,  justice.   If 
this  clergyman  had  got  the  Bishop  d 
London's  licence  there  ivould  have  bNt 
no  difficulty ;  but  the  right  rev.  Preliw 
did  not  feel  himself  justified  in  issnxngi 
licence.    The  original  committee  woqU 
not  give  up  the  church,  so  this  minista 
of  peace  first  brought  a  civil  quit  agtinfi 
them,  and  afterwards    a  criminal  suit, 
because  they,  proformd,  locked  the  door 
of  the  church,  which  was  then  broka 
open  by  the  Swedish  municipal  autho- 
rities.     The  civil  suit   waa  decided  ii 
favour  of  the  original  committee;  tnd 
they  might  have  thought  that  the  matter 
would  have  ended  there ;  but  after  the 
civil  suit  had  been  decided  in  favour  of  the 
original  committee,  in  the  criminal  sail 
a  decision  was  given  for  the  other  panVf 
and  on  account  of  the  merel^r  ceremoniou 
locking  of  the  door  of  the  chuxt^h  thej 
were  fined  2,000  dollars  a-piece  and  costiw 
Though  the  decision  had  been  appealed 
against,  the  money  had  to  be  pam  into 
Court,  while  the  gentlemen  so  craelly 
amerced  were  persons  of  limited  meaiu. 
and  the  tyrannical  act  of  the  Criminal 
Court  might  bring  great  inconvenience 
upon  these  excellent  persons.      If  the 
Foreign  Office  could  see  its   wav  to  i^ 
instate   the   Consular   chaplain*  at  the 
very  smallest  amount  of  stipend  all  its 
old  rights  in  the  Church  would  revive. 
Failing  that,  if  they  would  even  make 
a  strong  and  dignified  representation  to 
the  Swedis<h  Grovemmont,  he  thought  it 
would  tend  to  settle  this  question.  They 
would  thus  relieve  very  excellent  people 
from  a  great  and  grievous  difficultv,  and 
provide  religious  services  for  the'2,000 
British  sailors  and    large    number  of 
British  travellers  who  passed   through 
Stockholm  annually. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  hoped  that 
the  hon.   Gentleman   the   Member  for 
Cambridge  University  (Mr.  Hope)  would 
not  think  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bourke) 
wanting  in  respect  in  not  replying  at 
once,  as  there  was  another  question  to 
which  his  attention  would  be  called,  and 
he  would  not  have  the  right  of  speaking 
twice.     His  hon.  Friend  would  have  to 
address  the  House  in  reply  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
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Anderson)  and  lie  would  take  that  later 
opportunity  of  replying  to  the  hon. 
Member. 

INDIAN  CIVIL  SERVICE  COMPETITION. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  LOWE,  in  rising 

"  to  call  attention  to  the  decision  announced 
in  a  Despatch  from  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  to  the  Guvemor  General  in  Council,  dated 
the  30th  day  of  September  1875,  that  the  allow, 
anco  of  £130  a-year  now  granted  to  successful 
Candidates  for  Indian  Service  during  their  two 
years  of  probation  will  be  withdrawn  from  all 
Candidates  selected  in  July  1878,  or  later,  who 
do  not  pass  their  probation  at  some  University 
to  be  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

Baid,  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  had  been  turning  his 
attention   to  the  regulations  as  to  the 
successful  competitors  for  positions  in  the 
Indian  Civil  Service,  aud  in  doing  so 
had  arrived  at  certain  conclusions.    The 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  have  spared  no 
pains  to  enlighten  himself  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  everything  he  had  said   and 
done  deserved  great    respect  and  con- 
eideration.   It  had  been  determined  that 
the  maximum  age  of  competitors  might 
be  reduced,   and,   further,   that  it  was 
desirable  the  successful  competitor  should 
pass  the  two  years  of  his  probation  be- 
fore leaving  for  India  at  a  University. 
For  the  purpose  of  what  he  was  about 
to  say  he  would  assume  that  those  con- 
olusions  were  right.    It  was  clear,  how- 
ever, that  the  idea  of  the  noble  Lord 
was,  at  first,  that  the  two  years  should 
be  spent    at  Oxford.     Further,  it  was 
proposed  that  the  successful  candidates 
ahould  during  each  of  those  two  years 
receive  £150,  and  that  they  should  pass 
their  probation  at  a  University  to  be 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  State.  This 
system  was  not  to  be  enforced  by  posi- 
tive order,  but  by  withdrawing  from  the 
persons  who  did  not  go  to  the  Univer- 
sity fixed  upon  the  allowance  of  £160 
a-year.     Now,    if   the  Government   of 
India  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  right 
these  young  men  should  go  to  a  Uni- 
Tersity,   they  would  be  perfectly  within 
their  right  and  jurisdiction  in  making 
an  order  to  that   effect;   but  he  could 
not  bring  himself  to  think  that  their 
going  should  be  enforced  by  something 
ui  the  nature  of  a  fine.    A  man  in  easy 
circumstances  who  thought  his  son  would 
do  better  at  home  than  at  Oxford  could 


keep  him  there    by  simply  sacrificing 
£300,  whereas  a  poor  man  would  have 
no  alternative;  and  the  result  was  to 
produce  great  injustice  by  setting    up 
two  standards  for  men  who  diifored  in 
nothing  but  their  wealth,  and  to  allow 
a  rich  man,  merely  because  of  his  wealth, 
to  infringe  what  the  Secretary  believed 
to  be  a  useful  and  valuable  regulation. 
If  the  Secretary  of  State  was  convinced 
that  it  was  a  good  thing  for  a  young 
man  to  go  to  some  University,  let  him 
take  the  responsibility  of  boldly  saying 
so;  for  where  young  men   were  pitted 
one  against  the  other,  there  should  be 
no    advantage  whatever  given  to  one 
over  the  other  by  the  mere  possession 
of  wealth ;    but  was   it  quite  so  clear 
that    either  by  compulsion    or    a   fine 
these  young  men  should  be  made  to  go 
to  a   University  ?    He  did  not  ask  for 
any  decision  now,  but  hoped  that  the 
suggestion  he  made  would  be  considered. 
Then,    again,   the    Secretary  of   State 
clearly  had   the   University   of  Oxford 
in  his  mind.     He  had  been  in  commu- 
nication   with    the    authorities  of  that 
University  on  the  subject,  and  he  was 
Chancellor  of  the  University.     The  pro- 
posal was  that  the  probationers  should 
e€M5h    receive    £150  a-year   during   the 
two  years.     Well,    40    years  ago  £lo0 
a-year  was  not  enough  money  to  live 
upon  at  Oxford,  and  it  would  not  go  as 
far  now  as  it  did  then.     These  young 
men  would  go  to  Oxford  with  allowances 
of  £150  a-year,  and  although  that  sum 
would  be  inadequate  to  their  support, 
they   would    possess    almost    unlimited 
credit  with  the  harpies  who  made  dis- 
reputable  livings  by  lending  money  at 
exorbitant  rates  of  interest  to  members 
of  the  University,   for  the  reason   that 
they  would    have   fortunes    secured   to 
them    in  the  Indian  Civil  Service,  de- 
pendent only  upon  their  passing  satis- 
factorily through  a  period  of  probation, 
aud   afterwards  retaining   their    health 
so   as  to  perform  the  duties  devolving 
upon  them.     That  was  a  consideration 
which  could  not  be  too  seriously  enter- 
tained before  fixing  upon  Oxford.     But 
it   seemed  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
had  abandoned  the  idea  which  he  ori- 
ginally entertained  of  having  tliom  only 
at  Oxford ;  and  he  (Mr.  Lowe)  appre- 
hended that  no  course   could  be  more 
injurious  than  that  of  scattering  these 
young  men  amongst  a  number  of  places. 
He  could  not  help  regarding  it  as  a  mis- 
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take  for  the  reason  that  there  was  no 
existing  English  University  at  which 
these  young  men  could  obtain  the  special 
education  they  required,  and  if  their 
University  probation  was  to  be  worth 
anything  it  would  be  necessary  to  form 
special  departments  in  each  of  the  Uni- 
versities to  which  they  might  proceed 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  necessary 
instruction.  It  could  not  be  expected 
that  the  Universities  would  bear  the  cost 
of  thoroughly  efficient  special  depart- 
ments to  meet  the  requirements  of  a 
few  students ;  and  therefore  the  men 
would  in  the  majority  of  cases  be  com- 
pelled to  pay  private  tutors  in  addition 
to  the  sums  payable  to  the  Universities. 
If  a  really  efficient  system  was  to  be 
established,  it  could  only  be  done  by 
providing  that  these  young  men  should 
go  to  some  one  institution,  and  that  in- 
stitution, in  his  view  of  the  matter,  ought 
to  be  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood 
of  London,  if  not  in  London  itself.  It 
was  important  that  an  esprit  de  corps 
should  be  maintained  among  Indian 
Civil  Servants,  and  this  would  not  be 
possible  if  the  candidates  for  the  Service 
were  to  be  scattered  over  all  the  Uni- 
versities in  the  country.  Most  of  these 
young  men  when  they  got  out  to  India 
would  be  sent  away  into  solitude,  and  it 
was  important  that  before  going  out  they 
should  have  some  such  experience  of  life 
as  could  be  obtained  at  its  best  in  Lon- 
don, which  was  the  seat  of  government, 
the  centre  of  the  legal  system,  the  ereat 
mart  of  .the  world,  and  the  place  where, 
of  all  others,  the  full  current  of  life  ran 
at  its  fastest,  and,  perhaps,  at  its  clearest. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  seriously  consider  the  point 
which  he  had  brought  forward  ;  and,  in 
conclusion,  he  wished  it  to  be  clearly 
understood  that  he  was  not  speaking  in 
the  interest  of  the  University  of  London, 
which  ho  had  the  honour  to  represent, 
because  that,  being  an  examining  and 
not  a  teaching  body,  was  not  a  Univer- 
sity in  which  these  young  men  could  pos- 
sibly pass  their  period  of  probation,  for 
it  could  not  possibly  provide  the  neces- 
sary instruction. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  thanked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Lowe)  for  the  kind  and  friendly  tone  ot 
the  remarks  which  he  had  offered  upon 
the  proposals  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  altering  the  present  system  of  train- 
ing candidates  for  the  Indian  Civil  Ser- 
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vice.  He  (Lord  George  Hanulton)  ac- 
knowledged the  weight  which  attaebel 
to  all  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  opiniou 
in  respect  to  University  education,  ud 
was  glad  to  find  that  his  objections  ven 
so  qualified  as  almost  to  amount  to 
praise.  It  was  impossible  that  any  8»> 
cretary  of  State,  after  the  prepondenaci 
of  evidence  embodied  in  the  Blue  Book, 
could  have  maintained  the  old  system  d 
training  and  selection  in  its  entirelj, 
and  the  two  alterations  which  his  nobk 
Friend  proposed  were — first,  to  rednei 
the  limits  of  age ;  and,  secondly,  to  en- 
force indirectly  a  residence  at  a  tTniTer- 
sity  after  the  candidates  had  passed 
their  first  examination.  There  was  i 
strong  preponderance  of  opinion  bothoa 
the  part  of  the  men  who  were  trained  at 
Haileybury  under  the  old  system  and  of 
the  competition  men  in  favour  of  awK 
elation,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  ooa* 
sidered  that  this  object  would  be  h&d 
accomplished  by  putting  indirect  ooni- 
pulsion  on  the  candidates  so  as  pn^ 
tically  to  enforce  them  to  go  to  a  Univs^ 
sity.  He  understood  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  did  not  object  to  the  altera- 
tion of  the  limit  in  respect  to  age,  but 
thought  that  attendance  at  the  U nlTcr- 
sity  should  be  secured  by  direct  rather 
than  by  indirect  compulsion.  The  com- 
pulsion to  attend  the  Uniyersitj  was 
only  indirect,  because  any  candidate 
who  had  no  wish  to  pass  through  the 
University  course  could  refrain  from 
doing  80  by  declining  a  grant  which, 
according  to  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  would  not  be  sufficient 
to  maintain  him  while  there.  If  any 
grant  was  to  be  made  from  the  State  in 
order  to  enable  a  candidate  to  complete 
his  education  for  a  service  which  he 
desired  to  enter,  it  was  surely  no  in- 
justice for  the  State  to  insist  upon  his 
going  through  the  educational  course 
which  was  deemed  to  be  the  most  fitting 
for  the  purpose  contemplated.  There 
was  much  to  be  said  in  favour  of  making 
attendance  at  a  University  compulsory, 
but  it  was  felt  that  in  making  an  altera- 
tion of  this  kind  the  steps  should  be 
gradual.  He  might  say,  nowever,  that 
if  the  indirect  compulsion  contemplated 
by  the  present  scheme  proved  successful, 
and  if  it  should  be  found,  after  the  ex- 
perience of  a  few  years,  that  the  jonng 
men  benefited  by  association  at  a  Uni- 
versity, he  had  no  doubt  that  all  candi- 
dates would  be  forced  to  go  there.     The 
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other  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  open  to  the  objection  that  if  the 
Secretary  of  State  were  to  select  any  one 
University  to  which  these  young  men 
should  go— say  Cambridge,  Oxford,  or 
Dublin — he  would  place  a  monopoly  in 
its  handsy^and'at  once  get  rid  of  the 
principle  of  competition  which  ought  to 
exist  between  the  Universities.  If  they 
were  all  allowed  to  offer  inducements  to 
young  men  to  go^'to  them  there  could  be 
Tory  little  doubt  that  the  University 
which  gave  the  best  education  would 
get  the  greatest  number  of  men.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  thought^that 
£150  was  not  sufRcient  to  enable  young 
men  to  go  to  Oxford,  and  that  they 
would  be  likely  to  fall  into  the  hands  of 
the  money-lenders;  but  if  that  were 
likely  to  be  the  case,  surely  it  was  more 
likely  to  prove  so  in  London  than  at 
either  Oxford,  Cambridge,  or  Dublin. 
Beeides,  London  had  its  disadvantages 
as  well  as  advantages ;  for  instance,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  himself  de- 
scribed one  advantage  of  living  in  Lon- 
don as  being  that  when  one  wished  to 
drink  water  he  could  get  nothing  but 
sewage.  [Mr.  Lowe  remarked  that  the 
Oxford  water  was  worse  stiU.I  He  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  did  not  look  upon 
his  scheme  as  perfect,  and  any  sug- 
gestions which  were  made  from  time  to 
time  for  its  improvement  would  receive 
the  consideration  of  his  noble  Friend. 

TURKEY— THE  REPORTED  ATROCITIES 
IN  BULGARIA.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  felt  that 
he  owed  some  explanation  to  the  House 
for  bringing  forward  at  such  very  short 
Notice  what  appeared  to  him  to  be  an 
extremely  important  subject,  but  the 
fact  was  that  there  was  no  other  course 
open  to  him.  It  was  only  that  day  and 
the  day  before  that  documents  had  come 
to  hand,  and  that  Papers  had  been  pub- 
lished which  appeared  to  render  it 
highly  desirable  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  have  another  opportunity 
of  expressing  its  opinion  upon  these 
atrocities ;  and  every  hon.  Member  knew 
well  that  at  that  period  of  the  Session 
there  was  no  possible  way  of  calling 
attention  to  the  subject  except  on  the 
Seport  of  Supply.  He  could  have 
widied  that  attention  had  been  called  to 
the  matter  by  a  more  influential  Mem- 


ber than  he,  for  he  felt  that  the  news 
which  they  had  heard  lately  upon  this 
subject  really  called  for  the  expression 
of  a  very  strong  opinion  indeed  on  the 

Eart  of  the  House  of  Commons.  It  would 
e  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that 
on  the  10th  of  July  last  they  had  a  short 
debate  on  the  subject  of  the  Bulgarian 
atrocities,  and  they  on  that  (the  Liberal) 
side  of  the  House,  and  certainly  a  very 
great  many  people  out  of  it,  were  ex- 
tremely dissatisfied  with  the  tone  adopted 
by  the  Prime  Minister  in  his  reply  on 
that  occasion.  They  considered  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  treating  a 
very  important  subject  with  great  levity. 
They  considered  that  he  was  rather  pal- 
liating and  justifying  and  denying  the 
truth  of  things  which  appeared  to  them 
to  be  only  too  well  founded  to  have  been 
treated  in  that  way.  All  that  they  had 
heard  since  had  proved  that  the  opinion 
which  they  entertained  in  regard  to  that 
matter  was  correct.  He  had  himself 
received  papers  and  letters  from  Con- 
stantinople announcing  the  receipt  of 
the  papers  with  reports  of  that  debate 
in  them,  and  the  feeling  amongst  the 
European  population  at  Constantinople 
was  one  of  great  disgust  with  the  way 
in  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  Her  Majesty's  Minister  out  there 
had  treated  the  matter.  With  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  he  would  take 
the  liberty  of  reading  an  extract  from  a 
newspaper  —  The  Stambaul  —  published 
in  Constantinople — 

"  Apropos  of  the  excesses  committed  by  the 
irregular  troops,  we  must  notice  a  fact  that 
might  be  of  importance — that  is  to  say,  the  de- 
bates which  have  taken  place  in  the  English 
Parliament  on  the  subject.  The  public  of  our 
city,  both  Mussulmans  and  Christians,  have  im- 
bibed a  painful  impression  from  reading  the 
despatch  announcing  that  the  English  Mimstry, 
by  the  avowal  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  has  been  kept  in 
ignorance  of  these  facts,  and  that  having  asked 
for  information  from  their  Ambassador,  he  has 
charged  as  exaggerations  the  horrors  narrated 
by  the  correspondent  of  The  Daily  NewSy  and 
had  even  taken  up  the  defence  ef  the  Circassians 
and  the  Bashi  Bazouks,  by  alleging  that  they 
had  done  no  more  than  make  reprisals.  We 
wait  the  more  official  account  of  the  Chamber 
to  confirm  or  otherwise  this  version,  so  as  not  to 
commit  ourselves  to  the  word  'defence,'  for  we  do 
not  believe,  with  the  knowledge  which  we  have 
of  the  country,  that  there  exists  one  single 
Mussulman  capable  of  being  willing  to  take 
the  defence  of  the  Circassians.  By  an  unfor- 
tunate coincidence,  the  same  day  that  this  dis- 
cussion took  place  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  Turkish  Government  sent  one  of  its  Ministers 
into  Bulgaria  to  [make  an  inquiry.    We  have 
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loamocl  sinco  that  tho  Commission  appointfid  by 
tho  Minist<!rhaMhun^«Ml  on  tho  liold  fivo  of  those 
]>lun<l(.'r(.TM,  and  «jv<'rvhody  lias  rojid  tho  procla- 
mation of  tlio  (Jrand  X'izinr,  wliich  is  an  indiroct 
avowal  of  all  tlio  misd(N>ds  committod.  Sir 
ll«;nry  pjlliot,  whon  Ikj  a])pIieH  in  such  a  case 
tho  word  '  n;prisalH/  sroms  i^orant  that  many 
months  boforo  tlie  breaking  out  of  the  insurrec- 
tion tho  ni'Wsi»apors  wcto  iillod  with  mournful 
dot'iils  of  plundrr  and  disordtjrs  committed  by 
tho  C-ircassiuns  and  Bashi  Ha/ouks,  and  that 
tlie  (iovcnimont  was  warned  that  it  must  expiK^t 
an  insurrection  if  it  did  not  take  measures  to  1*0- 
jm-ss  these  abuses.  ( )n  which  sid«;,  tlien,  W(!re  the 
r<'i»riHJils.  liut  even  if  then.'  was  no  truUi  in  the 
facts  (pioted  by  the  news]ia])ers  such  rumours 
deserved  to  liave  the  attenticm  of  tho  Ambas- 
K.'id(ir,  and  he  oui?ht  always  to  havo  iuform<Ml  hifi 
(rovernmcnt.  Now  it  results,  in  the  language 
of  Mr.  Disraeli,  that  tlie  Kuj^lish  (rov^'niment 
had  not  even  susiK!<'t«j<l  the  existence  of  such 
facts,  although  it  was  so  much  its  interest  to 
know  thrm." 
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IIo  would  next  road  a  short  extract  from 
a  private  lottor — 

"Christians  of  all  dt 'nominations  hero  wore 
Y(TV  much  shrn-ked  at  th(>  attempted  luilliation 
by  tin;  British  <fovernment  ami  Sir  Ilenr\'  Klliot 
of  thf^  atrocities  nimmitti'd  ujNm  (.'hristians  by 
IVIussulmaiis  in  th^  interior,  'i'hese  atrocities 
w(>re  notorious  hcn>  many  months  boforu  Uie 
80-ealled  Bulg'arian  insurrection." 

Now,  it  would  be  observed  that  it  was 
stated  that  those  atrocities  wore  being 
committed  many  months  before  tho  so- 
called  insurrection.  It  was  stated  that 
this  so-called  insurrection  was  to  have 
taken  place  on  the  1  st  May,  but  that  it 
liad  been  anticipated  bj'  a  few  days,  and 
h(i  would  now  show  by  extracts  from 
(Jonstautinople  newspapers  that  in  No- 
v<'nibfr  and  December,  1875,  those 
fttrordties  were  going  on.  One  account 
puiil — 

*Mbi  theni-ht  of  th(!  Ith  October  tho  Mus- 
piilmaiis  ot  Suliiicschli  distinct  of  Kski  Za^rni,  S4:t 
liri-  to  tin-  dwclliiiM^s  of  t}if  Bul^aiians  and  fired 
^uiis.  'J'he  r>iil^:inans  tied  from  their  houst.'s 
and  the  villai^e,  but  wen;  sUiTounded  bv  Mu>sul- 
m.iiis,  who  tired  on  thtriu,  killini;  somu  and 
wouudin'T  a  ^nat  mauy.  'J'hosi*  who  wen* 
cau^rht  had  atrocious  tortures  to  hiift'er,  ])Uttin^ 
lire  in  the  hair  of  some;,  thrusting  red-hot  irons 
into  the  tonviieH  fit  others,  and  making  <itliers 
dance  liarefi-oteii  on  a  heap  of  thorns.  When  at 
last  treiiilannes  came  to  their  assistance,  six  men 
Wile  found  d<-ad,  tlfteiii  wounded,  uiid  many 
Women  and  childrt.-n  half  dead." 

Another  account  said — 

"The  inquiry  ojH-ned  by  tho  authorities  dis- 
rovers  every  day  s<»me  new  abuse.  For  instance, 
Sadik  B«-y,  in  company  with  some  of  his  com- 
]ianionrt  in  iniipiity,  nc.nlly  went  throuf^h  these 
vilLip's,  violating  tht;  youn^  Itul^arian  girls. 
Amon^  the  ^irls  thus  dishonound  may  be  men- 
tioned thi:  little  dau|[^hterB  of  Diado  Stoyan,  of 
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tho  village  of  Chahmali.    The  village  of  ^ 
meschli  has  a  popidation  of  Uulf^arians  and  Mn>- 
sulmans.    Tho  latter,  armed  with  imi>Inni«ti  i 
labour  and  other  wcaponH,  in  tho  middle  of  tb 
night,  attacked  the  Bul|^rian  part  of  the  Tilkjt*. 
have  killed  12  men  and  have  wounded  6,  ul 
violated  10  young  giria  and  3   yuiing  vuin4L 
Th(;y  then  retired,  having  taken  away  tlu-  gruu 
and  other  2)rovision8,  ana  the  furniture  uf  tbf 
houses.     Kasanka,  near  Kaki  Zagra,  is  ala>  in- 
habited by  liulgariana  and   Muiwulmaiif.   T^ 
forest  guard,  with  some  other  MiuaulnuuUi  hiv- 
ing at  their  head  two  gendannMi,  attacks  'J^t 
Bulgarian  housits  in  the  midillo  of  the  nigti. 
and  luiving  seizeil  lo  of  the  rirhfist.  imph*.<fK>i 
them  in  a  hut,  and,  with  kniv€*a  at  thiv  thrnt>. 
demanded  money,  and  in  thia  m*ay  oz^»rti4  4& 
livres.     This  proce.MM  was  reiK.*ut«-d  bv  tlir  Mk 
individuals  at  tho  villagiw  of   Ilfiloukli  and  Au 
TqK'.     The  peasants  complain  in  vain  b*'''^:;* 
Hadji  Taliir  Aga,  one  of  the  nf >tablus  rif  Em;: 
Zagra,  protects  the  culprita  for  hiii  own  (^ndi.  Hui 
iladji  Tahir  Aga  and  hia  collungue  Emim'  l^v 
are  the  misfortunes  of  tlio  country.    Thtr  m 
one  of  tho  causes  of  tho  many  Wolati^^n*  r>A- 
mitted  on  young  Bulgarian   ^irla.     Thny  il»< 
commit  an  infinity  of    abusit   in   fon:inJr  t^ 
peasants  to  reap,  to  labour,  and  curr>'  voiid  f  f 
them  without  ])aymont,  nnd  thi*n  they  ait'  ^ 
si)oiled  of  their  Helds  and  <liire  not  conipUin.  f  r 
tn(«e  men  hold  the  uUicca  of  coinuican  and  "  ** 
in  town  and  countrv. 

A  certain  Kourtschi  Osman.at  the  head  of  1 
Mussulmans,  has  gtmo  throuj^h  the  villagM  >i 
tho  district  Kezanlik,  taking  ransom  fnan  i^ 
richest  inhaliitants.  Ho  hhvh  to  thL-m— I^f 
me  8  livn*s  Turkish  or  I  will  df*nounc(.*youtoib^ 
authoritit's  as  taking  i»art  in  tho  revulutionan 
committee.  'J'he  i>eas:intd  \my  Ihc  Hum  deiiun'i'iil 
toesca])t!  torture  or  ]ierhapsdeiith,  and  Kourbth: 
Osman,  with  his  eomiNiiiinn.s  ]i;ui  t;iki*n  in  L'::i 
way  oGO  livns  'i'urkisli.  Thes«.  urts  touk  place 
during  the  first  diiys  of  October  last." 

The.so  extracts  8howe<l  that  in  Constanti- 
nople it  was  perftM'tly  notorif>iiH  that  the«e 
outraf^«;8  wore  j^oin^  (»n,  aiitl  still  we  had 
Sir  Henry  Klliot  pretending"  to  knowU'H 
thin^  about  th«*ni,  and  kifcpiii^  tlit*  G>»- 
vernnient  at  home  in  ignorance  of  farta 
which  it  was  his  busini'ss  to  know.  Tk*. 
statements  as  to  these  atrocities  miglii 
bo  in  some  dej^n-o  exap^j^eratird,  but  lh»-j 
were  in  tho  main  authenticated  by  th*? 
names  and  dates  whicli  were  given.  liut 
what  said  the  Turkish  defence  which  had 
been  published.  lie  would  read  p>r- 
tions  of  the  summary  of  it  that  had  ai>- 
peared  in  The  Scotsman — 

**  The  Turkish  EmK'issy  in  Ijondim  hu  wv^ 
the  riiH>rt  ni  K<lil>  Ktleiidi,  the  <.'onimiMKi>'b>r 
aiipoint'.><l  by  th«;  Turkish  <  i ov»»nim''nt  to  in'{uiR> 
into  the  allcp'd  Hulgarian  HtnM*iti<*s.  Ht?  mvs 
the  insurrfM'tion  was  <.'xt<*nsiv«ly  organiz<^  nnJ 
was  to  have  l»rok«-n  out  on  May  1,  but  thi*  *ixU- 
was  antirijuitf'il  by  a  few  (Livs.  The  tom-n^  uf 
Phjli]i]ioiiolis.  liaz  tnljik,  Adnanojdi*,  and  S1.•^.J 
wore  to  f)4?  sot  on  fin?  and  phinderr.*d.  The  vil- 
lages, which  wore  tho  centre  of  the  inaurrvL'liuB, 
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irere  fortified.  Wooden  cannon  were  prepared, 
and  the  inhabitants  had  secrotod  all  their  valu- 
able property.  The  Mussulman  population  who 
refused  submission  were  to  be  put  to  death,  as 
well  as  their  wives  and  children.  In  conse- 
quence of  measures  to  suppress  the  insurrection 
»  did  not  spread,  but  28  villages  were  burnt,  of 
which  18  were  Christian  and  4  were  Mussulman. 
The  stories  of  Christian  children  being  sold  into 
slavery  arose  simply  from  abandoned  children 
having  been  collected  and  cared  for  in  the  Mus- 
■ulman  villages,  most  of  whom  have  been  re- 
stored to  their  homos.  The  cases  in  which 
women  were  killed  bv  the  troops  were  due  solely 
'  to  the  obstinate  resistance  of  the  rebels.  The 
leaders  of  the  insurrection,  it  is  affirmed,  were 
everywhere  schoolmasters  and  village  popes. 
This  man  finished  up  his  report  by  the  pious  ex- 
pression —  There  is  nothing  left  but  to  pray 
for  Divine  assistance  in  the  work  of  restoring 
cn^er." 

He  thought  a  more  contemptible  thing 
in  the  form  of  a  defence  never  was  laid 
before  a  civilized  community.  In  the 
charges  against  the  TurkisJi  Govem- 
xnent  there  were  names  given.  In  this 
defence  there  was  no  case  in  which  a 
name  or  date  was  mentioned.  The  de- 
fence confined  itself  entirely  to  the  Istof 
May,  or  about  that  time,  and  said  not  a 
word  about  the  old  atrocities.  It  said 
the  insurrection  was  extensively  orga- 
nized, and  quoted  a  document  found  on 
some  man  who  was  killed.  It  did  not 
give  the  name  of  the  man,  nor  the  signa- 
tures appended  to  the  document.  No- 
thing was  stated  that  would  permit  the 
truth  of  the  statement  to  be  tested.  So 
far  as  he  was  concerned  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  sayine  that  this  was  a  trumped- 
up  story,  that  there  hardly  was  an  insur- 
rection planned,  that  atrocities  were 
g^ing  on,  until  the  people  in  a  state  of 
despair  at  a  constant  denial  of  justice, 
uxki  a  constant  suffering  which  humanity 
oould  no  longer  endure,  made  up  their 
minds  at  last  to  some  idea  of  insurrec- 
tion, and  then  the  flame  was  fanned  in 
€»rderthat  these  atrocious  Turks  might 
liaye  an  opportunity  of  coming  down 
upon  the  people,  and  punishing  them 
most  severely.  He  might  dismiss  that 
defence  without  further  comment.  But 
the  atrocities  were  going  on  now. 
There  was  on  Saturday  in  The  Daily 
Jf§w9  a  statement  of  atrocities  now  tak- 
ing place  in  Bosnia.  What  was  called 
an  insurrection  in  Bulgaria  having  been 
put  down  by  such  atrocious  means, 
it  was  now  bein^  tried  whether  the 
aame  means  would  have  a  similar  effect 
in  Boania;  and  after  the  information 
we  bad  reoeived,  and  were  receiving 


daily,  and  after  the  statements  in  The 
Daily  New9y  it  would  not  do  to  throw 
discredit  upon  them  in  the  way  that  the 
Prime  Minister  so  improperly  did  be- 
fore. He  would  read  some  extracts  from 
The  Daily  News-- 

"  A  telegram  from  Vienna  to  the  Courrier  de 
France  says  that  massacres  have  heen  com- 
mitted hy  the  Turks  in  Bosnia.  In  the  villages 
of  Pervan  and  Timar  300  Christians  were 
drowned  after  heing  tortured.  At  Pa  vies  12 
women  were  cut  to  pieces  and  thrown  to  the 
dogs.  At  Katklovo  60  children  were  stoned  by 
the  Turks,  led  bv  one  Fechim  Effendi,  to  avenge 
a  relation  of  Major  Stocs\'ic  Bey,  killed  at 
Bellina.  At  Sokelovo  180  young  girls  taken 
from  the  neighbouring  villages  were  penned  in 
a  field,  and  after  the  nrettiest  had  been  picked 
out  for  the  harems  of  }*  echim  and  Stocsvic,  the 
others  were  abandoned  to  the  soldiery,  and  vio- 
lated and  murdered.  At  Maidan  the  Christian 
population  assembled  at  market  were  massacred 
by  a  fanatical  mob  led  by  Hadji  Omer  Effendi, 
and  another  functionary  named  Ibrahim  Kuru- 
sovics  Aga.  The  victims  in  this  case  numbered 
3,000.  On  July  21st  there  was  another  massacre 
at  Pryedor  under  similar  circumstances.  All 
sorts  of  excesses  by  Bashi-Bazouks  are  reported 
from  Brod.  On  the  12th  and  13th  a  band  of 
Bashi-Bazouks,  numbering  600,  pillaged  and 
burned  the  village  of  Grens  MahaUi  on  the  rail- 
way between  Adrianopole  and  Philippopolis.  In 
the  neighbourhood  of  Ismid  Nicomeden  there 
were  sixnilar  atrocities." 

Even  allowing  for  exaggeration — as  he 
was  quite  willing  to  do — uie  particularity 
of  these  statements,  the  names,  and  the 
dates  given  in  them,  showed  that  there 
must  be  much  truth  in  them.  But  he 
came  now  to  the  statements  in  that 
day's  Daily  News,  which  spoke  of  atro- 
cities exceeding  any  previously  heard  of. 
In  this  case,  he  did  not  see  how  it  was 
possible  to  throw  doubt  on  the  state- 
ments, because  they  were  sent  by  a  cor- 
respondent accompanying  the  American 
Commissioner,  Mr.  Schuyler.  He  would 
repeat  a  few  of  these  statements,  which 
he  was  sure  must  have  sent  a  thrill  of 
horror  through  the  heart  of  every  one 
who  had  read  them — 

*•  Mr.  Baring  will  report  60  Tillages  burnt. 
He  is  accompanied  by  a  Turkish  Guard,  which 
frightens  the  people." 

This  was  a  serious  difficulty  in  Mr. 
Baring's  way,  besides  his  ignorance  of 
the  Bulgarian  language.  Nobody  doubted 
that  he  would  do  his  best  to  get  at  the 
truth,  but  the  doubt  was  as  to  whether 
he  was  in  a  position  to  get  at  the  truth, 
whether  he  could  inspire  the  peasantry 
with  such  confidence  that  they  would 
come  and  tell  him  what  was  the  real  state 
of  matters — 
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"  The  poasantTj'  afterwards  told  M.  Schuyler 
that  they  were  afraid  to  come  and  testify." 

That  was  most  important — 

"  Proof  has  heen  obtained  of  atrocities  cor- 
responding in  the  majority  of  cases  with  tho 
details  of  T/ie  Daily  Xiivs.  A  schoolmistress,  a 
beautiful  ^rl,  was  arrested  for  embroidering  a 
flag,  and  brutally  maltreated/' 

Then  tliey  came  to  the  town  of  Batok, 
where,  on  approaching  the  town  on  a 
hill,  they  saw  a  number  of  dogs  who  ran 
away,  and  they 

"  Found  on  the  spot  a  number  of  skulls 
gathered  about,  and  one  ghastly  heap  of 
skeletons,  with  clothing.  I  counted  from 
the  saddle  100  skulls,  picked  and  Uckcd  clean, 
all  of  women  and  children.  We  entered  the 
town.  On  every  side  were  skulls  and  skele- 
tons, charred  among  the  ruins,  or  Iving  entire 
where  they  fell  in  their  clothing,  ^here  were 
skeletons  of  girls  and  women  with  long  brown 
hair  hanging  to  the  skulls.  We  approached 
tho  church ;  there  these  remains  were  more 
frequent,  until  the  ground  was  literally  covered 
with  skeletons,  skulls,  and  putrefying  bodies  in 
clothing.  Between  the  church  and  the  school 
there  were  heaps.  The  stench  was  fearful.  Wo 
entered  the  churchyard ;  tho  sight  was  more 
dreadful.  The  whole  churchyard  for  3  fe*>t 
deep  was  festering  with  dead  bodies  partly 
covered — hands,  legs,  aims,  and  heads  projected 
in  ghastly  confusion.  I  saw  many  little  hands, 
heads,  and  feet  of  children  of  three  years  of  age, 
and  girls  with  heads  covennl  with  beautiful  hair. 
The  church  was  still  worse.  Tho  floor  was 
covered  with  rotting  bodies,  quite  uncovered.  I 
never  imagined  anything  so  fearful.  There  wore 
3,000  bo<lif8  in  tlio  duirchyard  and  church.  .  .  . 
in  tlie  school,  a  fine  building,  200  women  and 
chihlren  had  ])een  burnt  alive.  All  over  the 
town  wrre  the  same  scenes.  .  .  .  The  man  who 
did  all  this,  Aclmied  Aga,  has  been  promoted, 
and  is  still  governor  of  tho  district.  The 
newspaper  accounts  were  not  exaggerated.  Thev 
could  not  be.  No  crime  invented  by  Turkisk 
ferocitv  was  Lft  uncoumiittod." 

Hon.  McMnbors  would  know  what  that 

meant. 

**  Tlie  statement  that  the  Bulgarians  com- 
mitted atrocities  is  utterly  unfounded  and  shame- 
fullv  false,  ^l.  Schuyler  thinks  that  less  than 
200  Turks  were  killed,  nearly  all  in  open  com- 
bat. Thrn?  is  no  proof  yet  that  a  single  Turkish 
woman  or  child  was  killed  or  violated.'* 

Ho  would  not  proceed  further  than  to 
express  his  own  horror  at  what  he  had 
read  to  tho  House.  He  was  sure  every 
hon.  Member  would  feel  upon  the  sub- 
ject as  stronffly  as  he  did.  They  would 
remember  the  cry  of  horror,  he  might 
say  tho  cry  of  vengeance,  that  ran 
through  the  land  at  the  tale  of  Cawn- 
poro.  Hero  was  a  tale  far  more  bloody 
than  that  of  Cawnpore.  Cawnpore  was 
exaggerated  10  or  20  times  over  in  one 
town  alone,  and  we  might  expect  daily 
similar    accounts   fi*om  other  towns  of 

J/r  Anderson 


that  unhappy  country.     Amid  all  tini 
we  stood  by,  and  did  nothing.    Then 
were  only  mild   protestations  from  S? 
Henry  Elliot,  who  kept  concealed  boa, 
our  Government  at  home  his  belief  is. 
or  knowledge  of,  these  atrocities.  Then 
appeared  to  be  a  conspiracy  of  dlnrn 
out  there  among  officials  and  Ministni 
They  did  not  tell  the  QoTemmentexacth 
how  matters  stood,  and  we  were  gnv^ 
our  moral  support  to  a  nation  that  diii 
such  thingfs  as  had  been  described,   ^t 
sent  our  Fleet !,to  Besika'Bay  vithoa 
making    any  ezplanationT)why  it  vy 
sent ;  and  all  the  world  had  been  lA 
to  believe  that  it  was'sent  to  give  xnoni 
support  to  this  vile  nation  of  Turkej. 
All  this  must  come  to  an  end.    He  did 
not  believe  the  people  of  this  conntiT 
would  consent  any  lonn;Br'  to  be"{on  aar 
terms  with  Turkey  either  of  friendship 
or  alliance.     Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  be  required  to  take  some  stronger 
step  than  they  had   yet    taken,  and  tB 
make  stronger  representations  than  they 
had  yet  made,  if  possible  in  combinadoa 
with  other  civilized  nations  in  Europe, 
to  put  a  complete  stop  to  such  horribk 
procedure.     He   thought    nothing   eht 
would  content  the  country,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  have  that  nig'ht  some 
expressions  from  the  Prime  Minister  i«f 
a  very  different  kind  from  those  he  gar« 
them  on  the  last  occasion  when  this  sub- 
ject was  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  as  the 
result  of  a  few  words  of  protest  he  had 
uttered  on  a  former  occasion  agrainst  th^* 
atrocities  revealed  in  T/te  Dai7y  3>if>. 
he  had  received  letters  of  contirmatian 
whoso  authenticity  tlie  Prime  Minister, 
if  he  saw  them,  would  not  dispute.  Had 
ho  known  that  the  subject  would  have 
come  before  the  House  he  would  have 
had  them  with  him.  One  was  from  Dr. 
Washbourne,  the  head  of  the  Americaa 
Missionaries'  College  in  Constantinople, 
and  one  from  Dr.  Sand  with,  endosini: 
letters  from  Bulgaria,  from  men  f'*r 
whose  honour  and  truthfulness  he  could 
vouch.  Some  of  these  correspondents 
begged  that  nothing  should  be  stated 
publicly  that  would  at  all  enable  the 
Turkish  Government  to  identify  them, 
becau.se  such  identification  would  be 
utter  destruction  to  them.  He  (Mr. 
Mundella)  had  intended  to  give  a  Notice 
on  this  subject  for  Thursday,  but  he  wai 
glad  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  had  anticipated 
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him.  He  would  not  claim  a  monopoly 
of  humanity  for  his  side  of  the  House. 
He  helieved  every  Englishman  who  read 
the  accounts  which  had  been  quoted 
would  feel,  as  he  and  his  hon.  Friend 
did  in  this  matter — that  it  was  horrible 
that  such  crimes  should  be  perpetrated 
in  Europe  by  a  Government  with  whom 
we  were  in  alliance,  and  that  believed  it 
was  supported  by  the  power  and  strength 
of  England.  The  Prime  Minister,  when 
questioned  on  these  Eastern  events,  had 
always  said  that  his  official  information 
did  not  warrant  these  newspaper  state- 
ments, or  that  they  wore  exaggerated. 
Crimes  of  murder,  arson,  and  outrage, 
gave  rise  to  panic,  and  would  always  be 
■omewhat  exaggerated ;  but  where  there 
was  such  a  mass  of  indisputable  evidence 
as  there  was  in  this  case,  it  was  really 
ahocking  that  an  English  Minister  should 
apeak  of  these  crimes  as  ^'  inevitable.'' 
That  was  an  expression  which,  he  con- 
fessed, caused  him  great  pain.  We  were 
now  hearing  more  of  these  atrocities 
from  the  newspapers,  because  they  were 
better  informed  than  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment.  Their  correspondents,  our 
own  countrymen,  were  on  the  spot,  and 
many  of  them  men  of  great  reputation 
known  to  all  of  them.  They  all  know 
what  The  Daily  News  correspondence  was 
in  the  Franco-German  War,  and  how 
it  gave  the  earliest  information,  and 
gave  it  long  before  the  Government  gave 
any.  The  cntorprize  of  the  Press  out- 
atripped  the  processes  of  Ministers,  who 
believed  in  red  tape,  and  who  made  these 
common-place  statements  about  exagge- 
rations. That  was  simply  the  stereotyped 
language  of  diplomacy.  The  mystery- 
mongering  of  the  Foreign  Office  never 
brought  out  the  truth  unless  the  Press 
had  brought  it  straight  to  them  long  lie- 
fore.  Hence  the  doubt  thrown  by  thePrime 
Minister  on  these  statements.  But  they 
had  been  borne  out  by  the  testimony  of 
M.  Schuyler  and  the  concurrent  testi- 
mony of  The  Timet,  for  what  did  The 
Timee*  correspondent  say  ?  That  gentle- 
man described  in  glowing  language  the 
magnificence  of  the  country  on  the  fron- 
tier of  Servia,  and  remarked — 


**  The  Tark  has  blighted  all.  Such  an  exodus ! 
never  since  the  flight  of  the  Israelites  had  the 
like  of  it  been  witnessed.  I  cannot  command 
words  which  willenableyour  readers  to  realize  it." 

Again,  the  same  correspondent  said — 

"  I  believe  that,  conld  all  Europe  have  seen 
it  as  I  did  yesterday,  aU  Europe  would  rise  in 


indig^tion.  Thousands  of  Christians,  the  u- 
habitants  of  the  villages  along  this  frontier  of 
Servia,  were  flying  for  their  lives  and  for  the 
honour  of  their  wives  and  daughters  from  the 
cruel  and  remorseless  Turk." 

This  was  from  a  foreign  correspondent 
of  great  ability,  and  writer  of  great  re- 
putation, and  who  had  been  relied  upon 
for  the  best  news  over  and  over  again, 
yet  our  Government  sat  stiU.  Hey^Mr. 
MundeUa)  was  not  an  advocate  of  war, 
but  he  said  it  was  unworthy  of  England, 
if  she  had  any  power,  or  if  she  had  any 
influence  in  the  counsels  of  Europe,  not 
to  say  to  this  **  thing,"  which  now  was 
said  to  govern  Turkey — whose  Prede- 
cessor had  died  of  the  scissors,  who  was 
himself  in  the  way  of  something  worse, 
and  whose  probable  successor  was  a 
fanatic — "  Bring  these  things  to  an  end, 
or  we  will  point  our  guns  at  your 
palaces."  England  was  once  governed 
by  a  man  named  Cromwell,  who  in  a 
case  like  this  uttered  words  which 
brought  massacres  to  an  end.  He  prayed 
the  Prime  Minister  to  shake  off  the 
lethargy  which  had  been  too  marked  in 
this  case,  and  to  let  them  have  some 
plain  English  speaking  on  the  subject. 
It  was  too  atrocious  to  be  met  with 
silence.  We  could  not  maintain  these 
monsters  any  longer  in  Europe.  It 
must  not  seem  that  we  were  maintaining 
them  by  our  Fleet,  as  it  apparently  did 
to  the  ferocious  ruffians  who  had  actually 
appeared  at  the  British  Consulates  de- 
manding the  waj2:es  of  their  guilt,  in  the 
belief  that  the  English  Consuls  were  to 
pay  for  what  they  had  done.  He  spoke 
strongly,  as  he  felt.  It  was  time  some- 
body spoke  out,  and  that  England  awoke 
to  a  sense  of  her  responsibility  as  a  great 
Christian  Power,  and  in  the  name  of 
humanity  did  something  to  bring  these 
things  to  an  end. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHEANE  said,  it 
was  much  to  be  regretted  that  these  in- 
flammatory speeches  should  be  made  in 
that  House.  The  speeches  just  delivered 
were  exactly  in  the  same  style  as  a 
speech  recently  delivered  at  Willis's 
Booms,  in  which  the  strongest  opinions 
were  expressed.  Every  one,  and  no  one 
more  than  the  Prime  Minister  himself, 
must  mourn  over  the  miseries  attending 
civil  war ;  but  nobody  could  have  reaa 
the  Blue  Book  carefully  without  coming 
to  the  conclusion  that  these  atrocities 
had  been  greatly  magnified,  and  that 
they  were  not  confined  to  one  side.    The 
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Utrt^y^Ths  RfparUd      (Attottst 

*%ni  Europe  were  doing.  The  right 
^%  €tontleman  on  a  late  occasion  had 
to  Jamaica.  He  (Mr.  Taylor) 
sever  been  disposed  to  say  less  of 
ifttlrocitiefl  in  Jamaica  than  they  de- 
"^iarady  for  he,  with  others,  did  his  best 
^a  ^Mring  Ooyernor  Eyre  to  justice  for  the 
■^mi0imn  done  there ;  but  it  was  a  libel 
iiQotemor  Eyre  to  compare  what  was 
in  Jamaica  with  the  savage  and  ob- 
atrocities  of  the  Turks  in  Europe. 
i^^^Komwer  to  the  question — *'  What  is  to 
aliii^done  ?  "  he  thought  the  first  thing  was 
9^i^N0Ognize  the  crime.  It  might  be  said 
^j^Hll  could  we  do?  There  was  a  gal- 
^^gjn  old  gentleman  in  this  country  (Lord 
■PT^jimelD— he  (Mr.  Taylor)  wished  he 
•Jito  at  the  head  of  the  Qovemment 
<^who  might  not,  as  had  been  said, 
command  of  the  Fleet  at  an  hour's 
I,  but  who  would  assuredly  not  have 
ed  the  name  of  England  to  be 
into  the  atrocities  now  going 
He  trusted  some  Member  of  the 
tvemment  would  clear  this  country  of 
Bhame  that  attached  to  it  in  connec- 
with  these  occurrences. 
fj^  Mb.  JACOB  BRIGHT  held  that  a 
*^wj  strong  case  had  been  made  out 
^^^Mgainst  the  Turkish  Government  in  res- 
"^■^peet  to  the  horrible  atrocities  committed 
F4.&  Bulgaria,  and  that  much  blame  was 
*^  dne  to  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment,  who, 
%  either  from  ignorance  or  apathy,  had 
4-  tamed  rather  to  palliate  than  to  endea- 
%  woar  to  check  these  crimes.  It  had  been 
•aid  that  there  was  much  exaggeration, 
Iwt  he  thought  it  was  almost  impossible 
tiiere  could  have  been  much  exaggera- 
tkm.  The  correspondents  of  our  leading 
dsilT  newspapers  who  made  the  facts 
public  wrote  with  the  full  knowledge 
that  everything  that  appeared  in  the 
PlreflS  would  b^  subject  to  severe  criti- 
eimn,  and  if  untrue  would  be  denied.  It 
was  impossible  that  gentlemen  of  their 
poaition  and  experience  could  send  these 
accounts  unless  they  were  aware  of  the 
facts.  The  language  of  his  hon.  Friend 
ihc  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella) 
liad  been  strong,  but  in  his  opinion  was 
not  too  strong  for  a  case  such  as  this. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  An- 
derson) referred  to  the  presence  of  a 
British  Fleet  in  Besika  Bay.  He  did  not 
know  for  what  purpose  the  Fleet  was 
•ent  there,  and  what  it  was  expected  to 
do,  but  as  it  was  there,  he  believed  it 
would  gladden  the  hearts  of  the  English 
people  to  leam  that  it  could  lend  some 
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influence  to  the  representations  of  our 
Gt)vemment  in  favour  of  the  cause  of 
humanity  in  Europe.  If  we  had  never 
interfered  in  Turkish  affairs  the  position 
would  not  be  quite  the  same,  but  we 
always  had  been  interfering  in  the 
affairs  of  Turkey,  and  indeed  half  the 
nations  of  Europe  were  deliberating 
upon  the  affairs  of  that  country  and 
claiming  the  right  to  interfere.  That 
being  the  case,  it  was  a  scandal  to  Europe 
that  such  atrocities  should  take  place 
within  her  borders.  He  hoped  that  one 
result  of  the  discussion  which  had  been 
raised  would  be  to  quicken  the  con- 
science of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  if  they  had  not  yet  made  vigorous 
efforts  to  stop  these  temble  scenes,  that 
in  future  at  least  the  country  would 
not  have  cause  to  complain  of  their  re- 
missness. 

Mr.  WHITWELL  said,  the  House 
was  still  uninformed  of  the  purpose  of 
the  Fleet  being  at  Besika  Bay.  Before 
the  debate  closed  he  hoped  they  would 
be  informed.  It  was  said  to  be  there  to 
protect  the  Christians  and  prevent  dis- 
turbances, but  if  that  were  so,  what  had 
been  the  result  ?  He  feared  it  was  there 
in  a  bad  cause,  for  the  Christians  were 
unprotected,  and  the  disturbances  were 
stiU  going  on.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  allow  the  debate  to  close 
without  intimating  that  every  power 
that  England  possessed  would  be  exer- 
cised to  cause  a  cessation  of  these  terrible 
calamities  and  cruelties. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  said,  that  when  the 
statement  of  these  atrocities  was  first 
made  known  in  this  country  he  commu- 
nicated with  correspondents  in  Constan- 
tinople, and  within  the  last  few  days 
had  been  assured  that  not  only  were  the 
reports  accurate,  but  were  understated. 
A  general  impression  prevailed  among 
the  English  residents  in  Constantinople 
that  our  Ambassador  there  displayed 
unnecessary  Turkish  leanings,  and,  fur- 
ther, that,  with  the  best  intentions  and 
unquestionable  capacity,  his  health  was 
such  that  he  was  not  in  a  position  to 
afford  the  Government  at  home  accurate 
and  detailed  information. 

Mb.  BOURKE  said,  before  dealing 
with  the  very  serious  matter  which  they 
had  just  been  discussing,  he  wished  to 
refer  to  the  present  condition  of  the 
Stockholm  church,  as  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 
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Beresford  Hope).  There  seemed  to  be 
a  misapprehension  as  to  some  of  the 
facts.  For  instance,  the  church  did  not 
belong  exclusively  to  British  subjects, 
but  to  the  English-speaking  community, 
and  as  there  was  a  Protestant  commu- 
nity, the  Government  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  maintain  a  Consular  chap- 
lain. When  he  was  withdrawn,  a  com- 
mittee of  the  congregation  elected  a 
chaplain  of  their  own,  but  after  a  time 
he  resigned.  He  then  wished  to  with- 
draw his  resignation,  but  was  not  allowed 
to  do  so.  All  official  connection  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  with  the  church 
having  ceased,  the  committee  succeeded 
in  getting  another  chaplain,  and  the 
original  chaplain  protested  against  these 
proceedings,  and  called  a  meeting,  which 
was  attended  by  others  than  British 
subjects.  Another  committee  was  ap- 
pointed, representing  the  whole  con- 
gregation, and  a  dispute  commenced 
between  it  and  the  old  committee,  re- 
presenting British  subjects  alone.  The 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  had  advised 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  they 
ought  not  to  interfere,  and  it  was 
thought  better  to  leave  the  settlement 
of  the  matter  to  the  parties  interested. 
He  did  not  think  they  could  recede  from 
the  position  which  the  Government  had 
taken  up;  and  as  to  the  Swedish  Go- 
vernment breaking  open  the  church  in 
process  of  law,  nothing  offensive  was 
intended.  Ho  hoped — and  he  could  not 
do  more  than  this — that  the  terjnination 
of  this  unhappy  quarrel  would  be  reached 
at  as  early  a  date  as  possible.  He  came 
now  to  the  subject  which  had  been  intro- 
duced by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Anderson),  and  he  was  sure  that  it 
would  be  admitted  that,  whatever  were 
the  reasons  for  bringing  the  case  before 
the  House  on  the  present  occasion,  that 
course  was  attended  with  some  amount 
of  inconvenience.  He  had  only  received 
two  hours'  notice  of  the  matter,  and 
therefore  he  was  not  in  a  position  to 
refer  to  the  documents  which  were 
in  the  Blue  Book  bearing  on  this 
subject,  with  a  view  to  their  explana- 
tion. Still,  although  inconvenient,  he 
could  not  in  the  least  be  surprised,  after 
what  had  occurred,  at  any  hon.  Member 
bringing  the  subject  forward.  Ho  re- 
gretted in  the  remarks  which  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  to  hear  at  the 
very  outset  of  his  speech  a  statement 
which  was  totally  unfounded.     The  hon. 

Mr,  Bourke 


Member  said  that  in  the  iaxmok  i 
this  question,  when  before  the  Hoiim,&i 
Prime  Minister  treated  it  with  i  degni 
of  levity.     He    knew  jntt  the  imn 
was  the  case,    because  he  had  bfa» 
dered  by  the  Prime  Minister  to  be  ■ 
daily  communication  with  him  on  &i 
subject;    and  he  (Mr.   Bonrke)  tfani 
this,  upon  his  honour,  that  thefe  m 
no  subject  connected  with  foreign  iSbi 
that  had   given  his  right  hon.  Fnoi 
such  cause    for    anxious   ooniidnttia 
as  the  question  now  before  the  Hooa 
The  gravity  of  the  subject  made  it  li- 
visable  and  absolutely  necessaiy  tint  i 
man  who  occupied  the  position  of  Ui 
right  hon.  Friend  in  Europe  should  tft 
of  these  atrocities   with    the  gniM 
possible  circumspection,  became  if  m 
word  of  exaggeration  was  used  bj  lua 
it  might  be  made  an  excuse  in  SBfra 
to  any  representations  made  byhiati 
the  Turkish  Oovernment.     It,  therdat, 
was  incumbent  on  his  right  hon.  Frinl 
in  dealing  with  these  horrible  atroaM 
in  the  first  place  to  find  out  the  estfl 
truth ;  and  he  was  perfectly  certain  thai 
was  no  man  in  the  world,  if  these  atiO' 
cities  turned  out  to  be  true,  that  wodi 
more    sternly    vindicate    the    canse  ft 
humanity  than  his  right  hon.  Friend  it 
the  head  of  the  Government.     The  boa 
Member  for  Glasgow  had  also  made  u 
attack  on  the  Minister  at  Constantinople, 
and  a  more  unjust    attack   never  vu 
made.     If  he  (Mr.  Bourke]  had  befov 
him  the  Papers  which  were   discussed 
last  week,  ho  could    have  shown  tbit 
long  before  the  subject  was  mentioned 
in  the  daily  papers  Sir   Henry  Dliot 
brought  this  subject  to  the  notice  of  the 
Turkish  Government,  and  went  at  once 
to  the  bottom  of  the    matter.     He  at 
once  said  that  so  long  as  the  Circassians 
and  Bashi-Bazouks  were  employed,  he 
was  afraid  irregularities  would  occnr: 
and  Sir  Henry  Elliot  spoke  in  this  spirit 
before  a  single  outrage  was  heard  of. 
In  a  letter  contained  in  the  Blue  Book 
Sir  Henry  Elliot  wrote  to  Lord  Derby 
(in  a  private  letter,  I  think) — 

^*  For  once  that  I  have  made  these  nporu 
to  your  I^nl^hip,  I  havf.'  spoken  a  dozen  timH 
to  the  Turkish  Govcmniont.** 

There  could  not  bo  the  slightest  doubt, 
therefore,  that  a  word  could  not  be  said 
justly  against  Sir  Henr}'  Elliot  for  any 
breach  of  duty  or  want  of  energy  in 
this  matter.  He  was  not  going  to 
say  one  word  as  to  whether  everyuiing 
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fluii  had  appeared  in  Th$  Daily  News 
true  or  not ;  but  that  was  exactly 
e  position  which  was  assumed  by  his 
jht  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
QoTemment.  [An  hon.  Member:  Exag- 
.ted.]  His  right  hon.  Friend  read 
iMMWunts  from  Adrianople,  and  he  said 
Uiat  in  certain  cases  they  were  very 
Viuoh  exaggerated.  He  (Mr.  Bourke) 
did  not  wish  to  join  issue  with  anybody 
cm  the  subject  whether  they  were  exag- 
gerated or  not ;  he  did  not  think,  so  far 
•8  the  effect  on  the  minds  of  the  English 

gople  was  concerned,  it  mattered  whe- 
er  100  persons  had  been  killed  or  50  ; 
if  these  atrocities  had  been  committed 
in  anything  like  the  numbers  stated, 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment,  of  course, 
were  bound  to  do  everything  they  pos- 
sibly could  to  prevent  their  recurrence, 
and  to  punish  the  g^ty.  When  they, 
however,  talked  of  the  Fleet  in  Besika 
Say,  and  remembered  that  these  atro- 
cities were  committed  in  Bulgaria,  be 
must  remind  hon.  Members  that  the 
two  matters  had  little  in  common.  Why, 
the  Fleet  could  not  reach  Bulgaria — 
pCr.  MuiTDELLA:  It  could  reach  Oon- 
■lantinople.]  There  was  no  necessity 
Ibr  that  in  order  to  make  representations 
to  the  Turkish  Oovemment.  They  could 
exercise  moral  compulsion  without  the 
intervention  of  the  Fleet.  With  regard  to 
what  the  hon.  Member  had  said  respect- 
ing newspaper  correspondents,  he  ad- 
mitted that  newspaper  correspondents 
were  persons  of  the  ^eatest  possible 
consideration,  but  he  ^so  knew  that  in 
some  cases  correspondents  were  easily 
•atisfied  with  a  very  small  amount  of 
evidence,  and  they  took  a  great  deal  at 
aeoond-hand ;  and  they  knew  that  taking 
statements  at  second-hand  was  a  very 
dangerous  mode  of  ascertaining  the  truth. 
As  ror  the  letters  which  had  been  read  by 
hon.  Members,  they  were  of  no  greater 
enthority  than  the  declarations  of  any 
other  hon.  Gentleman  sitting  in  that 
House — that  was  to  say,  the  statements 
in  them  were  not  the  declarations  of 
persons  who  had  seen  the  thing  tbem- 
eelves,  and  they  all  knew  that  when  one 
man  went  and  told  another  that  some 
horrible  thing  had  taken  place,  particu- 
larly where  numbers  were  concerned, 
that  the  exaggeration  was  very  great. 
However,  he  did  not  wish  to  weigh  the 
•tatements  of  one  correspondent  against 
uother.    All  he  would  say  was  that 

8    Oovemment   had    not 
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shown  the  least  apathy  with  regard  to 
the  subject,  and  from  the  first  they  bad 
done  the  very  best  they  could.  Now, 
what  had  been  done?  ^Ironical  cheers,'] 
The  very  first  time  they  heard  of  these 
outrages  they  telegraphed  for  informa- 
tion to  Sir  Henry  Elliot,  and  afterwards 
they  instructed  him  to  have  inquiries 
made  on  the  spot.  Some  of  the  official 
Eeports  received  had  been  already  pre- 
sented to  Parliament ;  others  had  come 
to  hand  within  the  last  three  or  four  days, 
and  the  other  day  he  had  mentioned  to 
the  House  that  Mr.  Baring  and  another 
gentleman  had  been  sent  from  Con- 
stantinople to  make  inquiries.  Mr. 
Baring  had  lost  not  one  moment  in 
making  these  inquiries,  and  he  had  be- 
fore him  a  Paper  which  woidd  be  pre- 
sented to  the  House  in  the  course  of  a 
very  few  days.  With  regard  to  others 
that  might  arrive  in  connection  with 
the  subject,  he  believed  he  might  say, 
although  he  had  no  authority  to  do  so, 
that  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Foreign  Office  would  take  means  to 
have  Eeports  published  during  the 
Becess,  if  he  thought  they  woidd  be  in- 
teresting to  the  public.  It  was  impossible 
to  read  all  the  Papers  on  the  subject,  but 
he  hoped  they  would  be  in  the  bauds  of 
hon.  Members  in  a  few  days.  All  he 
would  read  was  one  letter  from  Mr. 
Baring.  He  would  do  so  in  order  to 
show  that  the  Government  had  done 
whatever  they  could  in  the  matter,  and 
the  House  might  form  their  own  opinion 
upon  it.  But  before  doing  so  he  would 
refer  to  the  article  in  that  day's  Latfy 
News,  because  he  observed  that  some 
disparagement  was  thrown  upon  Mr. 
Baring  therein,  and  also  upon  the  in- 
terpreter who  accompanied  him.  The 
remark  to  which  he  alluded  was  that  Mr, 
Baring  was  honestly  desirous  of  obtain- 
ing the  truth,  but  that  he  was  always 
accompanied  by  a  Turkish  escort  which 
frightened  the  peasantry.  But  what 
other  escort  than  a  Turkish  escort  could 
Mr.  Baring  have?  It  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  him  to  have  a  Turkish 
escort.  The  article  went  on  to  say  that 
Mr.  Guacchiomo,  the  interpreter,  was 
unfairly  prejudiced  in  favour  of  the 
Turks  and  that  he  browbeat  the  Bul- 
garians. He  was  sorry  to  say  that  that 
at  once  stamped  the  whole  thiug  with  a 
partizan  character,  and,  to  his  mind, 
took  away  from  the  value  of  the  report, 
because  he  could  never  imagine  that  Mr. 
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particular  cause  of  oomplAint  M  legndi  fori 
and  treatment,  though,  perhaps,  fear  marbn 
made  them  declare  their  caee  to  be  bettn  the 3 
really  is.    The  prison  is  now  about  u  full  us 
can  hold,  and  about  half  the  piisonen  bare  Icei 
released  or  sentenced,  bo  that  there  cm  be  » 
doubt  that  at  the  commencement  the  OTCRnwd- 
ing  must  have  been  something  fearfoL    I  W 
that  it  is  currently  reported  in  the  tovn  thttdM 
authorities  knowing  I   was  going  to  the  prac 
had  it  cleaned  out,  and  that  the  sleepinir  niti  I 
saw  were  laid  down  shortly  before  I  entcnl 
Of  course,  I  cannot  say  whether  this  ii  tne  a 
not,  but  as  I  purposely  gave  the  autborititiu 
little  notice  as  ])ossib]e   of    my   intcnticu,  I 
cannot  but  think  it  is  invention  of  the  miHc'^. 
A  Bashi-Bazouk  was    hung  this  nunniiif  fir 
having  taken  {Mirt  in   the  Ilasskeni  aflair.  i^ 
spectinf?  which  I  believe  Mr.   Dupuis  hs»  fd> 
reported  to  your  Excellency.     The  depreditui 
of  these  Irrepnilars  still  continue,  and  tlhpr  ci 
taking  what  littlo  was   left  by  those  who  ^ 
]>n^R8ed  the  insurrection.     Two  have  now  Im 
hung  here,  but  till  a   much  sovc^rer  example  ■ 
made  they  will  still  ^o  on  with  their  miade*^- 
]\Ioreover,  it  is  indispensable  that  they  ikjiJi 
have  officers  of  the  Regular   Army  put  ova 
them  who  could  control  their  acta,  and  that  vkd 
they  arrive  at  the  principal  stations  they  riK«IA 
be   received    by    some   Regular    troopiw    Itt^ 
thing  is  perfectly  clear,   \tiz.,   that    the  h> 
vince  is  ruined,  as  the   Government  will  dtf> 
cover  to  its  cost  when  the  tithe  is  collected.  I: 
is  stated  that  the  loss  to  the   Treasury  «iZ 
amount  to  .£100,000  Turkidi — a  sum  which  eu 
now  btf  ill  H})arf>d.  It  socins  to  me  that  then  i»ltt 
one  course  open  to  the  Government  if  it  wiib«« 
to  })ring  them  h'tck  in  any  way  to  their  tuvBil 
condition,   A-iz.,   to    give    some    slight  aid  % 
the  inhabitants  of  tho  ^-illages  which  have  hm 
destroyed.      Ijnrgc  numbers    of    hurscA,  ox^ 
sheep  and  cows  have  boen  driven  off  by  Fanuki 
and  others,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govna- 
ment  to  oblige   the  latter  to  return   them  to 
their  o\i'ners ;  a  little  help  could  also  be  ffi^*! 
in  pro\nding  materials    for   rebuilding  hoiun 
and  seed  for  the  fields,  should  also  lie  given.    It 
is  true  that  at  the  present  moment  the  Impemi 
Treasury  could  ill  afford  the  smalh.^  rtnis, 
but  still  less  can  it  afford  to  lof>e  the  sums  vhi(& 
foi-merly  tlowe<l  into  it  from  these  distncta.  loi 
which,  if  the  autumn  and  winter  be  allowed tt 
]>asK  without  anything  being  done,  may  be  ««- 
sidrred  as  lost  for  ever.     I  wns  present  to-d»T 
at  the  first  examinations  of  some  of  the  prisoDfri. 
and  to  all  a]>i>farance»  the  prt^ceeding*  wn* 
properly  eonductod,  and  Salim  Effendi,  Ali  B*t. 
and  the  Chief  ^lollah  of  Adrianople  hare  t^ 
reputation  of  biing  just  men ;  the  same.  W- 
(.vj-r.  is  ni»t  said  of  all  tho  members  of  the  0«J- 
niission  chosen  among  the  natives  of  rhiJij.pc^ 
I)olis.  one  of  whom  has  been  especially  mentii'V^ 
to  me  as  eomipt,  fanatical,  and  cruel.    A  priffi, 
a  Rchodlmaster,  a  *TchorbHJi,'  and  another  Bui* 
frarian  were  brouglit  uj)  'i  hile  I  was  in  Cuurt; 
their  dj^clarations  were  n  ad  over  to  them,  aad 
they  were  asked  whether  the    contents   wn* 
tnie  :  and,  though  all  containcxl  evidence  which 
would  send  a  man  to  the  gallows  before  »bt 
Tribunal,  they  invariably  replied  that  rvtrr- 


either  from  coercion,  fear,  or  aheer  rtopiditv. 


Baring  would  allow  his  interpreter  either 
to  browbeat  or  to  bully  the  Bulgarians, 
or  to  show  the  slightest  preference  for 
Turks  over  Bulgarians.  The  letter 
from  Mr.  Baring  was — 

"  PhilippopoUs,  July  22, 1876. 

"  Sir, — I  have  the  honour  to  report  to  your 
Excellency  that,  during  the  last  two  days  I 
have  been  endeavouring  to  obtain  information  in 
this  town  resftecting  the  occurrences  which  have 
of  late  excited  so  much  attention  in  England 
and  else\vh(Te.  The  masses  of  c<mtlieting  state- 
ments 1  have  heard  from  all  parties  render  my 
mission  one  of  extreme  diflieulty,  and  I  fear  I 
cannot  as  vet  forward  to  vour  Excellency  any 
full  report  of  what  has  taken  place.  The  siile 
of  women  and  chiblren  in  the  streets  of  Philip- 
pojinlis  and  Tartar  liayardjik  is,  T  have  no  doubt, 
a  pure  invention:  th«<  most  independent  testi- 
mony Irads  nie  to  the?  belief  that  no  such  traflic 
has  be<n  carried  on  luTe.  What  has  happened 
is  this — families  have  been  scattered,  and  the 
children  have  often  been  taken  into  the  houses 
of  persons  of  all  religions  out  of  pure  charity. 
Of  course,  under  the  circumstances,  it  is  not 
easy  for  the  jia rents  to  trace  them,  and  con- 
se(iuently  the  rumour  goes  abroad  that  they 
are  sobl  into  slavery.  As  regards  the  young 
girls,  1  am  told  that  it  is  verj'  probable  that 
after  the  sack  of  the  villages  a  certain  number 
of  their  number  were  taken  to  the  houses  of 
their  captoi-s,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  anything 
like  ojien  sjile took] dace.  There  is  not,  I  believe, 
one  w(»rd  c»f  truth  in  tho  wild  fable  about  the 
cartloads  of  heads  l(ing  paraded  in  the  streets  by 
Albanirni  liashi-Ha/<»uks,  of  whom,  bv  the  wav, 
there  are  extremely  few,  most  of  the  Irregulars 
who  committed  the  atrocities  in  these  Provinces 
being  Circassians,  (lii)sies,  and  Pomaks.  As  re- 
gards the  number  of  killed,  till  1  vibited  the 
villages  I  hardly  dare  Hpeak,  but  my  pi-esent 
opinion,  which  I  trust  hen -after  to  be  able  to 
modify,  is  that  about  12,000  Bulgarians  h've 
perished.  Tho  number  of  Turks  killed  is 
e<iually  difticult  to  asceiiain;  the  authorities  put 
the  fiiTure  at  almve  1,000,  but  my  information 
leatls  me  to  believe  this  to  be  a  gr(»ss  exaggera- 
tion ;  about  half  that  number  would  i)ri)baV)ly 
Im»  corre<'t ;  but  there  is  no  doubt  that  the 
deaths  of  manv  <d  them  were  attended  with 
circumstiinces  of  great  cruelty.  Some  60 
villages  have  been  wholly  or  partially  burnt, 
by  far  the  gnater  i)ortion  of  them  by  the  Paslii- 
Pazouks,  tiioutfh  a  few,  ])erlja])s  about  ten,  have 
been  <lestroyed  by  the  Insurgents.  !S«:me  great 
horrors  have  come  to  my  ears  respecting  the 
eirciimstancfs  \\hi('h  attend«(l  the  entry  int(» 
Pliilil»p(»|olis  of  400  pris<»nrrs  coming  from 
Taiiar  Pji/ardjik.  Tli«'v  were  heavilv  chained 
bv  f(«urs,  and,  as  after  their  journev  thev  w»re 
sinkinic  with  fatitrue,  thev  were  <lriven  like 
cattle  by  the  7:i|iti»h>,  who  us«  dthf'  butt  ends  of 
their  guns  witliout  niercv,  while  the  T'ircassians 
Ibigged  them  with  whips.  1  visited  the  juisons 
vc-sterdav  and  found  tliem  extremelv  cro\v<led. 

•  •  • 

The  captives  Hre  <*onlined  in  the  comuKMi  prison 

and  in  two  large  Klians,  the  notables  of  I'hilip-  

popolis  being  ke]>t  separate,  and  being  subjected,  \  thing  was  correct.  Their  defence  waa  s^en^nUT 
as  far  as  I  could  see,  to  no  great  discomfoi-t.  the  same;  they  had  acted  as  thev  had  d'jof 
Those  that  I  interrogated  said  that  they  had  no      -^^  -  ^ —    -—    '-  -     * 
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md  they  ended  hj  begging  far  meroy  with  tears 
and  lamentations.  To-day  two  Bulgarians  were 
hung,  four  sentenced  to  death,  and  seven  to 
different  terms  of  imprisonment.  Both  Kiani 
Fluha  and  Salim  Effendi  have  assured  me  that 
in  a  few  days  by  releasing  a  large  number  of 
prisoners  they  hoped  to  reduce  the  cases  to  be 
tried  to  about  500,  and  the  President  added  that 
in  about  25  days  he  trusted  all  would  be  disposed 
of.  ^  The  Bulgarian  Bishop's  representative  com- 
plained to  me  that  the  prisoners  sentenced  to 
death  were  not  permitted  to  confer  in  private, 
that  no  notice  was  sent  to  them  when  a  man  was 
to  be  hung,  and  that  when  priests  were  executed 
their  beards  and  hair  were  cut  off,  and  they  were 
not  unfrocked ;  also  that  ho  was  not  asked  to 
attend  the  sittings  of  the  Commission.  Salim 
Effendi,  to  whom  I  spoke  on  the  subject,  posi- 
tively denied  the  truUi  of  all  these  statements, 
and  said  that  to-day  he  had,  by  verbal  message, 
invited  the  Bishop's  representative  to  attend 
the  sitting  at  which  I  was  present,  but  that  he 
had  not  come.  On  other  occasions  also  he  was 
invited,  but  he  only  attended  once  and  stayed 
five  minutes.  I  told  Salim  Effendi  that  the 
next  time  he  had  better  send  the  invitation  in 
writing,  as  there  could  then  be  no  mistake  about 
it.  Salim  Effendi  told  me  that  he  had  sent 
oopiee  of  the  depositions  to  Constantinople, 
which  he  said  contained  startling  evidence  given 
by  prisoners  themselves  respecting  the  groat 
cruelties  committed  on  Mussulmans  at  the  out- 
break of  the  insurrection,  and  if  what  he  says  is 
correct,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  Porte  would 
do  well  to  publish  these  documents,  in  order  to 
prove  to  the  world  that  if  the  Mussulmans  com- 
mitted atrocities  and  depredations,  the  Christians 
were  also  guilty  of  many  foul  deeds.— I  have,  &c., 
H.  Babing."— [2V/rX-^y,  No.  5  (1876),  No,  27.] 

He  thought,  after  that,  that  the  House 
would  be  satisfied  that  Mr.  Baring  was 
doing  liis  duty  well  and  efficiently,  for 
he  did  not  think  that  anybody  could 
read  that  letter  without  seeing  that  Mr. 
Baring  did  not  wish  to  keep  back  any- 
thing, and  that  he  was  doing  his  duty 
in  no  spirit  of  partizansbip  one  way  or 
the  other.  He  could  not  imagine  how 
the  spirit  of  partizansbip  had  crept  into 
the  discussion ;  but,  after  all,  that  was 
not  the  matter  they  had  to  consider.  He 
was  quite  certain  that  there  was  not  a 
man  in  the  House  who  did  not  feel  the 
gravity  of  the  subject  of  these  atrocities, 
and  no  man  felt  it  more  than  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  therefore  thought  the 
House  would  be  willing  to  leave  the 
matter  now  in  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  feeling  perfectly  certain 
that  measures  would  be  taken  to  bring 
those  atrocities  to  an  end  and  their  per- 
petrators to  justice.  He  wished  to  read 
the  following  passage  from  these  papers 
with  reference  to  the  proclamation 
issued  by  the  Grand  Vizier : — 

**  The  Grand  Yizier  has  addressed  the  follow- 
ing telegraphic  order  to  the  Qoveniors  General 


of  the  Provinces  of  Adrianople,  the  Danube, 
Bosnia,  and  Monastir,  and  to  Abdul-Kerim 
Pasha,  the  Generalissimo  of  the  Turkish  forcop, 
at  Head-Quarters  at  Nish.  The  telegram  is 
dated  the  2oth  inst.  (Tuesday  last) : — *  I  have 
juflf  learnt  that  there  are,  among  the  voluntt'ers 
of  the  Army  Corps  at  Widdin,  men  who  have 
sold  as  slaves  children  of  both  sexes,  of  which 
they  obtained  possession  during  their  expedition 
into  Serna.  This  is  an  act  which  I  formally  re- 
prove, and  its  authors  must  not  escape  the 
punishment  it  entails.  Henceforth,  all  i>er8ons 
who  shall  sell  or  buy  children  of  either  «^x, 
whether  coming  from  Servia  or  any  other  pliic<^, 
shall  be  immediatt»ly  punished  with  the  jMimlty 
of  death.  Those  who  may  have  bought  childn>n 
of  this  kind  are  summoned  to  give  them  uj)  to 
the  local  authorities  within  a  given  period,  and 
all  contraveners  of  these  orders  will  bo  con- 
demned to  death.  Those  who  are  found  to  bo 
going  to  the  war  for  the  puri)ose  of  committing 
acts  of  outrage  and  pillage  will  be  at  once  sent 
back  to  their  homes.  You  are  rtniucstrd  U^  give 
publicity  to  these  deci8i<ms  by  printed  ])n>clama- 
tion,  and  to  use  every  possible  vigiliiuco  in 
carr^'ing  them  into  execution." 

Her  Majesty's  Government,  after  the  Ee- 
ports  they  had  received,  would,  of  course, 
take  the  matter  into  their  seriou.^  conside- 
ration ;  but  it  would  involve  a  considerable 
amount  of  thought  liow  the  influence  of 
that  House,  of  the  people  of  England, 
and,  he  might  say,  of  all  the  friends  of 
humanity,  should  be  brought  to  bear  on 
the  scenes  where  those  acts  had  occurred, 
and  he  thought  the  House  would  agree 
with  him  that  if  the  Government  were 
to  attempt  anything  like  force,  it  would 
at  once  lead  to  complications  in  Europe 
which  might  be  the  cause  of  greater 
barbarities  than  any  which  had  hitherto 
taken  place.  We  must  take  care  that 
these  atrocious  acts  were  not  taken 
advantage  of  to  carry  out  a  policy 
hostile  to  England  as  well  as  to 
Turkey.  The  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow had  spoken  of  there  having  been 
no  Bulgarian  insurrection  at  all ;  but 
they  would  find  that  the  insurrection 
not  only  had  not  suddenly  sprung  up, 
but  that  for  months  and  months  it  had 
been  extending ;  and,  dreadful  as  those 
atrocities  had  been,  there  was  no  doubt 
that  the  Bulgarians  would  not  have  been 
disturbed  in  the  prosperity  they  were 
enjoying  only  10  months  ago  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  machinations  of  those 
persons  who  were  the  first  to  produce 
the  insurrection.  He  would  not  say 
who  those  persons  were,  but  would  leave 
hon.  Memoers  to  judge  for  themselves 
when  they  saw  the  Papers. 

The  Marqubss  of  HAETTNGTON: 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
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of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  has  com- 
plained that  there  has  been  a  disposition 
in  this  and  other  questions  to  give  them 
a  partizan  character;  but  I  am  sure 
there  is  no  disposition  in  the  House  to 
make  this  in  any  degree  a  Party  ques- 
tion ;  and  if  it  has  in  any  degree  assumed 
a  Party  aspect,  I  cannot  think  it  has 
been  the  fault  of,  or  that  it  is  felt 
to  be  so,  by  hon.  Members  who  sit  on 
this  side.  It  was  quite  unnecessary  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  disclaim  for  the 
Government,  and  for  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, any  possible  sympathy  with 
the  perpetrators  of  those  outrages.  No 
such  idea  ever  entered  the  mind  of  any 
hon.  Gentleman.  But  what  was  felt 
when  the  first  Questions  were  asked  on 
this  subject  was,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment seemed  to  be  rather  unwilling 
to  believe  the  charges  brought  against 
a  friendly  Power,  and  too  ready  to  lend 
credence  to  the  representations  of  that 
Power,  and  did  not  take  sufficiently 
prompt  and  energetic  measures  to  ascer- 
tain what  was  the  real  state  of  the  case, 
and  then  to  remonstrate  with  the  Govern- 
ment that  was  responsible  for  it.  From 
the  statement  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Bourke)  has  been  able  make  this 
evening,  and  from  the  contents  of  the 
Papers  which  are  to  be  laid  on  the  Table, 
I  am  afraid  it  is  becoming  apparent  that 
after  all  there  has  been  very  little  exag- 
geration of  these  atrocities  ;  and  the 
House  must  recollect  that  the  despatch 
which  my  hon.  Friend  has  read,  full  as 
that  despatch  was  of  horrible  accounts 
of  what  had  taken  place,  was  not  of 
nearly  so  late  a  date  as  the  despatches  of 
21ie  Daily  JS'ews  upon  this  subject.  The 
despatch  the  hon.  Member  read  was 
dated  July  2i2nd,  and  the  accounts  which 
liave  been  sent  to  The  Ihiily  News  are 
dated  July  31st  and  August  3rd.  We 
are  most  of  us  tolerably  well  aware  of 
the  responsible  character  of  the  gentle- 
men who  are  employed  by  the  Ijondon 
newspapers  upon  missions  such  ns  that 
upon  whicli  the  correspondent  of  Hie 
iJaily  Ktirs  is  employed,  and  if  it  were 
necessary  I  have  no  doubt  there  are 
many  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  House  who 
could  sa}'  they  are  personally  acquainted 
with  the  gentleman  who  represents  The 
Daily  Nexcs  in  Turkey,  and  who  would 
testify  to  the  general  trustworthiness  of 
the  statements  he  may  make.  It  is 
hardly  credible  that,  while  apparently 
personally  accompanying  Mr.   Baring, 

27ie  Marquess  of  Hartingtan 


this    newspaper   correepondent  aIiobU 
misrepresent  the    thin^    that  he  hil 
himself  seen.     It  is  quite  poemUe  tb: 
a    newspaper    correRpondent   may  U 
misled  by  reports   that   are  brongiit  to 
him ;  it  is  quite  possible  also  tbat  \t 
may  give  an  exaggerated  colour  to  thw 
reports;  but  it  is  hardly  conceiTablethiti 
gentleman  representing  an  importaiit  nd 
influential  English  paper  would  be  guiltT 
of  any  mis-statement,  which  could  \t 
very  shortly  contradicted,  of  those  thing! 
that  he  had  seen    with   his  own  erti 
Therefore,  Sir,  I  fear  that  in  the  accoasti 
that  have  been  given  by  the  correspcB- 
dent  of  The  Daily  ^ews   there  is  tcit 
little,  if  any,  exaggeration  whatever,  ud 
there  is  very  little  reason  to  hope  thii 
there  was  any  reason  for  exaggentii| 
them.    But  what    can  we    have  moR 
frightful  than  the  statement  in  the  de^ 
spatch  just  read  to  us  that  Mr.  BaiiBf 
has  very  little  doubt   but    that  12,0M 
Bulgarians  have  perished  ?     We  han 
heard  nothing  of  any  severe  fighting  ii 
Bulgaria.     Sir   Henry   SUiot    has  boI 
made   Her  Majesty's    Oovemment  m* 
quainted  with  any  severe  fighting  thm. 
If,  therefore,  Mr.  Baring    has  come  to 
the    conclusion     that     something    likt 
12,000  Bulgarians  have  perished  in  the 
insurrection,  is  there  not  reason  to  fetr 
that  the  greater  part  of  that  rnunba 
have  been  massacred    in    cold  blood? 
There  is  every  excuse  for  Her  Majestr'i 
Government  having  desired  to  ream 
favourably  the  representations  made  by 
a  friendly  Power,  but  I  think  the  Honi 
has  some  right  to  ask  for  explanatiosi 
from  them  as  to  the  reason  why  th*y 
have  not  hitherto  been  better  informed 
on  this  subject.     It  seems  to  me,  I  mnS 
say,  a  remarkable  thing,  when  there  hu 
been  slaughter  of  this  description— I  do 
not  say  whether  in  cx)ld  blood  or  not— in 
one  of  the  Provinces  of  Turkey,  that  xu 
intelligence  of  these    atrocities    shooU 
have  reached  Sir  Henry  Elliot.     Beff- 
rence  has  been  made  to  despatches  which 
were  laid  on  the  Table  a  short  time  ago. 
and  I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  refer  to 
one  or  two  of  those  despatches.  On  JuIt6. 
writing  to  Lord  Derby,  Sir  Henxy  Elhot 
says  that  with  reference  to  the  ezcessc* 
committed  in  the  suppression  of  the  ut- 
surrection,  there  haa  undoubtedly  beei 
great  excesses,  as  was  inevitable  fitm 
the  nature  of  the  Force  which  the  Port* 
was  obliged  to  employ,  but  that  it  was 
equally  certain  that  the  details  whii^ 
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.  were  given,  coming  as  they  did  almost 
exclusively  from  Bussian  and  Bulgarian 
sources,  were  so  monstrously  exagge- 
rated as  to  deprive  them  of  credit.  Now, 
I  can  hardly  think  if  Sir  Henry  Elliot 
had  heen  in  possession  of  anything  like 
accurate  information,  such  as  that  con- 
tained in  Mr.  Baring's  Beport,  that 
these  are  the  terms  in  which  he 
would  have  written  of  those  atro- 
cities. On  the  14th  of  July  Sir  Henry 
£lliot  reported  that  he  had  an  interview 
with  a  Bulgarian,  on  whom  he  could 
rely,  who  assured  him  that  the  accounts 

Suhlished  were  grossly  exaggerated.  It 
oes  appear  to  me  that  Sir  Henry  Elliot 
does  not  possess  the  means  which  he 
ought  to  possess  of  being  made  aware 
of  what  is  going  on  in  the  Provinces  of 
Turkey.  If  Sir  Henry  Elliot  had  had  at 
his  disposal  more  full  and  trustworthy 
sources  of  information,  I  cannot  help 
thinking  a  knowledge  of  these  proceed- 
ings would  sooner  have  reached  his 
ears,  and  through  him  the  English 
Government;  and  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  been  in 
possession  of  the  evidence  which  ought 
to  have  reached  him  he  would  not  have 
treated  the  first  Question  on  this  subject 
in  the  manner  he  did.  I  trust  my  hon. 
Friend  will  endeavour  to  have  these 
Papers  laid  on  the  Table  with  as  little 
delay  as  possible,  so  that  it  may  be  in 
the  power  of  the  House,  if  necessary, 
to  have  one  more  opportunity  before  it 
separates  of  expressing  its  opinion  upon 
these  matters.  My  hon.  Friend  said  it 
would  be  a  matter  of  grave  considera- 
tion how  the  influence  of  the  House,  the 
Qovemment,  and  the  people  of  this 
country  can  be  brought  to  bear  upon 
the  Turkish  Government.  It  may  be 
a  matter  for  the  Government  to  consider 
how  the  influence  of  the  Government 
.  and  of  Parliament  is  to  be  brought  to 
bear,  but  there  can  be  no  doubt  what- 
ever that  the  influence  of  this  people 
has  been  brought  to  bear,  and  will 
from  day  to  day  be  brought  to  bear 
more  strongly  upon  the  Turkish  Go- 
yemment.  In  this  way  the  Turkish  Go- 
yemment  will  know  it,  and  the  sooner 
our  Gbvemment  represent  to  them  the 
better,  that  unless  some  complete  de- 
fence ag^ainst  these  terrible  atrocities 
can  be  put  forward,  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment will  lose  as  it  has  lost,  and  is 
rapidly  daily  losing,  all  traces  of  the 


sympathy  previously  shown  it.  I  do 
trust  that  the  influence  of  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  exerted  to  make  known 
these  facts  to  the  Turkish  Government. 
I  do  not  think  that  even  the  Turkish 
Government  can  consider  a  fact  of  this 
nature  an  unimportant  matter.  To  be 
deprived  of  the  sympathy  of  a  country 
like  England,  which  has  always  to  the 
best  of  its  ability  befriended  Turkey, 
cannot  be  matter  of  indifl'erence  to  the 
Turkish  Government.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  possible  for  the  Government  to  speak 
in  too  strong  terms  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Turkish  Government,  and  of  the  course 
which  it  is  too  clear  has  been  taken  during 
the  continuance  and  in  the  suppression 
of  this  insurrection. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Besolutions  [August  5]  reported. 

First  Seven  Besolutions  agreed  to. 

The  Eighth  Besolution  read  a  second 
time. 

PERU— THE  CASE  OF  THE  "TALISMAN." 

BESOLUTION. 

Dr.  CAMERON,  in  rising  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £2,000, 
being  the  amount  of  the  salary  of  the 
British  Minister  Besident  and  Consul 
General  in  Peru,  said,  he  did  so  on  ac- 
count of  the  conduct  of  our  Bepresen- 
tatives  in  Peru  in  connection  with  the 
Talisman  case.  The  points  of*  that  case 
were  briefly  these — the  Talisman,  a  Bri- 
tish steamer,  manned  by  British  sub- 
jects, was  chartered  by  some  evil-disposed 
persons  for  the  secret  purpose  of  carrying 
munitions  of  war  and  a  band  of  revolu- 
tionists into  Peru,  with  the  view  of  there 
raising  a  revolution.  The  revolutionists 
embarked  at  a  Chilian  port,  and  it  was 
not  till  they  were  at  sea  and  off  the  coast 
of  Peru  that  they  declared  ttemselves  in 
their  true  colours,  armed  themselves, 
and  took  possession  of  the  vessel.  They 
ordered  the  vessel  into  Pacasmayo  Bay, 
where  the  captain  went  ashore,  accom- 
panied by  the  second  mate  and  three 
sailors.  They  were  at  once  taken  pri- 
soners, and  it  was  not  till  after  the 
capture  that  the  first  act  of  violence  and 
overt  insurrection  was  committed.  This 
consisted  in  the  insurgents  firing  upon 
some  soldiers  who  were  sent  to  take  the 
ship  and  driving  them  off.    The  insur- 
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jr--t=  :''^-r..  Tr;:>i  arT:=  is  ibrir  Lanir.  '  ca]*!  ii:»T  l»e  separat-ed  from  ih«L 
c-  ••  .•-'..-> I  '."-r  (TrT  ro  ^-ji,  tbr  Tr-^iSrl  0-31  EH  1  that  Le  zuast  l»e  held  as  «KiVjb-« 
r:  I-'i-i*-:- .v..  s'lUTr^-Tiirii  &]  .r-2"  :br  c-ia-T  :ti  ir*  api-r^sJ  axid  its  confiF«qQ^ii04L 
::'!!!  :'r.vv  irrlv-i  a:  YI'. -w^Lrrr-r  There* v-i  Th€'  :::"*"a-Tic-€-  of  thi*  "wa?  so  fia^rct 
&Tji  \rh'rr  -^^Th  :a:krii  Tr'v»i;er?  Vt  Tie  Thai,  oii  Jui.e  7.  L<:»rd  r^erV^j  wr>:r  » 
P-riTiL-,  fr-r.-rlsii  Hajf^tr  on  TLr  2Ld  verr  sTr-.r, 3- despatch  10  P€-ro-  demui- 
X  TrV-'  rT.  :S74.  Tir  fi^iurTriiTs  Tnatiii?  inc"  That  Kinz  shciald  ai  ozl•^e  w  Rum- 
T".-:r  er  a^r'-^'  '■  fi^rrT.  T:.e  Te«srl  wi?  iere-i.  Bt  This  time  the  Siprem*  Coit: 
£•  ■'■'.'  -  '•.  r'  *:  _' "it  0  r f  're  The  Peru vi  as  in  Peru  L  ai  pr-^n  ^•un  c-ed  ji  ^x  -icmen t  in  tie 
P:'7-r  '?  "r:*.  V"!  wa?  r:'«T  c-oni-nnei  aT^T>e-&l  oa^erinuallTconfirEaimr  the  *j- 
t!-IJ  :7.e.  '^7o.  nvr-n-as  an  ay-T'-al  l>ij^i  T-n:^  of  banishment.  On  thi*  'v-cas-.a 
in  T?:e  '-a-e  <!:*T»'=-^'=-i  of  t:'!  I»eK:-enil»er.  none  -'if  the  pr:*:»ner5  appealed,  so  tha: 
'ih'^j.  B  ::  in  I'r- -:r:Ver.  1^1  A,  she  t as  the  Peruvian  <j:«Tenimeiit  micht.  -wiri 
zri'jT.  :TT-^'2'.\T.r  a'  1  fi^-j-a'^Iv  enji'lored  The  in''ist  T'^rftsn  di^rnirr.  have  comr-li^d 
l-y  :!:•:  P-r:v:a\  'f  •v^mTn-nT  a«  a  tr«>:'p-  wi:h  The  den^and  for  Kin^"*  libcrati-'c: 
K'-ip.  The  '.r-"3r  TTrre  a:  nrsT  iTipre**^  Vat  now  ihe  Peruvian  auth ori tie*  sreppsd 
It  The  P-ririin  a-:Thor:::r«  in  Peruvian  in  "^rizh  an  appeal,  asd  the  res^nh  va* 
«-:.':'«  -"'f  T&r  -T-jiired  on  active  aiervic-e.  that  afrer  one  vear  and  ten  months'  im- 
&:- :  were.  re.  :Le  ^-t  pre^^i  -n  nf  :he  ins'ir-  '  prisonnient  The  faTe  of  ih«>5e  wretibed 
T-r^ilr:  w:.:  h  re:,  i-rei  T':eir  services  men  t  as  «ril]  undecided.  Till  their  !:!>** 
val  .I'-le.  v-:,T  to  p»r;<  a.  where,  after  an  ,  ra:ion  ha^i  l»eexi  obtained  one  did  n>S 
i!=-:rc;:  r.^i-rz^zitzi  f 'T  12  iii'LThs.  th-y  like  to  stir  the  question  of  eonipensat:-j<n 
■wer-  ]!'--ra:'^i  \ri:hont  trial,  f-n  the  elTher  fi.r  The  illegal  detention  of  the 
gr  iir,  1  T-.aT  There  was  no:  suSeient  crew  or  the  murder  of  Siblej,  For  the 
'^T  -:\\  :  r  ha::  linj  tr.em  over  To  the  delay  ThaT  had  occurred  he  held  the  E*^ 
f.T.'iAr.-^'.  a*i:ri'r::i-*.  The  rapTain  ani  presenTaTives  of  Great  Britain  in  P«-rn 
TTo  ::.r;:-^  Tr-r^.  h  .'W-v^r.  hand-rd  over  ^-'^  be  T-">  a  crreai  degree  r^-«pon^ble.  mod 
t*  :h-  ori*:.:r;al  auTh -rities  for  trial,  it  was  f'-r  This  reason  that  he  pr»-»p"«d 
Ai'-  T  £*  i-'ay  in  insTlTJTinz  pr-'-e^iinirs  'he  rfduoTiou  of  the  Vote  before  tb? 
ai'si:.-*  •."::• -.i.  Thi. h. -inirrPvnfs  Treaty  H-^use.  Had  our  Repre$entatiTe»  kept 
'-•'  iij-i*.:  -.*  t  '  'J-.  er;:i:>i  them  t>  be  *eT  *i"vemment  fully  and  promptly  advisAi 
:r-  -.  •  r  •'  ii'.j*  "v*-re  in*:i":T-- i  aj^ain^t  "f  *he  variou*  c:n:-um*Tances  of  the  ci«e 
•"■.-:..  p.  :  r-.  h  T.  ver.  :]:ey  had  gr -ne  he  wa*  c-erTain  That  this  or.mrry  T'-^oId 
f:".  ^'■■'•v.  :♦:-  nrs:  ::.a:e.  was  a-sas-  have  interfer-id  lone  as^*>.  at  a  time  when 
s":. -.■•  1  :•.  T-ri-T..  Tn  April  :a-r  th- '  its  inTerference  would  hare  been  mu-h 
,-.,,.,.:..  n-  .1  ^.---"j-.]  zr.'i*-'  w-re  s"^''-"?T^d  more  e!}r:^;T:v-='.  The  fir*i  incident  which 
:•  a  *.  -:  r::-/..  Tie  T»r.  Car^-rc^n  i:  was  The  duty  of  the  British  Minister 
':-r  \  '■.'-  1  l.r.^--  alvi-i-d'y.  fir  he  was  in  t»  report  was  The  outrag-e  on  the  British 
n  T-  -;•;  :.  T  ►  kr.  i-.r  -hat  '-n  the  24Th  ot  ^^e.  which  was  perpetrated  irh«*n  the 
M  ir .;.  :'•.-  F  ir-i^i  *'».*fi''-^  wa«  in  T»'"'>ses-  '  Ta.i^man.  six  months  before  condemna- 
*:  n  •  :  ::-:or!:.'i:i  "U  to  the  effe:-:  that,  if  *i'>E.  was  used  by  the  PemTians  as  a 
*;.'-  f-i'^'^-.n  Tsni  «^*'-i:"»nd  mate  were  fund  ■  *.i'«>vemn:ent  transport.  This  oatras^ 
;:;:!".•.  ::..-y  w.uM  be  s^-nreneed  to  a  '  Mr.   March,   had  reported,   but  it  was 
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T-n  -:.  ■'.:.■;  a  Trl-sram  re^-eived  on  April — .-^  — .«im  «^-- 

i:j'.  1  fi:.:.  ■m-'-d  the  far-:  to  the  Foreiim  vice  of  Pem,  Three  men  were  impressed 
r»::i  -.  li  it  :•:•-  fii'-t  :har  the  s^^-nten-  e  •-•»  b'»ard  the  gunb-Mt  Chaliro.  and  ac- 
ws*  k-. -vr;  :.- ^;rly  a  m-n-h  before  th.=-  *'^a]iy  puT  into  Peruvian  uniform.  The 
t  !.• !  .-:  -:  :  ::.-  T!iil  ^h'^«ws  that  the  rT*:  -if  the  crew  were  kept  for  five  we«rks 
M'.  1  •  TJ-'r-j"  T  li  a  :  r»"^2''»L:*='  C"»'»n'-!u«i-'n.  atter  their  captuT>?  on  b^.^rd  the  iron-olad 
^  V-  \\.  c:  T :  i-r^  • ;:  I  1  :  jtt  i  by  1 1  ad  i  ■»-  k  -^w  •  *  '"i"'.  wh  il  e  t  h  at  vessel  was  engraged  on 
n:-*- •  t\:-  J:r:ri:.:r--:!.- nt.  wr.ioh.  under  a«.tive  service  c«:^nnect«d  with  the  suppres- 
or  ;!:.'::;.■  ■  ::::;*•  dL-es.  w-.uid  havf*  be«^n  J'i'-'n  •»!  the  insurrection  in  the  south:  they 
Lit  -iT-^'i-i-t'i  t 'rv.  Kir-iT.  th-  ^e^.  on  d  I  ^'-re  w...rked  exact  Iv  like  the  vessel's  own 
n;a*--.  t  •  k  r.  •  ]  irt  in  T}ie  app-al.  and  \  ••  rew.  and  tilt?  one  distinction  made  was 
pr.t-.-t- i  fija:\-T  i: :  but  it  -^aVheldthat  i  that  they  received  no  pay.  The  engineer 


\i\<  ra^-  h-.viiijr  b»^en  ol;  liri-^-d  with  i  ^as  impressed  to  work  the  engines  of 
tho-e  "f  IIm  1 1  «.k  and  the  two  Pen '.-ro- i  the  Tuit^mc*)  when  she  was  employed 
lists  who  w<.re  tried  along  with  them,  i  as  a  Government  transport.   And  yes  this 
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impressment  was  the  only  one  alluded 
to  in  the  despatches  sent  home  by  our 
Bepresentatives,  and  that  in  connection 
solely  with  the  employment  of  the  vessel 
before  her  condemnation.  The  impress- 
ment of  British  sailors  on  board  foreign 
war  ships  appeared  to  him  a  most  serious 
matter,  one  regarding  which  the  Eepre- 
sentatives  of  our  country  should  have 
carefully  informed  themselves  and  re- 
ported to  the  Foreign  Office.  Instead  of 
this  not  one  word  was  to  be  found  in  the 
Papers  recently  laid  before  the  House 
abouttheimpressmentofthese  men,  either 
on  board  the  Uuascar  or  the  Chalico,  Then 
the  crew  had  been  illegally  detained  for  a 
year  against  the  Peruvian  Constitution 
and  against  Peru's  Treaty  obligations  to 
this  country,  on  an  extraordinary  opinion 
of  the  Peruvian  Attorney  General — that 
the  sailor  witnesses  and  documents  in  a 
prize  case  both  came  under  the  category 
of  productions,  and  that  they  must  be 
detained  in  custody  of  the  Prize  Court 
until  the  conclusion  of  the  case.  This 
extraordinary  opinion  was  allowed  not 
only  to  over- ride  the  opinion  of  the  Judge 
of  the  Court — who  desired  to  set  the 
men  at  liberty — but  Peru's  Treaty  obli- 
gations to  this  country,  under  which  the 
men  were  entitled  to  be  brought  to  trial 
without  delay  or  else  to  be  liberated. 
And  yet  our  Representatives  in  Pt^ru,  as 
far  as  could  be  seen  from  the  Papers 
laid  before  Parliament,  had  said  not  one 
word  on  the  subject. 

Mk.  speaker  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  matter  to  which  he 
was  referring  had  formed  the  subject  of 
a  long  debate  in  the  earlier  part  of  the 
Session,  and  that  it  was  out  of  Order 
to  enter  into  a  fresh  discussion  on  the 
matter  unless  it  distinctly  referred  to  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  immediately  before 
the  House. 

Dr.  CAMERON  replied  that  his  in- 
tention was  to  show  that  the  British 
Representative  in  Peru  had  not  kept 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  informed  re- 
garding many  material  points  in  the  case, 
which,  had  they  been  known,  would  have 
had  an  important  effect  on  our  national 
policy  in  the  matter,  and  his  argument 
would  be  directed  to  show  that  for  this 
reason  the  Vote  might  be  curtailed 
without  disadvantage  to  the  efficiency 
of  our  diplomatic  service.  He  accused 
Mr.  St.  John,  doubtless  through  insuffi- 
cient information,  but  it  was  his  duty 
jto  have  sufficiently  informed  himself,  of 


having  misled  the  Government  on  various 
material  points.  Thus,  in  reply  to  com- 
plaints as  to  the  prison  of  Casa  Matas, 
in  a  despatch  dated  August  25,  Mr.  St. 
John  had  spoken  of  it  as  spacious  and 
airy,  though  very  gloomy.  In  reality, 
its  state  was  such  a  scandal  that  the 
Peruvians  themselves  very  shortly  after- 
wards condemned  it,  and  on  October  1 9th 
Mr.  St.  John  was  obliged  very  mate- 
rially to  modify  his  previous  picture, 
and  to  admit  that  the  cells  had  been 
lately  unequivocally  condemned  by  one 
of  the  principal  Judges,  and  that  they 
were  totally  unfit  to  be  used  as  a  gaol. 
Again,  a  great  aggravation  in  the  con- 
dition of  the  prisoners  was  to  be  found 
in  the  character  of  the  desperadoes  with 
whom  they  were  locked  up.  This  had 
been  misrepresented  by  Mr.  St.  John, 
and  it  was  not  until  Sibley  had 
been  murdered  by  a  fellow -prisoner  that 
the  complaints  which  he  (Dr.  Cameron) 
had  so  often  made  on  the  subject  were 
credited.  As  the  circumstances  of 
Sibley's  murder  were  not  known  in  this 
country,  and  as  rumour  had  been  circu- 
lated that  they  were  in  some  manner 
discreditable  to  the  murdered  man,  he 
would  briefly  describe  them.  He  held 
in  his  hand  various  declarations  on  the 
subject — one  made  by  the  warder  of 
Casa  Matas  to  the  Criminal  Judge  ;  one 
from  Bell,  a  prisoner  whoso  hard  case 
was  familiar  to  everyone  who  had  read 
Papers  recently  laid  before  the  House  ; 
one  from  Izatt,  the  mate  of  a  Liverpool 
vessel,  who  for  some  trifling  iiidiscn*tion 
which  he  had  committed  while  on  shore, 
iiad  been  placed  in  gaol  and  kept  there 
for  the  last  eight  or  nine  months,  and 
from  others,  and  they  all  agreed  as  to 
the  facts  of  the  case.  An  E<j[ua(lorian 
prisoner  named  Viteri  had  attempted  to 
take  up  his  quarters  in  a  room  occu[)ied 
by  Sibley  and  a  Spanish  prisoner  named 
Mourgan.  Mourgan  complained  to  the 
warder,  and  Viteri  was  ordered  out. 
He  shortly  after  returned  and  assaulted 
Mourgan.  Sibley  interfered  to  protect 
him,  whereupon  Viteri  struck  him  three 
times.  At  last  Sibley  struck  him  back 
in  self-defence,  upon  which  Viteri  drew 
a  knife  and  stabbed  Sibley  in  several 
places.  The  warder  of  the  prison  added 
to  his  account  of  the  affair  the  statement 
that  Sibley  had  always  conducted  him- 
self well  and  peaceably,  whereas  Viteri 
was  notoriously  a  man  of  bad  character. 
He  might  add  that  he  had  been  informed 
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that  Viteri  had  been  sentenced  to  12 
years'  imprisonment  for  the  murder ; 
that  he  was  regarded  by  his  mates  as 
quite  a  hero  for  having  killed  an  Eng- 
liiihman ;  and  that,  in  order  to  add  to 
his  laurels,  he  threatened  to  do  for 
King,  tlio  second  mate,  on  the  first  op- 
portunity. The  case  for  the  two  men 
still  in  prison  was  very  strong.  In  the 
first  place,  neither  of  them  having  been 
in  flagrante  delicto^  they  were  clearly 
entitled  to  the  protection  provided  for 
under  the  Trf^aty  to  which  he  had  before 
referred.  They,  in  common  with  the 
rest,  had  been  illegally  detained  for  12 
months  pending  the  settlement  of  the 
prize  case.  Even  after  they  were  handed 
over  to  the  criminal  authorities  another 
delay  had  occurred,  such  as  entitled 
them  under  the  Treaty  to  be  set  free. 
King's  case  was  especially  strong;  he 
had  been  one  of  those  against  whom  the 
Peruvian  Government  had  so  little  to 
urge  that  he  was  promised  his  libera- 
tion. He  had  accepted  the  sentence  of 
banishment,  and  was  only  too  anxious 
to  get  away.  But  even  in  this  case  the 
baneful  influence  of  our  diplomatic  Be- 
presentative  had  been  felt,  for  even  here 
he  found  the  Peruvian  Attorney  Gene- 
ral of  the  Supreme  Court  urging  in  his 
appeal  of  May  5,  as  a  reason  why  a 
more  serious  sentence  should  be  pro- 
nounced upon  the  prisoners — 

"  That  ho  had  heard  tho  diplomatic  Repre- 
sentative of  England  remark  that  he  also  un- 
der8too<i  that  the  Talisman  could  only  bo  con- 
sidered a  pirate," 

and  that,  if  that  gentleman  was  of  that 
opinion,  it  was  clear  that  a  much  heavier 
sentence  was  demanded  than  that  which 
had  been  pronounced.  In  conclusion, 
the  hon.  Member  remarked  that  he  had 
carefully  abstained  from  going  into  the 
merits  of  the  case  so  as  to  provoke  any 
expression  regarding  them  which  might 
prejudice  the  cause  of  the  prisoners  still 
in  Peru.  He  had  confined  himself 
strictly  to  tlie  lep;al  aspect  of  the  case, 
and  to  tho  Vote  l)efore  the  House.  They 
had  it,  on  the  authority  of  the  Peruvian 
Governmont,  that  although  this  country 
had  considered  it  its  duty  to  interfere 
diplomatically  in  the  case,  its  interfer- 
ence had  resulted  in  nothing,  as  the 
case  had  gone  on  precisely  as  if  no 
such  interference  had  taken  place.  If 
they  could  do  no  good,  he  begged  them 
to  beware  of  doing  harm  by  entering 
into  unnecessary  and  useless  arguments ; 

J)r,  Cameron 


to  overturn  conclusioiis  which  the  Fen- 
vian  authorities  and  Courts  themaelTei 
admitted.  The  prisoner  King,  in  writii| 
lately  to  his  sister,  after  describing  n 
interview  which  he  had  just  had  witk 
the  Acting  Minister  and  Consul,  and  bk 
unsatisfactory  experiences,  so  £iir  as  or- 
respondence  with  them  was  oonoenwd, 
and  how  the  Minister  had  requested  hia 
in  future  to  write  to  him  direct,  ai  the 
letters  were  often  delayed  at  the  Conn- 
late,  wound  up  thus — 

*'  So  between  one  and  the  other,  I  do  net 
know  which  to  write  to ;  but  I  think  the  b^t 
thing  I  can  do  is  never  to  mind  wmstinf^  pa 
and  paper  on  them,  but  buy  tobacoo  with  tht 
money." 

He  (Dr.  Cameron)  thought  that  in  ooa- 
nection  with  the  Vote  before  the  Hoon, 
they  would  do  well  to  take  a  leaf  ont  of 
the  book  of  Eling's  philosophy,  and 
think  twice  before  thej  expended  tbn 
£2,000  in  maintaining  a  diplonude 
establishment  apparency  of  such  veiy 
questionable  value.  ]^  would  mom 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
'*  £163,163,"  and  insert  "  £161,1«," 
— {Dr,  Cameron,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  £163,163 
stand  part  of  the  said  Resolution." 

Mr.  BOUBKE  said,  that  he  had  no 
inclination  to  dispute  a  great  deal  that 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow;  but  the  hon.  Member  seemed 
to  forget  that  the  Government  were  at 
that  moment  pressing  very  seriooflly 
their  claims  on  the  subject  upon  tha 
Peruvian  Government,  and  were  doing 
their  best,  and  fully  expected  to  obtain 
the  release  of  the  two  prisoners.  They 
had  done  so,  he  believed,  in  language 
that  was  stronger  than  had  ever  befbre 
been  used  by  one  friendly  Ghovemment 
to  another;  and  therefore  all  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  said  as  to  keeping 
these  men  in  prison,  he  (Mr.  Bourke) 
was  not  inclined  to  dispute.  On  the 
contrary,  it  was  a  part  of  the  case  that 
the  Goverument  were  at  that  moment 
presenting  to  the  Peruvian  Ghovemment. 
He,  however,  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  doing  the 
cause,  which  he  had  at  heart,  very  great 
injury,  and  putting  these  men  in  much 
more  peril  than  they  were  befote  he 
took  the  course  which  he  had  purraed. 
Tho  first  thing  Her  Majesty's  Gorem* 
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ment  were  prepared  to  do  was  to  get 
tiiese  men  out  of  prison,  and  to  obtain 
their  release,  and  therefore  he  was  not 
going  to  say  one  word  on  that  occasion 
JM  to  any  question  with  regard  to  com- 
pensation, and  what  claim  Her  Ma- 
lettty's  Gk)vemment  might  or  might  not 
liaTe  to  make  against  the  Peruvian  G-o- 
Temment  hereafter ;  because  what  they 
took  their  stand  upon  was  this — that 
"whether  these  persons  were  guilty  or 
not,  they  had  been  kept  such  a  long 
time  in  prison  that  the  Government 
had  now  a  right  to  ask  for  their  release ; 
and  further  that  bringing  them  to  trial 
liad  been  protracted  under  so  many  pre- 
tences that  it  was  impossible  that  tiiey 
could  concur  in  it.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  did  not  know  whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  had  any 
serious  intention  to  press  his  Motion  to 
a  division ;  but  if  that  was  his  intention 
then  he  (Mr.  Bourke)  must  go  into  the 
whole  question,  for  it  was  obviously  a 
Motion  that  the  Government  could  not 
possibly  accept. 

^  Db.  CAMERON  said,  that  under  the 
circumstances  he  would  not  press  his 
Motion. 

Mr.  bourke  said,  in  that  case  it 
would  be  only  necessary  for  him  to  de- 
tain the  House  a  very  few  minutes,  and 
he  would  say  only  this — Representing 
as  he  did  the  Foreign  Office,  it  was  his 
duty  to  defend  those  members  of  the 
diplomatic  service  who  might  be  unfairly 
attacked.  Now,  the  charge  brought 
against  Mr.  St.  John,  which  woidd  now 
be  promulgated  in  all  the  newspapers, 
and  go  all  over  the  world,  was  one  which 
seriously  affected  his  professional  cha- 
racter. He  was  satisfied  that  it  would 
be  unfair  to  Mr.  St.  John  that  the 
slightest  slur  should  rest  upon  him  for 
anything  that  had  occurred.  The  early 
put  of  the  transaction  had  nothing  in 
the  world  to  do  with  Mr.  St.  John,  for 
he  was  many  hundred  miles  away  when 
it  occurred,  and  he  (Mr.  Bourke)  was  fully 
prepared  to  say  that  Mr.  St.  John  was  a 
most  valuable  and  indefatigable  public 
servant,  and  the  Government  were  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  what  had  taken 
place  so  far  as  Mr.  St.  John  was  con- 
cerned. He  had  done  very  good  service 
to  his  country.  Some  months  ag^  he 
caught  fever,  and  they  all  knew  what 
Pemvian  fever  was;  but  he  remained 
affainst  the  opinion  of  all  his  medical 
•dTiflers  in  Irem,    and   said   that  he 


would  not  leave  the  country  until  these 
men  were  out  of  prison,  and  idtimately 
it  was  only  upon  the  strongest  advice 
and  upon  the  statement  that  it  would 
be  nothing  less  than  committing  suicide 
for  him  longer  to  remain  that  he  left 
Peru  a  few  weeks  ago.  It  was  due  to 
Mr.  St.  John,  after  the  aspersions  upon 
his  character,  to  say  these  few  words. 
He  (Mr.  Bourke)  believed  that  he  had 
done  his  duty  most  thoroughly.  As  to  the 
claim  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  against  the  Peruvian  Government, 
further  Papers  would  be  laid  on  the 
Table  in  the  course  of  a  few  days.  Not 
very  long  ago,  he  read  to  the  House  a 
strong  extract  from  a  message  which 
had  been  sent  to  Peru.  Another  dispatch 
of  even  more  stringent  character  had 
been  written,  and  he  did  not  think  it  was 
possible  to  address  a  friendly  Govern- 
ment in  stronger  terms. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  he  should 
like  to  know  what  was  the  strong  lan- 
guage that  had  been  used?  The  re- 
monstrances of  the  Government  had 
been  productive  of  very  little  result 
hitherto,  and  all  he  knew  was  that  his 
unfortunate  fellow-subjects  had  been  in 
prison  for  a  most  unreasonable  length  of 
time.  All  Mr.  St.  John  had  been  able 
to  do  had  not  yet  been  sufficient  to 
secure  the  release  of  the  prisoners.  He 
had  been  powerless  to  set  them  free,  and 
he  (Mr.  Anderson)  wished  to  know  what 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intended  to 
do  if  the  strong  words  recently  used 
towards  Peru  were  similarly  unsuccess- 
ful? 

Mr.  BOURKE  woidd  not  anticipate 
what  the  result  of  the  last  despatch 
would  be.  All  he  would  say  was  what 
was  the  opinion  of  the  persons  who  were 
best  informed  upon  the  subject.  Within 
the  last  few  days  a  new  President  had 
been  elected  in  Peru  ;  and,  the  persons 
to  whom  he  (Mr.  Bourke)  had  referred 
were  of  opinion  that  this  new  President 
was  likely  to  take  a  more  energetic  course 
than  that  followed  by  his  Predecessor, 
and  that  in  all  probability  the  case  would 
be  satisfactorily  settled.  The  last  Pre- 
sident was  a  person  who  strongly  ob- 
jected to  anythmg  like  foreign  interven- 
tion, and  was  inclined  to  resent  it ; 
whereas,  he  was  told  that  his  Successor 
was  a  person  who  was  inclined  to  attend 
to  a  friendly  representation  made  to  the 
Peruvian  Government.  While  the  Go- 
vernment had  hitherto  done  their  best. 
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at  the  same  time  he  wished  the  House 
to  understand  that  the  Government  had 
not  taken  steps  a2:ainst  the  Government 
of  Peru  which  they  would  not  have 
taken  under  the  same  circumstances  in 
the  case  of  a  stronger  Power.  That  was 
one  of  the  principles  upon  which  they 
acted,  and  they  were  doubly  cautious 
when  the  Power  they  had  to  deal  with 
was  a  weak  instead  of  a  strong  one.  As 
to  what  ulterior  measures  might  be  taken 
that  was  not  a  question  for  diplomacy. 
Diplomacy  was  carried  on  up  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  and  then  it  could  go  no 
further,  and  what  might  be  the  ulterior 
result  it  was  not  for  him  to  say. 

Mr.  M'LAEEN  said,  he  had  read 
the  Papers  very  carefully,  and  he  must 
say  that  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  conduct  of  our  Minister  at 
Peru,  long  after  the  case  occurred,  was 
anything  but  energetic.  He  did  not 
blame  the  present  Government,  because 
the  period  to  which  he  referred  was  be- 
fore the  Government  knew  an3rthing 
about  the  case;  but  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  if  the  vessel  had  been  an 
American  vessel,  and  our  Minister  an 
American  Minister,  with  their  mode  of 
dealing  with  such  questions,  our  sailors 
would  have  been  liberated  from  prison 
long  ago.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  did  think  that  our  Minister  had  been 
verv*  much  indeed  to  blame,  and  that  the 
Motion  made  by  his  lion.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  was 
a  very  fitting  one. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Subsequent  Nine  Resolutions  agreed 
to. 

The  Eighteenth  Resolution  read  a 
second  time. 


THE    DUKE   OF    SClIOMBERCi'S    PEN- 
SION—CO^IM  UTATION. 

RESOLUTIOX. 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  before  the  Re- 
solution was  passed,  he  desired  to  make 
a  few  observations.  To  put  himself  in 
Order  he  bogged  to  move  that  the  amount 
be  not  allowed.  He  did  that,  not  be- 
cause he  disapproved  of  the  course  the 
Government  had  adopted  in  commuting 
this  Pension.  On  the  contrary,  he  ap- 
proved of  the  arrangement  b}'  which  the 
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annual  payment  was  to  be  commuted^ 
the  payment  of  a  lump  sum.     It  vu  n- 
desirable,   however,    for  the  subject  H 
pass  out  of  conBideration  without  foni 
remark.     Hon.  Members  might  not  li 
aware  of  the  circumstances  under  vfaid 
this  large  pension    was   granted.   lb 
facts  were  these — The  pension  vas  ooi- 
ferred  on  the   family   of  the  Duk»  i 
Schomberg  in    1690.      This    noblmia 
was  one  of  the  Dutch  followers  and  f^ 
vourites  who  were   imported  into  tb 
country  by  the  Prince  of  Orange.   Hi 
was  made  Commander  of  the  Army,  ui 
sent  to  Ireland  to  suppress  the  riitin^i 
the  partizans  of  King  James.     He  i« 
general    of   the    Enj^lish    Forces  tks 
fought  the  famous  battle  of  the  Bom 
and  when  directing  his  troops,  wasUM 
by  an  accidental  shot  irom  one  of  la 
own  soldiers.  His  patron,  King  Williia 
conferred  upon  his  family  a  pen^oa  i 
£4,000  a-year.     This  was  paid  theok 
some  time,  but  in  1 702  the  amount  w» 
reduced  from  £4,000  to   £2,600  a-yec 
which  was  settled  on  his  family  forertt. 
The  grant  had  been    partly  commntf^ 
since  that  time,  and  now  the  sum  piii 
was,  he  believed,  something  like  £!,!•• 
per  annum.     The  present  holder  <^  tk 
pension  had  received  it  for  20  yean,  ui 
had  got  from   the    Exchequer  of  tUi 
country  no  less   a  sum    than   £42.000. 
Indeed,  the  full  amount  that  had  beca 
paid  to  the  heirs  of  the  Duke  of  Schom- 
berg since  the  battle  of  the  Boyne  ba^ 
been    little  short   of    half-a-million  d 
money.     He  did  not  wish  to  conuD«ni 
adversely  either  on  the  militaxy  or  [«■ 
sonal  character  of  the  Duke.     No  doabl 
he  was  an  able  soldier,  and  as  far  as  b 
(Mr.  Cowen)  knew,  a  worthy  man.   Ba: 
one  or  two  facts  should  be  recollected. 
At  the  time  he  was  killed   he  wai  (Hi 
years  of  age.     He  was  not  an  £ngll4 
general,   but  a  soldier  of  fortune.    Hi 
had  served  in  the  Dutch,  French,  Portn- 
guese,  and  Brandenbui-g  Armies  befoze 
became  to  England.     Indeed,  he  plared 
his  sword  and  his  services  at  the  disposal 
of  any  Government  in  Europe  that  would 
pay  for  them.     He  was   a    Manhal  of 
France,  a  Generalissimo  of  Prassia,  a 
Grandee  of  Portugal,    and    a  Duke  of 
England.     The  heirs  of  the  man  vho 
had  so  many  claims  upon  the  considers 
tion  of  other  nations  ought  not  to  haw 
entailed  upon  the  heavily- taxed  peopb 
of  this  country  such  a  larg^e  sum  as  that 
he  had  just  mentioned.     He  did  not  dia- 
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Approve  of  the  principle  of  pensioning 
•nocessful  military  or  naval  commanders, 
:flMii  who  had  served  their  country, 
•iiher  in  the  field  or  on  the  sea,  they  were 
•ntitled  not  only  to  recompense,  but  to 
luindsome  recompense.  He  would  treat 
mch  men  not  only  liberally,  but  gene- 
cously.  He  could  conceive  instances 
when  these  pensions  ought  to  descend  to 
their  wives  and  families  for  the  first,  and 
jposAibly  the  second  generation ;  but 
Barely  there  was  neither  justice  nor  fair 
play  in  saddling  the  revenues  of  this 
country  with  a  payment  of  £500,000 
'during  the  last  200  years  for  the  services 
that  this  Dutch  partizan  of  our  Whig 
Xing  had  rendered.  He  knew  that  he 
eould  not  carry  the  House  in  a  division 
•gainst  the  pension,  but  it  was  incum- 
bent on  someone  to  make  this  protest 
before  payment  was  actually  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  ''  That  the  said 
Xesolution  be  not  agreed  to."  —  Mr, 
J'Msph  Cowen,) 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  could 
not  discuss  the  justice  of  the  payment. 
AVL  he  could  say  was,  that  the  amount 
they  now  wished  to  vote  was  simply  the 
eommutation  of  an  annual  sum  that  had 
been  paid  for  nearly  two  centuries. 
Some  200  years  ago  a  sum  was  charged 
<m  the  Post  Office  revenues  for  the  heirs 
of  the  Duke  of  Schomberg,  and  the  only 
efleot  of  the  hon.  Member's  Motion,  if 
earned,  would  be  that  this  pension 
would  continue  to  be  charged  on  the 
fbnd.  It  was  a  charge  effected  by  Act 
<if  Parliament,  and  could  only  be  re- 
pealed by  Act  of  Parliament.  He  hardly 
thought  Parliament  would  repeal  an 
Act  which  gave  certain  persons  an  actual 
property  in  an  income  amounting  to 
j£  1,080  a-year.  It  would  be  an  act  of 
eonfiseation,  and  a  precedent  which  he 
believed  the  hon.  &entleman  himself 
would  be  slow  to  set.  The  question  for 
the  House  to  consider  was  whether  they 
should  pay  a  round  sum  and  be  done 
with  the  pension,  or  they  would  keep  on 
paying  the  annuity  as  heretofore. 

De.  lush  quite  approved  of  the 
oouTse  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
had  taken  in  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  payment.  He  thought  it 
a  meet  objectionable  one,  and  the  prac- 
tice of  gpranting  hereditary  pensions 
ought  to  be  disoontiuued.  *He  under- 
stood that  hie  hon.  Friend's  object  in 


calling  attention  to  the  matter  was  more 
to  protest  against  such  grants  in  the 
future  than  as  an  attempt  to  evade  any 
responsibility  the  nation  was  now  under. 

Lord  ELCHO  was  of  opinion  that 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  would  amount  not  only  to  con- 
fiscation, but  to  repudiation. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN,  in  reply,  said,  he 
would  not  put  the  House  to  the  trouble 
of  dividing.  As  he  had  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  calling  attention  to  the  subject 
he  would  withdraw  his  Resolution,  and 
the  payment,  which  they  could  not 
evade,  woidd  have  to  be  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Eesolution  agreed  to, 

Bemaining  Besolutions  agreed  to, 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— REPORT. 
Eesolution  [August  5]  reported. 

Lord  ELCHO  wished  to  know  why 
no  sum  had  been  taken  in  the  Estimates, 
as  had  been  proposed  some  time  since, 
for  the  erection  of  a  new  War  Office, 
the  present  building  being  wholly 
unfit  for  habitation  ?  He  hoped  that 
next  year  some  steps  would  be  taken 
either  to  improve  the  old  office,  or  to 
erect  a  new  one.  It  by  no  moans  followed 
that  a  new  building  woidd  necessarily 
be  a  healthy  one,  for  he  understood  that 
there  were  three  inches  of  sewage  flowing 
in  the  basement  of  the  new  Foreign  and 
India  Offices. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  took  that 
opportunity  of  asking  some  explanation 
with  reference  to  the  Vote  of  £40,000 
in  aid  of  the  revenues  of  Fiji,  and  said, 
that  last  year  the  noble  Earl  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies  stated 
it  had  been  proposed  to  advance  £  100,000 
to  the  colony  ;  but  when  the  Papers 
came  in  he  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  could 
only  find  that  they  had  voted  £40,000. 
It  seemed  that  the  noble  Earl,  the  Co- 
lonial Secretary,  had  engaged  to  make 
a  distinct  advance  of  £100,000,  rather 
than  grant  a  loan  of  the  same  amount, 
but  he  promised  only  £40,000  for  last 
year  and  the  balance  £60,000,  this  year. 
What  he  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  com- 
plained of  was,  that  when  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies  moved 
the  Vote  of  £40,000  last  year,  he  did 
not  say  a  word  about  the  further  Vote 
of  £60,000  which  was  to  be  asked  for 
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this  year.  No  doubt  the  omission  was 
unintentional ;  but  it  was  one  that  should 
not  have  occurred.  In  conclusion,  he 
wished  to  say  that  he  had  read  with 
regret  the  refusal  of  the  colony  of  New 
South  Wales  to  contribute  to  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Fiji  colony  after  the  pro- 
mise of  the  previous  Governor  that  it 
should  bear  one-half. 

Mb.  W.  H.  S^IITH,  in  reply  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Hudding- 
tonshire  (Lord  Elcho),  said,  that  ar- 
rangements would  be  made  to  place  the 
War  Office  in  a  perfect  sanitarj'  con- 
dition. The  erection  of  a  new  office  was 
a  matter  of  such  importance  as  to  require 
the  most  serious  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  the  noble  Lord  had 
given  sufficient  reasons  to  justify  their 
hesitation  in  embarking  on  so  g^at  an 
enteri)rize,  for  it  did  not  appear  to  be  a 
matter  of  certainty  that  a  new  building 
would  be  superior  to  an  old  one  in 
matters  of  sanitary  arrangement.  With 
respect  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Chelsea,  it  ap- 
peared from  Uamard  X\i2X  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
made  no  reference  to  the  Tote  of  £60,000 
for  Fiji  this  year,  when  moving  a  Vote 
of  £40,000  for  it  last  year.  The  original 
proposal  was  made  to  guarantee  a  loan 
of  £100,000  ;  but  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exdiequer  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
come  to  Parliament  for  the  sum  that 
mijjht  be  ncLt»ssary,  and  ho  hoped  that 
so  hirjjo  a  sum  as  £100,000  would  not 
be  requirtd.  That  was  the  limit  of 
liability,  and  he  had  good  reason  to 
hope  that  the  revenues  of  the  colony  | 
would  afterwards  be  sufficient  to  meet  ; 
its  requirements,  and  ultimately  the 
money  advanced  would  be  repaid. 

Eesolution  agreed  to. 

APPELLATE  JURISDICTIOX  BILL. 

"^Lordsr-     'Bill  111.1 

;.V.-.   -i:.'.w...ry    (7,  v'-J.'.; 

co^TMiTrtE.      [^Progress  7fh  July.'] 

Bill  con  folder  td  in  Ci^mmittee. 
Jlti  the  Committee.^ 

Clause  6  ^Appointment  of  Ltirds  of 
Appeal  in  L'rdiuary  by  ller  ^Iajesty\ 

Mr.  Serjeant  SIMON  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  2.  line  33,  to  omit 
all  the  words  alter  •'shall'*  down  to 
•■lougtr  "  in  the  following  line,  the  ef- 
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feet  of  the  Amendment  being  that  a  M 
of  Appeal  should  still  be  summoned  oi 
sit  and  vote  in  the  House  of  Lords  ifts 
he  had  ceased  to  be  a  Lord  of  AppeiL 
The  hon .  and  learned  Member  said,  he  hi 
an  insurmountable  objection  to  them 
of  Peerages  that   were  to  be  creAted  bi 
the  Bill,  contending  that  they  v««  o- 
consistent  with  the  dignity  of  the  Fm- 
age.     There  would  be  Peerages  for  Ml 
Peerages  during  pleasure,  and  Peen^ 
during  good  behaviour.     Hethoagtail 
would  be  unwise  to  introduce  this  nonl 
kind  of  Peerage.     There    was  nothia{ 
analogous  to  them.     They  were  not  lib 
the  Scotch  and  Irish  Peerages.    Ih« 
were  represented  in  the  House  of  Loidi 
and  there  was  no  analogy  between  tha 
and  the  Bishops  who  were  Lords  of  ?» 
liament,  not  Peers,  and  sat  aaoneoftk 
three  Estates  of  the  fiealm,  repreoeatai 
the  Church  which  was  always  represem 
by  her  Prelates,    notwithstanding  tk 
death  or  retirement  of  any  one  of  thea 
But  these  new  Lords  of  ParliamenL  ■ 
some  called  them,  or  Peers  as  they  woi 
spoken  of  elsewhere  by  the  Lord  CW 
cellor,  Lord  Selbome,  and  Lord  Hadi» 
ley,   represented    nothing,    and  in  At 
event  of  their  ceasing   to  be  Lords  tf 
Appeal  woiild  be  themselves  unicp^ 
sented,  for  being  Lords  of  ParliamAL 
it  woidd  be,  he  took  it,  unconstitntioMl 
for  them  to  vote  at  the  election  of  Hca- 
bers  of  the  House  of  Commons.    Intbii 
aspect,  they  would  be  worse  off  than  i 
retired  Bishop,  he  ceased  therebj  to  bf  i 
Lord  of  Parliament,   and  might' coanforf 
himself  on  his  retirement  with  the  efcc* 
toral  franchise.  In  fact,  these  new  Pt« 
or  Lords  of  Parliament    would  fonn  i 
new  caste,  and  might  be  called  the  ntt- 
casts  of  the  State.     No  man  of  fint-n» 
ability  or  position  at  the  Bar,  snchai 
they  had  been  accustomed  to  see  hold- 
ing the  Great  Seal  or  otherwise  nisedv 
the  Peerage,  would  be  tempted  to  aeeifC 
these  new  places.     Men   of  thi«  sta&9* 
of  those  who  had  hitherto  been  the  LtV 
Lords,  would  refuse  to  fill  the  secondary 
rank  in  the  Peerage  proposed  bj  thii 
clause,  and  to  act   the  part  of  Pnifl* 
Judges  in  the  House  of  Lords.    Theie 
appointments,  he  thought,  would  hivcr 
the  judicial  character  of  the  House  cf 
Lords,  and  would  lead  to  political  sab- 
serviency  on  the  part  of  those  who  hcU 
them.    The  weak   man  would  ^1<»y  is 
office  in  order  that  he  might  retain  hii 
dignity  as  a  sitting  Member  of  the  Hi«m 
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of  Lords,  or  he  might  court  Gk>Yemment 
tKwova  by  political  subserviency  in  order 
ttat  he  might  be  made  a  hereditary 
Pleer ;  while  the  man  of  high  spirit  and 
independence,  whose  talents  might  be 
Bade  available  to  the  country,  even 
fhough  he  had  ceased  to  be  a  Lord  of 
Appeal,  would  be  relegated  to  private 
life  and  obscurity,  because  he  had  failed 
to  court  or  to  conciliate  Party  favour. 
On  all  these  grounds,  and  on  many 
others  which  uie  lateness  of  the  hour 
prevented  him  going  into,  he  had  the 
most  decided  objection  to  the  clause  as 
it  stood  in  the  Bill,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  Committee  would  agree  to  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pa^  2,  line  33,  after  the  word  "  shall,'*  to 
leave  out  the  words  '*  daring  the  time  that  he 
eontinaes  in  his  office  as  a  Lord  of  Appeal  in 
Ordinary   and    no   longer."  —  {Mr,    Serjeant 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tla 


use. 


8iB  GEORGE  BOWTER  expressed  a 
Iiope  that  the  Government  woiild  not 
allow  the  clause  to  be  altered,  as  it  was 
in  strict  accordance  with  the  ancient 
Constitution  of  the  country,  the  House 
of  Lords  having  enjoyed  its  judicial 
•oharacter  long  anterior  to  the  time  when 
it  became  a  legislative  Body.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dewsbury  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  argued 
that  these  J  udges  were  to  be  made  Peers, 
Imt  the  fact  was  they  would  only  be 
Iiords  of  Parliament ;  they  woiild  only 
liave  to  aid  the  House  of  Lords  in  de- 
termining appeals.  It  was  true  they 
were  to  sit  and  vote,  but  they  would  not 
le  Peers ;  their  position  would  resemble 
■  that  of  the  Bishops,  who  also  were  Lords 
of  Parliament,  not  Peers.  The  here- 
ditaiy  character  of  the  House  of  Lords 
was  Uie  real  essence  of  the  Peerage,  and 
where  there  was  not  a  hereditary  right 
there  was  no  Peerage.  To  show  that 
the  Bishops  were  not  Peers,  he  would 
juat  state  that  if  a  Bishop  were  charged 
with  felony,  he  would  not,  as  a  Peer 
would  be  under  similar  circumstances, 
be  tried  by  the  Court  of  the  High  Steward 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  but  by  an  ordi- 
naiy  jury,  like  any  other  commoner. 
Theee  would  not  be  ''Peers  made  by 
atatute,"  for  the  Act  would  simply  em- 
power the  Queen  to  make  a  liord  of 


Parliament,  and  if  he  resigned  his  office 
he  would,  like  a  Bishop  who  resigned, 
be  no  longer  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  would  no  longer  be  sum- 
moned to  sit  there.  There  were  Consti- 
tutional objections  to  the  creation  of  life 
Peerages,  as  it  would  tend  to  degrade 
the  House  of  Lords  to  the  level  of  those 
miserable  Senates  which  existed  in  Con- 
tinental countries,  and  this  was  probably 
the  reason  why  the  Bill  did  not  propose 
to  make  life  Peers. 

Mb.  GREGORY  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. He  thought  it  would  be  a  degra- 
dation of  men  of  high  legal  training, 
having  made  them  Barons  with  the  right 
of  taking  part  in  all  the  discussions  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  whether  judicial  or 
legislative,  to  turn  round  upon  them 
when  they  had  given  their  best  services 
to  the  country,  and  tell  them  they  should 
no  longer  enjoy  those  privileges.  There 
would,  he  believed,  be  a  difficulty  in 
finding  men  to  take  the  office  under  such 
conditions.  It  would,  too,  when  men 
had  grown  old,  prevent  them  from  re- 
signing, and  thus  they  might  have  a 
number  of  effete  Judges  exercising  the 
function  of  Judges  of  Appeal. 

Sib  henry  JAMES  said,  that  the 
House  of  Lords  had  already  determined 
that  there  should  be  no  judicial  Peers 
for  life,  and  appealed  to  the  House  whe- 
ther, in  these  circumstances,  it  was  worth 
while  to  discuss  the  question.  Hitherto 
the  elevation  of  a  man  to  a  Judgeship 
placed  him  beyond  political  partizan- 
ship ;  but  this  Bill  placed  four  Judges 
in  a  political  arena,  and  the  Amendment 
would  give  the  Government  an  unlimited 
power  of  increasing  the  number  of  poli- 
tical partizans  in  tlie  other  House  by 
appointing  Judges  who  might  resign 
soon  after  their  appointment.  As  to  the 
statement  that  the  condition  attached  to 
the  acceptance  of  these  high  offices  would 
be  considered  by  eminent  men  as  an  in- 
siilt,  he  would  ask  whether  a  clergyman 
considered  it  an  insult  to  be  asked  to 
become  a  Bishop  upon  a  precisely  similar 
footing  with  regard  to  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  hoped  the  Government  would 
not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  W.  M.  TORRENS  maintained 
that  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords 
against  Peerages  for  life  ought  not  to  be 
any  difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  House  of 
Commons  doing  what  was  right  in  the 
matter.  In  the  passage  of  the  Bill 
through  their  Lordships'  House  Lord 


763 


Appellate 


{COMMONS! 


JurifdieiUm  BUL 


Cairns,  Lord  Selbome,  and  Lord  Ha- 
therley  had  never  treated  these  Lords  of 
Appeal  as  other  Peers.  He  (Mr.  Tor- 
rens)  had  found  by  reference  to  the  re- 
cords that  20  years  ago  a  Bill  was  sent 
down  from  the  House  of  Lords  pro- 
posing to  create  Peers  for  life,  and  Lord 
Palmerston  moved  its  second  reading  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  Bill  was 
opposed  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  Lord  Eussell, 
and  Sir  James  Graham,  because  one  of 
its  clauses  provided  that  Lords  of  Ap- 
peal in  ordinary  should  be  chosen  from 
the  Judges,  without  being  Peers,  as  well 
as  Peers  for  life.  Independent  Members 
were  induced  to  oppose  the  Bill,  and  it 
was  lost  because  it  was  not  solely  for  the 
creation  of  Peerages  for  life.  The  House 
of  Lords  had  taken  back  their  jurisdic- 
tion, and  it  was  for  Parliament  to  see 
that  that  jurisdiction  was  a  reality.  He 
would  remind  the  House  that  this  was 
not  the  first  time  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  had  the  power  of  revising  the 
indiscretion  of  the  House  of  Lords  in 
regard  to  its  own  constitution.  There 
was  a  strong  feeling  in  favour  of  modi- 
fying the  present  clause,  and  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  be  deterred 
from  undertaking  the  task  by  any 
false  delicacy  towards  the  House  of 
Lords. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  felt  satisfaction  in  approaching  the 
discussion  of  that  Amendment,  because 
he  felt  that  after  they  had  dealt  with 
it  they  would  get  on  rapidly  with  tlie 
Bill.  The  matter  raised  by  the  Amend- 
ment, no  doubt,  was  important,  but  the 
question  was  not  whether  they  should 
create  life  Peerages  or  not,  but  simply 
whether  the  eminent  persons  who  were 
to  be  created  Lords  of  Appeal,  Assistants 
in  Administering  the  Appellate  Juris- 
diction of  the  House  of  Lords,  were, 
after  they  ceased  to  be  Lords  of  Appeal, 
to  sit  in  that  House  and  vote  or  not. 
The  question  was  one  of  interest  to  those 
who  might  be  created  Lords  of  Appeal ; 
and  it  was  of  serious  importance  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  because  it  miglit  trench 
on  the  constitution  of  that  House.  Far 
bo  it  from  him  to  contend  that  the  House 
ofCommonsshouldsuccunib  to,  or  become 
subservient  to,  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament ;  but  in  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion they  should  bear  in  mind  they  were 
dealing  with  the  privileges  and  the  con- 
stitution of  the  House  of  Lords.  If 
they    rejected    the    Amendment,    they 
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should  be  doing  no  injustice  to  ft 
eminent  persons  who  were  to  1»  i| 
pointed,  because  they  would  mi 
the  appointment  with  the  foil  bv 
ledge  that  they  would  cease  to  k 
the  right  of  sitting  and  voting 
the  House  of  Lords  when  thev  ew 
to  hold  office.  On  the  other  hiai 
the  Amendment  were  accepted,  a  ■ 
tempting  bait  would  be  offered,  i 
they  would  secure  a  more  perfect! 
complete  tribunal.  But  then  thejin 
be  trenching  on  the  privileges  of 
House  of  Lords,  for  there  could  b« 
doubt  that  the  House  of  Lords  n 
tained  a  strong  repugnance  to  the  < 
tion  of  life  Peerap^es,  and  if  they  pt 
the  Amendment  they  would  compel' 
House  to  accent  life  Peers  against  t 
own  wish  ana  desire.  In  1856  in 
1869  the  question  of  life  Peerages 
discussed  in  the  House  of  Lords,  u 
the  conclusion  arrived  at  was  not  i 
life  Peerages  were  illegal,  it  cezti 
was  that  they  were  undesirable  aod 
expedient.  No  doubt,  if  Parliu 
chose  to  clothe  Her  Majesty  with 
authority  to  do  so,  she  could  iiuli 
life  Peerages ;  hut  tlie  sole  question 
them  was  whether  it  was  expedient* 
that  should  be  done.  The  hon. 
learned  !^^embe^  for  Dewsbnnr  ' 
Serjeant  Simon)  said  that  when  tl 
Assistant  Lords  of  Appeal  ceased 
hold  office  they  would  occupy  an  i 
malous  position ;  hut  no  doubt  ' 
would  retain  their  office  as  long  ai  t 
were  capable  of  discharging  the  di 
of  their  office.  It  would  he  veir  < 
gerous  to  place  in  the  hands  of  a'ft 
Minister  the  power  of  creating  at  anj] 
ticularjunctureof  politics  a  numberoJ 
Peers  under  the  disguise  of  appoin 
Assistant  Lords  of  Appeal.  What 
Government  wanted  to  do  waf 
strengthen  the  Appellate  Jurisdic 
of  the  House  of  Lords  by  provi^ 
them  with  able  and  dignified  As»st 
who  would  be  well  paid  for  their 
vices;  and  also  to  strengthen  and 
prove  the  Intermediate  Court  of  An 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Meml 
Amendment  were  adopted,  the  B 
of  Ijords  would  be  certain  to  wjec 
and  the  result  would  be  that  a  g 
and  beneficial  measure  would  be  '. 
at  all  events,  for  the  present  Sesnon 
Mr.  Serjeant  SIMON  said,  hk 
jection  was  a  purely  practical  one. 
believed  that  if  they  adopted  th«  | 
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of  the  Ooyernment  they  would 
be  able  to  obtain  men  of  the  highest 
lity,  such  as  had  held  the  Great  Seal, 
these  offices,  and  they  would  fail  to 
iprove  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the 
[ouse  of  Lords.     He  should  therefore 
o^pvess  his  Amendment  to  a  division. 

j^     Question  put. 

In     The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  107; 
.moes  30  :  Majority  77. 

8ia  EARDLEY  WILMOT,  in  moving 
an  Amendment,  in  page  2,  line  36, 
'jtofker  "  heirs,"  to  add— 

*•  Provided  always,  That  when  under  the  pro- 
%faion8  of  this  Act,  or  at  any  time  hereafter, 
Nk  Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  shall, 
l:^^Miile  he  is  such  Judge,  he  appointed  a  Lord  of 
t>4.Vpeal  in  Ordinary,  he  shaU  not  receive  a  less 
'  WtHry  than  he  was  entitled  to  receive  while 
Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice," 

;*%urged  that  in  'constituting  a  Supreme 
^Oourt  of  Appeal  it  was  most  desirable 
'ihat  the  highest  judicial  talent  and  the 
[jBMet  matured  judicial  learning  and  ex- 
[:^rience  should    be  imported    into  it. 
[  Srue  it  was  that  at  the  present  time  the 
['Souse  of  Lords  was  exceedingly  rich  in 
legal  ability,  as  they  had  there  not  only 
4ilie  Lord  Chancellor,   but  other  legal 
Amctionaries  no  longer  in  office,  among 
.whom  might  be  recorded  the  very  emi- 
iilMit  names    of   Lord    Selbome,   Lord 
Hatherley,   Lord  Penzance,    and  Lord 
^Hagan.      Those    distinguished    men 
rere  admissible  into  the  proposed  Court 
i^  Appeal  under  the  2nd  section  of  the 
'-Sill;  but  the   time  might  come  when 
tte  House  of  Lords  would  not  be  so 
Igtfted  with  judicial  ability  and  autho- 
rity, and  in  such  a  case  it  would  be  very 
desirable  that  the  doors  of  the  new  Court 
\  diould  be  open  to  the  Chief  Justices  and 
'  Jiord  Chief  Baron,  whose  presence  would 

Flatly  enhance  its  dignity  and  weight. 
was.  for  that  reason  he  (Sir  Eardley 
f'Wilmot)  proposed  his  present  Amend- 
ment.    With  the  salary  of  £6,000,  as 
ttl  present  proposed,  it  could  not  be  ex- 
l^eeted    that    the  Chiefs  would  accept 
t  ^pointments,  their  acceptance  of  which 
i 'Srould  entail  upon  them  a  loss  of  salary, 
I  without  corresponding  other  advantages. 
The  question  of  the  Judicial  Peerage 
tad  already  been  discussed  under  the 
4jDiiendment  of  his   hon.  and  learned 
friend  the  Member  for  Dewsbury  (Mr. 
Jeijeant  Simon),  and  he  should  be  out 
if  Order  in  again  adverting  to  it  then. 


But  his  Amendment  as  to  salaries  had 
been  objected  to  as  offering  promotion 
to  Judges.  He  would  remind  the 
Committee  of  several  eminent  names, 
where  Judges  holding  highly  honour- 
able but  inferior  posts,  had  been  trans- 
ferred to  more  exalted  offices,  with  great 
advantage  to  the  country,  and  without 
the  slightest  impeachment  or  sacrifice  of 
their  moral  independence.  Campbell, 
Cranworth,  Truro,  Hatherley,  were  all 
Judges  before  they  became  Lords  Chan- 
cellors, and  no  one  found  fault  with 
their  elevation  because  they  had  pre- 
viously sat  on  the  Judicial  Bench.  Say 
what  men  might,  the  hope  of  promotion 
in  every  station  of  life,  the  highest  as 
well  as  the  lowest,  was  a  most  powerful 
stimulus  and  incentive  to  increased  exer- 
tion in  the  path  of  duty.  Under  the 
present  provisions  of  the  Bill,  the  two 
new  Lords  of  Appeal  would  actually 
take  social  precedence  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  England,  and  would  continue 
to  do  so,  in  every  case  where  he  did 
not  happen  to  be  a  Peer  of  the  Eealm. 
Even  their  eldest  sons,  as  the  Com- 
mittee were  at  present  advised,  would 
take  precedence  of  the  Ijord  Chief  Jus- 
tices and  Lord  Chief  Baron,  if  Com- 
moners. Influenced  by  these  reasons, 
he  appealed  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  who  was  then  present  and  had 
introduced  the  Bill,  to  accept  his  Amend- 
ment. The  Puisne  Judges  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  Judicature  were  eligible 
under  the  2nd  section  after  two  years' 
holding  of  the  judicial  office,  and  the 
principle  of  promotion  was  directly  sanc- 
tioned and  recognized  in  their  case,  and 
why  should  a  hard-and-fast  rule  be  laid 
down  directly  opposite  in  principle,  by 
which  they  would  lose  the  advantage 
and  opportunity  of  inviting  such  men 
as  Sir  Alexander  Cockburn  and  Sir 
FitzEoy  Kelly,  to  add  strength  and  lustre 
to  the  highest  legal  tribunal  in  the 
Kingdom  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  op- 
posed the  Amendment,  because  he 
thought  it  would  be  undesirable  to  take 
away  either  of  the  Chief  Justices  or 
Chief  Baron  from'  the  High  Court  of 
Justice,  and  because  he  thought  it 
would  be  unwise  to  make  such  a  differ- 
ence of  salary  as  that  proposed. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  BEEESFOED  HOPE  (for  Mr. 
Hbyqate)  moved;  as  an  Amendment,  in 


767 


AppetlaU 


(COMMONS) 


JurudietUm  Bill. 


:68 


page  3,  line  4,  after  "  Privy  Council," 
to  add — 

"Nothing  in  the  Order  of  Conncil  of  the 
twentieth  day  of  February,  one  thousand  six 
hundred  and  twent^'-seven,  or  in  any  other 
Order  in  Council,  rule,  or  practice  of  the  Privy 
Council,  or  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  shall,  for  the  future,  be  construed 
to  prevent  any  member  or  members  of  the  said 
Judicial  Committee,  when  sitting  at  the  hearing 
of  any  appeal  or  petition,  from  delivering  his  or 
their  separate  opinion  or  judgment  as  to  the 
report  which  should  be  made  to  Her  Majesty 
upon  the  said  appeal  or  petition." 

In  the  unfortunate  absence  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Leicestershire 
(Mr.  Hey  gate)  it  had  devolved  upon  him 
to  move  an  Amendment,  in  which,  how- 
ever, he  thoroughly  agreed,  providing 
that  the  Members  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee should  deliver  their  judgments 
separately,  instead  of,  as  at  present, 
settling  a  report  in  private,  in  which  of 
course  the  majority  prevailed,  how- 
ever narrow  it  might  be.  He  assumed 
that  the  general  object  of  the  Acts  for 
the  reform  of  the  judicial  system,  of 
which  the  present  Bill  was  the  conclud- 
ing one,  was  to  produce  uniformity  of 
procedure,  if  so,  his  Amendment  came 
with  the  strongest  recommendation,  for 
the  Judicial  Committee  was  peculiar  and 
unique  in  its  present  practice.  This  had 
nothing  to  recommend  it  in  itself,  for  it 
was  the  sole  creation  of  certain  Orders  of 
February  20,  1627.  It  was,  in  fact,  the 
survival  of  the  procedure  of  that  bye- 
word  for  tyranny — the  Sfar  Chamber,  a 
fact  not  likely  to  recommend  it  now  for 
continuance.  These  Orders  laid  down, 
among  other  matters,  that — 

"  The  Ijords  are,  by  questions  or  otherwise,  to 
inform  themselves  of  the  truth  of  the  matter 
of  fact,  but  not  to  discover  any  opinions  till  all 
be  fully  heard;'* 

and  he  put  it  to  the  Committee,  if  the 
Judicial  Committee  did  not,  in  its  several 
members  contravene  this  order  every 
time  it  sat.  The  practical  result  of  this 
way  of  deciding,  by  a  report  in  which 
the  minority  had  to  bend  to  the  majority, 
was  that  the  real  minds  of  the  jurists 
making  up  the  Court  was  never  reached. 
He  appealed  to  the  Committee,  if  the 
great  value  of  a  Court  of  Appeal,  as  of  a 
Court  sitting  in  Banco^  was  not  this  very 
circumstance  of  the  various  lights  thrown 
upon  a  question  by  the  acute  but  dis- 
similar adjudicating  intellects.  This  in 
the  Judicial  Committee  was  replaced  by 
a  washed  out  compromise,  an  essay  from 
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which  the  spirit  had  evai>orated,  but 
which,  from  the  form  in  which  it  was 
cast,  had  the  false  air  of  a  aort  of  edict 
or  institute  of  law  when  it  was,  after  all, 
only  a  body  of  reasons  for  the  real  judg- 
ment which  ambuscaded  behind  it.  He 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  FARLEY  LEITH  believed  that 
the  present  mode  of  delivering  judgment 
was  one  of  the  best  characteristics  of  the 
Court,  which,  it  should  be  remembered, 
was  one  of  Final  Appeal.  It  mattered  not 
therefore  whether  one  Judge  was  dissen- 
tient or  not,  where  there  were  four 
sitting,  and  could  be  of  no  avail  to  the 
suitor.  He  thought  it  undesirable  that 
the  Judges  should  give  their  opinions 
seriatim f  as  it  was  better  that  the  Court 
should  appear  to  be  unanimous  in  giving 
a  decision.  He  therefore'  opposed  the 
Amendment. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that,  properly  speaking, *no  judgment  at 
all  was  given  in  the  Privy  Council,  but 
advice  was  given  to  Her  Majesty.  Be- 
sides, the  procedure  of  the  Privy  Council 
was  not  a  matter  that  was  germane  to 
the  Bill.  If  any  alteration  were  needed, 
it  had  better  be  made  by  means  of  an 
Order  in  Council. 

Mr.  butt  thought  that  the  first  was 
a  reason  against  any  judgment  at  all 
being  given,  but  he  admitted  that  the 
Amendment  was  not  germane  to  the 
subject  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  his  experience 
was  that  the  judgments  given  in  the 
Privy  Council  were  most  satisfactory; 
and  he  feared  that  if  individual  judg- 
ments were  given  on  Indian  appeals  the 
Natives  would  not  be  satisfied  whenever 
any  difference  of  opinion  amongst  the 
Judges  was  apparent. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  WATKIN  WILLIAMS  proposed 
to  amend  the  clause  by  inserting  a 
Proviso — 

"  That  the  appointment  of  Lords  of  Appeal  in 
Ordinary  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall 
in  no  way  affect  or  alter  the  duty  of  such  Peen 
of  Parliament  as  have  held  any  of  the  high 
judicial  offices  aforesaid  to  attend,  at  the  hearing 
and  determination  of  appeals  in  the  House  of 
Lords." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  op- 
posed  the  Amendment,  which  he  de- 
scribed as  a  statutory  scarecrow. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


?«  AfpOfU  (ATrmrar?,  1876] 
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CSaaM  7  (Hearing  and  determination 
of  appesls  during  prorogation). 

Mb.  WATKIN  WILLIAMS  said, 
that  an  Amendment  would  be  necesaarj 
in  order  to  enable  Lords  of  Appeal  who 
nuKli  t  be  appointed  after  the  FroToeation 
and  before  the  next  Sitting  of  Parlia- 
ment to  be  able  to  take  their  seats  and 
lie  Bwom  in.  He  therefore  proposed 
after  the  word  "therewith,"  in  page  3, 
line  'it,  to  insert  "and  for  the  purpose 
of  Lords  of  Appeal  taking  their  seats 
and  the  oaths. 

Ism  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  ac- 
cepted the  Amendment. 

Mb.  Sebjeakt  SIMON  saw  no  neces- 
tatj  for  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  cgretd  to. 

dauM,  as  amended,  agrttd  to. 

Clause  8  (Hearing  and  detennination 
of  appeals  during  dissolution). 

Six  QEOIiaE  BOWTEB  observed 
that  the  clause  was  intended  to  enable 
appeals  to  be  heard  and  determined  dur- 
ing the  dissolution  of  Parliament;  but 
the  wording  of  the  clause  seemed  to  him 
to  create  a  new  Court,  and  he  thought  it 
irould  be  better  for  the  House  of  Lords 
to  hear  and  determine  the  appeals.  He 
would,  therefore,  move  the  substitution 
of  the  words  "House  of  Lords"  for 
Itords  of  Appeal. 

Thb  ATTOKNEY  GENERAL  said, 
lie  would  consider  the  matter  before  the 
Beport  was  taken ;  but  it  was  bis  opi- 
nion that  the  wording  of  the  clause  was 
oorreot.  

StB  GEORGE  BOWYER  explained 
that  he  was  only  anxious  that  the  House 
of  Lords  should  hear  the  appeals,  and 
not  an  entirely  new  Court. 

Sib  OOLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  re- 
marked that  the  words  "a  continuation 
of  the  House  of  Lords  "  were  somewhat 
strange,  and  he  hoped  they  would  be 
struck  out. 

Amandment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agried  to. 

Clauses  9  to  12,  inclusive,  agrttd  to. 

Amtndment  o/AeU. 
Clause  13  (Amendment  of  the  Act  of 
S4   &  35    Tict.  0.  91,    relating  to  the 
oonstitution  of  the  Privy  Councu). 

VOL.   CCSXXI.       [thIBD  8EBIX8.] 
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Me.  BERESFORD  HOPE  (for  Mr. 
Hetoate)  moved,  as  an  Amendment, 
in  page  5,  line  21,  to  leave  out  all 
after  "given  to  Her  Majesty."  This 
was  another  Amendment,  of  which 
he  had  taken  charge,  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Heygat«), 
and  in  which  also  be  cordially  agreed. 
It  was  to  omit  worde  in  Clause  12,  per- 
mitting the  presence  under  certain  regu- 
lations, to  be  hereafter  named  of  Epis- 
copal assessors  at  the  sittings  of  the 
Judicial  Committee  when  engaged  upon 
ecclesiastical  appeals.  In  moving  this 
Amendment,  he  was  only  calling  upon 
the  Committee  to  confirm  what  the 
House  had  already  concluded  with  a 
more  complete  and  vehement  unanimity 
than  he  had  ever  seen  it  employ  on  any 
question.  The  words  which  ho  called 
upon  them  to  omit  were  in  form  to  re- 
lieve the  Ecclesiastical  Court  of  Appeal 
from  Episcopal  assessors.  It  was,  in 
Bubstance,  to  declare  that,  being  a  Court 
of  Law  to  define  the  legal  meaning  of 
certain  documents,  it  ought  to  be  com- 
posed of  lawyers  whose  business  it  was 
to  interpret  such  documents,  and  not 
partly  of  lawyers  and  partly  of  theolo- 
gians, whose  knowledge,  coloured  as  it 
must  be  by  conscientious  convictions,  was 
of  course,  of  a  partizan  character.  The 
name  and  pretence  of  their  being  only 
"  assessors  would  deceive  no  one.  They 
were  meant  to  be  Judgea,  and  only  more 
influential  Judges  because  not  having 
countable  votes  they  would  exercise  illicit 
influence.  They  would  be  to  the  real 
Court  what  a  masterful  wife  was  to  her 
husband.  But  why  did  he  appeal  to  the 
former  unanimity  of  theHouse?  When  the 
original  Bill  for  the  reform  of  our  Judi- 
cature was  before  Parliament  in  1673,  it 
came  down  to  this  House  with  provi- 
sions for  a  Supreme  Court  of  Appeal 
from  which  ecclesiastical  causes  were 
excluded,  for  fear  of  overloading  it  as  the 
then  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Selbome) 
owned.  For  these  appeals,  then,  the 
Judicial  Committee  was  retained.  How- 
ever, his  right  hon.  Friend  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  moved  the 

nispion  of  this  restriction— and  why  ? 

■simply  and  solely  because  the  Judicial 
Committee  was  a  Court  of  a  mixed  legal 
and  ecclesiastical  composition.  The  de- 
bate took  place  on  July  4,  187:1;  and 
among  the  arguments  of  the  Secretary 
for  War  was  found  the  remarkable  state- 
ment that — 
2  C 
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"  The  Judicial  Committee  gave  an  impreadon  Biahop-TndgeB,  hampered  fbe  Oomt  of 

tiiat  it  was  rather  a  Court  of  Heresy  thMi  a  Appeal    with    AeaesBor    Bishop*.      He 

Court  of  Law,  where  there  were  ecclesiastical  ^-^        ^  ^      ^         ^j^     influbnoM  whiA 

persons  sittinjf  upon  the   tribunal,  and   that  "°^"  """  \"   "  .       Y     »u—«»»"«~-  niuvu 

cases  were  decided  rather  hy  a  theolopcal  bias  had  brought    this    aOOUt.  ^  It    was  too 

than  by  a  strict  interpretation  of  the  documents  late    in    the    Session    to    risk   ft  OOoflict 

before  it."— [3  Satuard,  coxvi.  1788.]  between  the  two  Houses.    But  it  wu 

He  also  took  the  opportunity  of  pointing  g^^^K^*^*  \  *^'!i  ?°T  ***!*  ^ 

out  that  the  Lower  House  of  Oonvoca-  ?'"  *'*^  ^««°  ^*?"f*  ^7  them  to  fta 

tion  had  expressed  the  desire  that  the  ^^^'l  ?,  r""^,  ^^^  shape  than  thit 

Court  of  Final  Appeal  should  deal  with  '?  ^^'l?^  'i^''^  for  the  second  time  come 

ecclesiastical  questions.     His  right  hon.  <^°^''  ^°' *«  ^nsideration  of  the  Com- 

Friend  was  foUowed  by  the  hon.  and  '"."f  •  ,  ^he  House  of  Commons  iai, 

learned  Member  for  the  City  of  Oxford  without  distmction  of  Party  and  by  tin 

(Sir    William     Harcourt),    who    very  voices  of  Leaders  on  both  sxdee.  empla- 

strongly  supported  the  same  view.     So  tically  declared  ag«nst  the  ppinciple  of 

did  that  vei^  acute  lawyer,  Dr.  Ball.  ''^«"??'    ^"Is®'  «»"»?«   ™P°°  ,fPP«^ 

now  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  the  affecting  matters  which  were  reaUy  que*. 

hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Denbigh-  *'""«  "^  law  and  they  had-thoagh  sot 

shire  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan).     The  hon.  ?"'*«  completely-succeeded  in  stamping 

and  learned  Member    for    South-west  S^""  <'°°<'\'JT'**  *""  .*i^®  ^"^  ^V"!' 

Lancashire,   now  Home  Secretary,  fol-  HenowcaUed  upon  the  Committee  to 

lowed,  and  he  said  it  was-  F^^P®**  *^°''«  condusions,   and  by  »• 

jecting  the  words  of  which  he  moved  the 

"  The  birthright  of  every  layman  m  this  omission,  to  take  care  that  the  obnoxioiii 

country,  that  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  were  principle  did  not  again  make  for  iteelf  i 

^ilf^Tpon^thT^^^gv'r'rd^t^e  derS.  ^e^  ^^'^f^^^-^  ^^^g-^'^*  within  OUT  judicW 

entitled  to  have  these  documents  construed  ac-  system. 

cording  to  the  strict  rules   of   law." — [Ibid..  a          j         j.                   j      •                   • 

X7911                                                 ^  Amendment    proposed,    m    page  5, 

line  21,   to  leave  out  firom  the  woid 

His  own  right  hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  Wal-  ««  Majesty,"  to  the  end  of  the  Claiue." 

pole),  still  speaking  in  the  same  sense,  -~{Mr,  Beresford  Hope,) 

laid  down  that—  Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 

"  It  was  a  matter  of  very  great  importance  in  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

reference  to  the  welfare  of  the  country,  and  of  Clause." 

the   Church   itself — first,   that  the  tribunal  to  

decide  on  Appeal  should  be  simply  a  judicial  The    ATTORNEY    GENERAL    op- 

tribunal,  and  secondly,  that  the  people  of  the  posed  the  Amendment.      He  said  that 

[/??i.' rS"^  ^°''  "^^  ^^^  *^*  '*  ^"^  "^'''^  ^^®  Archbishops  and  Bishops  were  part 
*'  '  of  the  Judicial  Cquimittee,  they  were 
He  passed  over  his  own  remarks,  and  among  the  Judges,  and  what  was  pro- 
need  only  point  out  that  the  hon.  Mem-  posed  was  to  repeal  that  provision  of  the 
ber  for  Salford  (Mr.  Cawley)  also  ap-  Clergy  Discipline  Act  and  substitute  for 
proved  of  the  Motion.  Finally,  the  then  it  another  which  would  give  power  to  the 
Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Gladstone),  in  as-  Queen  in  Council  to  appoint  the  Arch- 
senting  to  the  Motion,  and  after  remark-  bishops  and  Bishops  assessors.  Even  if 
ing  on  the  extraordinary  unanimity  with  it  were  approved  of  by  the  Commons,  it 
which  it  had  been  received,  observed —  would   be    certainly  rescinded    by  the 


"  He  thought  that  they  should  commit  a  great 
error  if  they  were  to  attemj^t  to  secure  even  a 
shadow  of  relic^ous  conformity  on  the  part  of  the 
Members  of  the  Court,  or  to  attempt  anything 
in  the  nature  of  a  test  which  would  throw  upon 
those  Judges  a  character  other  than  that  of 
Judges."— [/^/rf.,  1795.] 

There  was,  of  course,  no  division  upon  a 
Motion  thus  supported.  When  the  Bill 
went  back  to  "another  place"  that 
Assembly,  on  July  24,  in  accepting 
the  excision  of  the  Judicial  Commit- 
tee,   and,    therefore,    the    abolition  of 

Jfr,  Beresford  Hope 


Lords. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  said,  it  wm 
most  important  that  the  decisions  should 
be  purely  legal,  and  therefore  he  was 
strongly  of  opinion  that  there  shoiild  be 
no  Episcopal  assessors. 

Mr.  MARTEN  said,  that  the  clause 
with  regard  to  assessors  was  not  germane 
to  the  main  purpose  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  45; 
Noes  45. 
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And,  the  nnmbers  being  equal,  the 
Chairman  stated  that,  as  the  House 
would  have  another  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  Question  oefore  the  Com- 
mittee, upon  the  Report  of  the  Bill,  he 
accordingly  declared  himself  with  the 
Ayes. 

On  Question,  "That  the  clause  be 
afr§€i  to  ? 

Mr.  CHABLEY  moved  its  omission 
on  account  of  a  doubt  as  to  its  probable 
effect  in  the  colonies. 

8iB  GEORGE  BOWYER  supported 
the  Amendment  as  likely  to  remove  a 
difficulty  in  the  case. 

Me.  FARLEY  LEITH  considered 
the  matter  might  be  safely  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  IVivy  Council  as  at  present 
constituted. 

TuE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
there  must  be  some  statutory  provision 
on  the  question,  because  if  there  were 
not,  when  one  of  the  Judges  died,  no 
appointment  of  a  successor  could  be 
made.  By  an  Amendment  which  he  had 
placed  on  the  Paper  power  was  provided 
to  appoint  an  assessor  in  the  case  of  the 
deatn  or  resignation  of  a  Judge. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  the 
assessor  was  the  man  who  understood 
the  Mahomedan  law,  and  the  Judges 
were  ignorant  of  it.  The  assessor  should 
therefore  turn  the  Judges  out. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreid  to. 

Clause  14  strueh  out. 

Clauses  15  to  17,  inclusive^  agreed  to. 

House  returned. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow, 

COMMONS  BILL. 
COKSIDSBATION    OF    LOBDS'    AH£in)M£NTS. 

Lords'  Amendments  considered. 

Amendments,  as  far  as  the  Amend- 
ment in  page  22,  line  33,  read  a  second 
time,  ema  agreed  to. 

Page  22,  line  33,  after  the  word 
"  situate,"  to  insert  the  words 

but  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not 


apply  to  any  commons  or  waste  lands  whereon 
toe  rights  of  common  are  vested  solely  in  the 
lord  of  the  manor," 

the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 


Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  took  objec- 
tion to  the  Amendment,  contending  that 
all  protection  against  illegal  inelosure 
would  by  it  be  taken  away  and  the  Bill 
reduced  to  a  nullity.  Ho  would  move 
that  the  House  disagree  with  the  Lords 
in  the  said  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  47  ;  Noes 
18:  Majority  29. 

Subsequent  Amendments  agreed  to. 

MUNICIPAL     PRIVILEGES     (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  39.] 

(3fr.  Maurice  Brooks,  Mr.  Btttt^  Mr.  Ronayne.) 

CONSIDERATION.     -.VDJOUKXEl)  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [5th  August] 
proposed  (on  Consideration  of  the  Bill, 
as  amended),  page  3,  lino  42,  after  the 
word  **  privilege,"  to  insert  the  words 
*'  or  to  be  selected  to  any  corporate 
office." 

Mr.  M.  brooks  said,  he  had  as- 
sented to  the  addition  of  certain  words. 
He  hoped  it  might  now  be  read  a  third 
time. 

Mr.  speaker  :  By  the  general  as- 
sent of  the  House,  at  this  period  of  the 
Session,  it  is  not  unusual  for  the  Ilouse 
to  take  more  tlian  one  stage  of  a  Bill  at 
a  sitting.     [**  Hear,  hear  .^"] 

Debate  resumed. 

Question,  **  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  made. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

STANDENG  ORDERS  REVISION. 

Select  Committee  to  revise  the  Standing 
Orders: — Mr.  Stkphev  Cave,  Sir  Chaules 
FoRSTER,  Mr.  GoLDNEY,  Mr.  Hankey,  Mr. 
Gibson,  Mr.  Monk,  Sir  IIenry  Holland,  Mr. 
Anderson,  Viscount  Galway,  Sir  Joseph 
M*Kenna,  Colonel  North,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon, 
Sir  Henry  Wolff,  Mr.  Bristowe,  and  Mr. 
Kaikes  : — Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records;  Five  to  be  the  Quorum. — {The 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.) 

GONSOLTDATED    FUND     (APPROPRIATION) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Raikes,  Bill  to  apply  a 
■am,  out  of  the  Coi\so\\daL\jd\  YxvxA^Xa  Vckfe  ^et- 
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Tice  of  the  year  ending  the  thirly-first  day  of 
March  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy- 
seven,  and  to  appropriate  the  Supplies  granted 
in  this  Session  of  Parliament,  ordei-ed  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Baikes,  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  Mr.  Willlaji  Henry 
Smith. 
"BTiJlpreaentedy  and  read  the  first  time. 

WINTEB  ASSIZES   (iBELAlO))   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen,  Bill 
to  provide  for  the  holding  of  Winter  Assizes  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen  and  Mr.  Stacpoole. 

'Bim presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  290.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 

Tuesday,  Sth  August,  1876. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— i^'ir*^  Reading— 
Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths  (Ireland) 
Amendment*  (208) ;  ForfeituroRelief  ♦  (210) ; 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland)  ♦  (211) ;  Police 
(Expenses)  Act  Continuance  ♦  (212"^ ;  Tram- 
ways (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  (Dublin)  ♦ 
(213). 

Second  Reading — Metropolitan  Board  of  "Works 
(Loans)*  (190);  Tralee  Savings  Bank* 
(202);  Elementary  Education  (204);  Pol- 
lution of  Rivers  (207). 

Committee — Exhausted  Parish  liands*  (186). 

Committee — Report — Cattle  Disease  (Ireland)  ♦ 
(196);  Savings  Banks  (Barrister)*  (198); 
Superannuation  (Unhealthy  Climates)  ♦  (199) ; 
Bishopric  of  Truro*  (201). 

Report — Erne  Lough  and  Kiver*  (189)  ;  Ard- 
glass  Harbour*  (193);  Juries  Procedure  (Ire- 
land) ♦(196). 

Third  Reading — Poor  Law  Rating  (Ireland)  * 
(197),  andj^aMtfrf. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  BILL. 
{The  Lord  President.) 

(no.  204.)      SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing, read. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON,  in  moving  that  the  Bill  he 
now  read  the  second  time,  said :  My 
Lords,  of  the  various  measures  \rhich  it 
has  been  my  fortune  to  offer  for  your 
Lordships*  consideration  during  this  and 
previous  Sessions  of  Parliament,  I  doubt 
whether  there  is  any  of  more  importance 
than  the  one  which  I  shall  now  ask  your 
Lordships  to  read  a  second  time,  dealing 


as  it  does  with  Elementaxr  Edocatioa 
throughout  the  country,  and  thus  affect- 
ing the  welfare  not  only  of  large  portions 
of  the  humbler  classes,  but  a^  all  who 
take  an  interest  in  the  welfare  of  sodetj 
at  large.  Up  to  1870,  as  your  Loid- 
ships  are  perfectly  aware,  the  educatioa 
of  the  country  was  conducted  mainly,  if 
not  altogether,  by  voluntary  effbrti. 
Latterly  supplemental  grants  were  made 
by  the  Government ;  but  up  to  1 870  no 
legislation  respecting  elementary  ednct- 
tion  found  a  place  in  the  Statute  Book 
In  1870  the  U-ovemment  of  the  day  ht 
the  first  time  undertook  the  tadc  of 
legislating  with  a  view  to  educate  the 
children  of  this  country ;  not,  indeed, 
by  overthrowing  and  supplanting  the 
voluntary  system  which  had  worked  so 
well  up  to  that  date,  but  by  supplement- 
ing it,  and  by  providing  for  deficienciei 
which  the  beneficent  efforts  of  those  w1k> 
had  upheld  the  voluntary  system  bid 
been  unable  altogether  to  overtake.  At  I 
wish  to  impress  upon  your  Lordships  the 
views  entertained  by  the  framers  of  thit 
Act,  and  the  object  which  they  avowed 
in  legislating  in  this  matter,  I  think  I 
cannot  do  better  than  read  a  few  sen* 
tences  uttered  by  the  Prime  Minister  of 
that  day ;  and  I  wish  to  do  this  the  more 
because  part  of  my  case  will  be  that  in 
this  measure  we  are  in  no  way  depart- 
ing from  the  principles  then  laid  down 
by  the  Government.  On  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Elementary  Education  Aict,  in 
1870,  Mr.  Gladstone  said — 

"  We  have  had  to  steer  our  course  amid  com- 
peting bodies  and  conflicting  difficultieR.  Itwai 
^th  us  an  absolute  necessity — a  neoeMitj  of 
honour  and  a  necessity  of  policy — to  respect  and 
to  favour  the  educational  establishments  and  ma- 
chinery we  found  existing  in  the  country.  It  wai 
impossible  for  us  to  join  in  the  language  ot  to 
adopt  the  tone  which  was  conscientiously  and  con- 
sistently taken  by  some  Members  of  the  HouaSi 
who  look  upon  these  voluntary  schools,  having 
generally  a  denominational  character,  as  ad- 
mirable passing  expedients,  fit,  indeed,  to  be 
tolerated  for  a  time,  deserving  all  credit  on  ac- 
count of  the  motives  which  led  to  their  founda- 
tion, but  wholly  unsatisfactory  as  to  their  main 
purpose,  and,  therefore,  to  be  supplanted  by 
something  they  think  better.  That  is  a  perfectly 
fair  and  intelligible  theory  for  any  Oentleman 
to  entertain,  but  I  am  quite  sure  it  will  be  felt 
that  it  has  never  been  the  theory  of  the  Go- 
vernment." 

And  later  on  the  same  right  hon.  Gto- 
tleman  added — 

*'  So  in  this  matter  of  education  it  is  a  great 
mistake  and  error  in  our  view  to  think  that 
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■ecalar  edacation  given  by  a  State  macliinery  is, 
per  M,  better  and  more  valuable  than  the  same 
edacation  given  by  machinery  voluntary  in  its 
character.  Setting  aside  that  which  is  ab- 
■tnctedly  desirable,  I  think  we  are  justified  in 
feeling  that  this  enormous  power  which  exists 
in  the  countr>'  ought  to  be  turned  to  account." 
— [3  Ma/uardf  cciii.  746-7.] 

I  merely  quote  these  remarks  to  show 
the  principles  then  enunciated  by  the 
Gh)Temmeut,  more  particularly  because, 
as  I  said,  it  is  upon  those  lines  we  be- 
lieve the  present  measure  to  be  founded. 
The  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1870  are  so 
well  known  that  it  will  be  unnecessary 
for  me  to  enter  into  minute  details  of 
that  measure — especially  as  I  am  not 
here  to  find  fault  with  its  provisions. 
On  the  contrary,  considering  the  novel 
character  of  the  legislation  initiated  by 
that  measure;  considering  the  com- 
paratively short  period  which  has  elapsed 
since  that  Act  passed,  I  think  that  the 
Gh>vemment  which  proposed  this  legisla- 
tion, and  your  Lordships  who  assisted  in 
passing  it,  may  very  well  be  satisfied 
with  the  results  it  has  attained.  I  be- 
lieve the  Act  of  1870  has  worked  a  great 
amount  of  good  throughout  the  country, 
and  therefore  I  am  contented  to  offer  my 
meed  of  praise  to  those  who  were  its 
authors.  A  few  figures  will  show  the 
progress  made  since  1870.  It  is  neces- 
sary I  should  quote  them,  because  they 
form  the  foundation  of  the  case  upon 
which  I  shall  ask  your  Lordships  to  pass 
the  present  Bill.  In  1870  the  schools 
inspected  by  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors 
were  8,281  :  in  1875  the  number  in- 
spected was  13,217.  The  scholars  in 
average  attendance  in  1870  were 
1,152,389:  in  1875  the  scholars  in  ave- 
rage attendance  were  1,837,180  : — 
showing  a  gradual  increase  in  the  at- 
tendance during  each  year  from  1870 
to  1875.  The  scholars  on  the  school 
register  in  1870  were  1,693,059:  in 
1875  they  numbered  2,744,300.  It  was 
impossible  to  imagine  that  the  Act  of 
1870,  dealing  as  it  did  with  so  vast  a 
number  of  the  population  of  this  country, 
would  not  sooner  or  later  require  some 
alteration ;  and  since  I  have  been  in  the 
office  which  I  have  now  the  honour  to 
hold,  it  has  been  my  duty  to  watch  very 
closely  the  working  of  the  Act  with  a 
yiew  to  see  whether  any,  and,  if  any, 
what  improvements  should  be  made  in 
its  provisions.  In  1870,  or  shortly  after- 
wards, the  Education  Department  ap- 
pointed  Inspectors   who    were   to    go 


through  the  country  and  ascertain  the 
educational  requirements  of  the  country. 
After  due  inquiry,  very  carefully  made 
by  these  Inspectors  in  all  parts  of  the 
country,  the  following  facts  came  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Department.  It  was 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Depart- 
ment that  there  were  3,250,000  children 
who  ought  to  have  been  at  school  at 
that  time,  while  the  actual  number  of 
scholars  attending  day  and  night  schools 
was  only  1,225,764.  At  that  time  the 
accommodation  for  children  who  ought 
to  have  been  at  school  was  not  sufRcient, 
for  the  Returns  show  that  there  was  only 
accommodation  for  1,878,584  children; 
so  that  if  all  the  children  of  school  age 
had  been  in  attendance  there  would  have 
been  a  deficiency  of  accommodation  for 
1,371,416  children.  Before  the  year 
1870  no  one  had  any  power  to  compel 
that  deficiency  to  be  made  up,  nor  was 
there  power  in  any  way  to  compel  chil- 
dren to  attend  school.  But  by  the  Act 
of  1870  the  country  was  divided  into 
school  districts,  and  every  district  was 
by  the  5th  section  of  the  Act  compelled 
to  supply  sufficient  school  accommodation 
for  the  children  in  that  district ;  and  if 
the  district  did  not  supply  the  deficiency 
the  Department  was  empowered  to  re- 
quire that  a  school  board  should  be 
formed,  which  would  have  the  power  of 
making  bye-laws  to  compel  children  to 
attend  school  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act.  Having,  there- 
fore, by  the  operation  of  the  Act  of  1870, 
secured  that  there  should  be  accommo- 
dation for  the  proper  number  of  children 
who  ought  to  be  at  school,  it  was  quite 
obvious  that  the  next  thing  was  to 
encourage  the  attendance  of  children  in 
the  schools.  By  a  Return,  which  I  hold 
in  my  hand,  I  find  that  in  1870  the  ac- 
commodation was  for  something  under 
2,000,000,  and  that  in  1875  accommoda- 
tion had  been  provided  for  rather  more 
than  3,000,000  children.  That  Return 
shows  that,  while  the  amount  of  accom- 
modation provided  had  been  increased 
very  largely  between  1870  and  1875, 
the  average  attendance  of  the  children 
had  not  at  all  increased  in  the  same 
ratio.  I  find  that  the  attendance  in 
1870  was  something  over  1,000,000  chil- 
dren, and  that  in  1875  there  was  an  at- 
tendance of  about  1,800,000,  whereas 
the  figure  ought  to  have  been  very  much 
nearer  3,000,000. '  In  looking  over  the 
figures  which  have  b^^ii  ^T%r^^x^^  l^x 
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the  use  of  the  Department  and  of  the 
public,  in  order  that  we  may  see  exactly 
the  educational  state  and  the  educational 
wants  of  the  country,  it  must  be  a  source 
of  considerable  congratulation  to  all 
friends  of  the  Established  Church  in  the 
country  to  see  that,  so  far  from  having 
been  paralyzed  by  being  brought  into 
competition  with  the  school  boards,  the 
Church  has  continued  to  extend  her 
sphere  of  usefulness,  and  has  apparently 
been  incited  with  new  vigour  by  the 
competition  for  providing  for  the  educa- 
tional wants  of  the  country.  By  the  in- 
crease of  her  schools  and  scholars  she 
has  imparted  to  those  who  are  within 
her  pale  that  blessing  which  she  has  for 
so  many  generations  conferred  on  large 
numbers  of  the  people  of  the  country — 
namely,  the  blessing  of  sound  secular 
and  also  religious  education.  Well, 
there  being  so  much  more  accommoda- 
tion in  schools  than  children  were  found 
to  occupy,  an  eflPort  w«w  made — particu- 
larly in  the  rural  districts — to  introduce 
a  measure  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
children  to  attend  school.  Accordingly, 
the  Agricultural  Children  Act  was 
passed  in  1873,  and  it  was  hoped  it 
woiild  give  the  means  of  inducing  chil- 
dren to  attend  school,  and  so  make  up 
for  the  deficiency  which  has  been  already 
shown  to  exist.  That  measure  passed 
into  law  ;  but  it  had  one  very  remarkable 
defect — namely,  that  there  was  no  au- 
thority under  that  Act  to  compel  its  being 
l)ut  into  operation.  It  is  true  that  in 
some  counties  the  police  were  authorized 
to  give  effect  to  the  Act ;  but  in  other 
counties  such  a  mode  of  employing  the 
police  was  much  objected  to — and  I 
think  it  will  be  obvious  to  your  Lord- 
ships that  the  police  are  not  exactly  the 
instruments  we  should  like  to  make  use 
of  as  the  means  for  getting  children  to 
school.  Therefore,  as  a  means  for 
compelling  the  attendance  of  children  at 
school,  the  Agricultural  Children  Act 
became  practically  a  dead  letter,  and  we 
had  to  consider  how  we  could  deal  with 
the  whole  subject,  and  whether  it  was 
possible  to  maintain  in  any  shape  the 
provisions  of  that  Act.  We  found  that 
we  could  not  in  any  way  avail  ourselves 
of  its  provisions,  and  therefore  the 
only  course  left  was  to  repeal  that 
Act  and  to  endeavour  to  do  with 
other  machinery  that  which  the  Agri- 
cultural Children  Act  had  failed  to  do. 
My  Lords,   in  preparing  the  measure 
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which  we  now  offer  to  your  oonaden- 
tion  we  wish  to  retain  &e  great  prin- 
ciples which,  as  I  have  shown,  were  in 
the  Act  of  1870,  and  which  were  the 

Erinciples  that  actuated  those  wko 
rought  that  measure  forward — ^namelj. 
that  the  action  of  the  Oovemmentougit 
not  to  interfere  with  the  local  efforta 
which  were  being  made  for  the  mipply 
of  scholars  to  the  Bchools,  but»  on  tlw 
contrary,  that  we  were  merely  to  aisist 
supplying  those  deficienoies  whidi 
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had  arisen  by  the  measure  we  brin^ 
forward  to  ensure  that  there  should  w 
for  the  benefit  of  every  child  a  sound 
elementary  education.  Having  provided 
that  there  shoiild  be  aooommodation  fiv 
the  children,  it  was  obviously  impos- 
sible that  we  could  stop  there.  j%o 
providing  of  these  schools  had  been  i 
considerable  tax  on  those  who  wm 
called  upon  to  subscribe  for  their  erao- 
tion,  and  it  was  clear  that  we  must  pio* 
vide  some  means  for  securing  the  it* 
tendance  of  the  children  in  the  schook 
We  had  two  courses  open  to  us.  We 
might  deal  with  these  schools  by  mesm 
of  what  is  cedled  direct  oompulnon,  sad 
we  also  had  an  opportunity  afforded  to 
us  of  adopting  compulsion  in  an  indired 
manner.  I  do  not  know  what  the  vievs 
of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (£ari  Grsn- 
ville)  may  be  on  this  subject.  It  mtj 
be  that  he  will  follow  me,  and  that  1m 
will  insist  upon  the  merits  of  direct  com- 
pulsion :  but,  if  he  does,  I  will  ask  him 
to  consider  whether  in  the  abstract  direct 
interference  with  the  daily  life  of  everr 
parent  in  this  country  can  be  considered 
a  good  thing,  and  whether  we  had  not 
better  leave  them  to  do  that  which  ii 
their  duty,  and  which  we  believe  and 
hope  the  great  bulk  of  parents  in  thii 
country  will  be  willing  to  do.  We  pre- 
sume in  this  Bill — and  it  is  a  presump- 
tion we  have  followed  throughout— 
that  if  we  remove  the  inducement  ol 
children  under  a  certain  age  eeuminff 
wages  a  parent  will  do  his  duty  and 
his  children  will  go  to  schooL  By 
this  Bill  we  have  provided  that  if  s 
parent  shows  himself  to  be  unworthy 
of  the  confidence  reposed  in  him«  and 
does  not  send  his  children  to  school,  the 
State  must  step  in  for  the  benefit  of  the 
State  itself  and  also  for  the  benefit  of 
the  children.  If  he  habitually  neglects 
to  provide  for  the  education  of  his  chil- 
dren, the  State  will  say  to  the  parent — 
''It  is  time  that  some  measure  shonld 


781 


Ehm^ntary 


{August  8,  1876} 


Eduoatum  Bill. 


782 


be  taken  which  shall  induce  you  to  take 
a  different  course,  and  to  provide  that 
education  which  is  absolutely  necessary." 
ICy  Lords,  these  are  the  general  views 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
entertained  in  dealing  with  this  subject. 
I  will  now  venture  to  point  out  as  briefly 
as  I  can  some  of  the  principal  provisions 
contained  in  the  present  Bill.  Clause  4 
introduces  for  the  first  time  a  very  im- 
portant— I  will  not  say  alteration,  but 
— incident  in  the  legislation  on  this 
subject.  That  clause  sets  out  that  it  is 
in  future  the  duty  of  a  parent  to  provide 
for  the  education  of  his  children.  The 
Bill  provides  that  under  the  age  of  10 
there  shall  be  an  absolute  prohibition  of 
the  employment  of  children ;  and  be- 
tween the  ages  of  10  and  14  a  child  can 
be  employed  only  when  it  has  passed  a 
certain  Standard  and  has  put  in  250 
attendances  at  not  more  than  two  schools 
every  year  for  five  years.  This,  in  short, 
is  a  measure  which  declares  that  a  child 
must  be  either  at  work  or  at  school. 
The  provisions  of  the  Act  will  not  come 
into  full  play  until  the  year  1880,  and 
in  the  interval  the  lower  Standards  will 
be  admitted,  because  it  would  be  ob- 
yiously  unfair  that  its  complete  operation 
should  not  be  suspended  for  a  short  time. 
Next  comes  a  very  important  portion  of 
the  Bill — the  authority  by  which  it  is 
to  be  enforced.  As  I  have  said,  there 
ia  in  the  case  of  the  Agricultural  Children 
Act  no  such  authority,  and  it  has  there- 
fore become  a  dead  letter.  Under  tliese 
circumstances,  we  have  considered  which 
would  be  the  best  authority  for  enforcing 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  and  we  thought 
the  best  course  to  pursue  would  be  to 
avail  ourselves  of  the  existing  authority. 
We  propose,  then,  that  in  a  school  board 
district  the  duty  of  enforcing  the  Act 
should  be  imposed  on  the  school  board, 
while  in  other  districts  it  is  to  be  en- 
forced by  a  committee  appointed  annu- 
ally, in  boroughs  by  the  Town  Council, 
and  in  parishes  by  the  Guardians  of  the 
Union.  The  Boards  of  Guardians  are 
to  appoint  annually  school  attendance 
committees,  who  are  to  see  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  are  carried  out, 
and  they  in  their  turn  are  to  have  power 
to  appoint  local  committees  in  the  va- 
rious parishes  or  other  areas.  These 
bodies  will  have  the  same  powers  as  a 
school  board  to  enforce  attendance ;  but, 
in  the  case  of  parishes,  the  power  of 
making  compulsory  bye-laws  would  only 


be  exercised  on  the  requisition  of  a 
parish.  There  are,  I  may  add,  excep- 
tions to  the  attendance  of  children — first 
of  all,  where  there  is  no  school  within 
two  miles;  secondly,  where  the  school 
is  closed  ;  and,  thirdly,  where  the  local 
authority  may  suspend,  for  the  purposes 
of  harvest  operations,  the  provisions  of 
the  Act.  We  require  tliat  all  children 
should  attend  school,  and  it  is  perfectly 
obvious,  therefore,  that  some  provision 
must  be  made  for  the  case  of  parents 
who  are  not  in  sufficiently  good  circum- 
stances to  pay  the  necessary  fees.  With 
that  view,  there  is  a  provision  in  the 
Bill  enabling  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
pay  the  amount  of  the  school  fees  for 
such  parents  who  may  not  be  paupers, 
in  'the  strict  sense  of  the  word,  but  who 
are  too  poor  to  pay  them.  That  being 
so,  the  2oth  clause  of  the  Act  of  1870  is 
proposed  to  be  repealed,  at  the  instance 
of  one  of  the  most  eminent  promoters 
of  that  Act — the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster"; ;  and  the 
payment  of  fees  in  the  case  of  poor 
parents  is  handed  over  to  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  who,  in  my  opinion,  are  the 
proper  authorities  to  deal  with  the 
matter,  because  they  must  be  far  better 
judges  of  the  condition  of  the  parents 
than  any  school  board.  The  practice, 
I  may  add,  of  enabling  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians to  pay  school  foes  is  one  which 
has  always  prevailed  in  Scotland,  where 
it  has  worked  well.  Some  objec- 
tion has  been  taken  to  this  proposal  on 
the  score  that  the  religious  difficulty  was 
involved  in  it ;  but  I  do  not  think  that 
any  such  difficulty  will  be  found  to  arise. 
Every  noble  Lord  who  attends  Boards 
of  Guardians  will,  I  am  sure,  bear  me 
out  when  I  say  that  when  relief  is  sought 
by  any  one  applying  to  those  Boards  there 
is  no  question  as  to  the  religious  views 
of  the  applicant.  I  find  that  the  Paro- 
chial Boards  in  Scotland  pay  large  sums 
for  education.  I  find  by  a  Ketum  that 
they  pay  annually  for  public  schools, 
£3,968 ;  for  scho^ils  connected  with  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  £1,072;  for  Free 
Church  schools,  £210;  for  schools  be- 
longing to  the  Episcopal  Church,  £50  ; 
and  for  Koman  Catholic  schools,  £352. 
The  rate  of  expenditure  per  scholar  in 
average  attendance  is,  I  find,  £1  18«. 
for  public  schools,  £l  13«.  for  schools 
connected  with  the  Church  of  Scotland, 
£1  lU.  for  the  Free  Church,  £1  9«.  for 
the  Episcopal  ChvuKiVi,  wA  t\  ^%.  ^^x 
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the  Roman  Catholic.  In  Scotland, 
therefore,  it  cannot  be  said  that  the  re- 
ligious difficulty  interferes  with  the  pay- 
ment of  fees  for  poor  parents.  The  10th 
clause  therefore  provides  that  the  Guar- 
dians may,  if  satisfied  that  the  parent  of 
any  child,  not  being  a  pauper,  is  unable 
by  reason  of  poverty  to  pay  the  ordinary 
school  fee,  pay  such  school  fee,  or 
any  part  of  it,  not  exceeding  Sd.  a-week 
— and  it  is  expressly  provided  that  the 
parent  shall  not,  by  reason  of  this  pay- 
ment, be  deprived  of  any  franchise  or 
privilege,  or  be  subjected  to  any  dis- 
ability or  disqualification;  nor  is  such 
payment  to  be  made  or  refused  on  any 
condition  with  respect  to  the  school  to 
which  the  parent  may  elect  to  send  the 
child.  Where  the  parent  habitually 
neglects  to  provide  efficient  elementary 
instruction  for  his  child,  or  the  child  is 
found  habitually  wandering  about  the 
streets,  the  local  authority  is  to  warn  the 
parent,  and  the  warning  failing,  a  court 
of  summary  jurisdiction  may,  on  com- 
plaint of  the  local  authority,  order  the 
child  to  attend  some  public  elementary 
or  other  efficient  school ;  and,  this  order 
not  being  complied  with,  the  court  may 
for  the  first  offence  inflict  a  fine  of 
5«. ;  but  if  the  parent  satisfies  the  court 
that  he  has  used  all  due  means  to  en- 
force compliance  with  the  order,  the 
court  may  order  the  child  to  a  certified 
day  or  other  industrial  school.  This 
brings  me  to  the  very  important  part  of 
the  Bill  relating  to  industrial  schools. 
This,  no  doubt,  is  an  experiment,  but  it 
is  an  experiment  to  meet  exceptional 
cases  that  do  to  some  extent  exist.  It 
proposed  that  school  boards  may,  with 
the  consent  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department — not  of  the 
Education  Department — establish  a  cer- 
tified day  industrial  school.  There  are 
in  every  large  town  a  number  of  chil- 
dren of  poor  but  respectable  parents 
who  are  engaged  all  day  in  industrial 
occupations,  and  are  absent  from  home ; 
and  unless  some  means  are  found 
of  dealing  with  these  children  they 
will  in  all  probability  receive  no  educa- 
tion at  all,  and  may  become  inmates  of 
our  gaols.  The  day  industrial  school 
seems  the  best  instrument  for  this  pur- 
pose. It  is,  therefore,  provided  that  the 
Secretary  of  State,  when  satisfied  that 
some  such  school  is  necessary  or  expe- 
dient for  the  proper  training  and  control 
of  that  class  of  children  in  any  district,  may 
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certify  any  industrial  school  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, established  under  the  Indus- 
trial Schools  Act,  1 866,  to  be  a  certified 
day  industrial  school;    and  the  ooait 
before  whom  any  such  child  is  brought 
may  order  it  to  be  sent  to  such  achooL 
Upon  this  subject,  rather  than  pat  for- 
ward my  own  opinion,  I  will  refer  to  the 
testimony  of  otners.     I  will  refer  to  the 
opinion  of  the  late  Dean  of  Ripen  (Dr. 
Turner),  who  has  as  much  experience  on 
this  question  as  any  man  in  the  oountij. 
Dr.  Turner  believes  that  most  essentisl 
and  effectual  relief  will  be  afforded  by 
the    establishment    of    day   indostriil 
schools ;  and  they  will  have  this  advan- 
tage over  the  ordinary  industrial  schoolB, 
inasmuch  as  while  children  cost  7«.  per 
head  in  the  ordinary  industrial  schools, 
they  will  cost  3«.  per  head  in  the  day 
schools.    -There  is  another  point  to  wYaai 
1  wish  to  call  attention,  and  that  is  aa 
important  alteration  in  the  conditions 
upon  which  the  Government  gpranta  are 
made.     The  present  system  of  Parlia- 
mentary   grants    undoubtedly    preaaes 
very  hardly  on  poor  districts,  because 
the  principle  is  that  for  every  amount 
supplied  by  the  central  authority  Ton 
require  a  similar  amount  to  be  supped 
locally.    This  tells  much  against  poor 
town  districts  where  there  are  no  rick 
subscribers,   as  well   as  against  small 
country  panshes,  where  the  number  of 
scholars  are  few,  and  where  the  cost  of 
teaching  30  scholars  is  as  great  as  the 
cost  of  teaching  50  or  60.     This  altera- 
tion in  the  provision  applies  equally  to 
board  schools  in  town  and  countiy  and 
to  other  schools.     We  have  had  a  Me- 
morial from  the  London  School  Board, 
which  represents  a  great  amount  of  in- 
telligence, energy,  and  vigour,  and  which 
is  not  surpassed  by  any  other   school 
board  in  the  country.    This  Memorial, 
which  is  signed  by  a  majority  of  the 
members,  brings  under  our  notice  the 
inadequacy  of  the  Ghovernment  grant, 
and  they  say  that  compared  with  the 
promises  held  out  upon  the  passing  of 
the  Education  Bill,  the  grant  is  very  in- 
adequate.    This  is  a  Memorial  of  very 
great  weight,  and  I  think  it  ought  to 
have  some  influence  with  your  Lordshipfl. 
I  shall  not  read  the  Memorial  at  length, 
but  the  following  words  will  show  its 
purport: — 

"  The  increase  in  the  cost  of  schools  has  beesi 
so  much  greater  than  the  increase  of  the  ffnui>^ 
that  the  actual  burden  of  maintenance  is  aoi 
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oonsiderabl^  heavier  than  hof ore  the  passing  of 
the  Education  Act  in  1870.  The  consequence 
is  that  many  schools,  of  whose  efficiency  there 
is  no  doubt,  find  it  difficult  to  maintain  their 
footing.  The  anticipated  increase  of  cost  for 
mil  schools  has  been  more  than  realized,  but  the 
increase  of  aid  in  the  way  of  public  g^nt  h:^ 
lallen  far  short  of  what  was  expected.  The 
average  increase  of  ^^ni  since  1870  has,  in 
fact,  as  your  Lordships  are  aware,  been  con- 
siderably less  than  one-half  of  the  average  in- 
crease of  expenditure  for  public  elementary 
schools  since  the  same  date.  The  board  would 
regard  it  as  a  public  injury  of  a  very  serious 
character  if  any  large  proportion  of  good  ele- 
mentary schools,  at  present  under  Government 
inspection,  and  bearing  their  share  in  the  supply 
of  tne  educational  needs  of  the  metropolis,  were 
to  be  closed  or  transferred  to  the  board.  Either 
alternative  would  entail  such  an  increased 
charge  on  the  rates  as  the  Board  could  not  con- 
template without  apprehension.  The  removal 
of  all  limitations  on  the  amount  of  g^nt  which 
may  be  earned  would  create  the  stimulus  neces- 
sary to  prompt  alike  managers  and  teachers 
to  Uie  attainment  of  the  highest  excellence.'* 

The  system  which  has  been  adopted  in 
this  country  is  payment  by  results ;  and 
the  logical  consequence  of  payment  by 
results  is  that  you  must  pay  for  the  re- 
sult irrespective  of  the  cost  at  which  that 
result  has  been  obtained.  The  payment 
is  for  the  result  which'^the  school  can 
show  you.  If  the  scholars  achieve  a 
certain  amount  of  efficiency,  you  must 
pay  them  a  sum  of  money,  and  it  should 
be  nothine  to  you  what  is  the  sum  at  the 
cost  of  which  that  efficiency  has  been 
attained.  If  ]7«.  6(f.  could  be  earned 
by  a  good  school  for  elementary  instruc- 
tion, then  I  say  you  have  no  right  to 
compel  the  authorities  of  those  schools 
to  show  you  that  it  has  cost  1 7«.  6e/.  to 
arrive  at  this  state  of  efficiency.  If  you 
have  to  pay  for  the  result,  all  you  have 
to  do  is  to  look  at  the  result  which  is 
brought  before  you.  Under  the  existing 
state  of  things,  if  a  school  has  earned 
£50  by  its  state  of  efficiency  and  the 
amount  of  education  given  in  the  school, 
but  cannot  show  that  there  has  been  a 
sum  of  £50  subscribed  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, then  the  school  is  mulcted  to  the 
extent  of  the  sum  of  money  between  the 
money  subscribed  and  the  money  earned 
— that  is,  if  it  is  entitled  to  £50  and  the 
amount  subscribed  reaches  only  £40, 
then  it  only  gets  £40  from  the  Govern- 
ment— that  is,  £10  less  than  it  ought  to 
receive.  This  discourages  managers  and 
teachers  alike,  and  the  proposal  now 
made  will  place  the  schools  in  a  much 
more  healUiy  condition.  We  do  not 
propose  to  increase  the  grant,  nor  do  we 


propose  to  take  any  power  to  relax  the 
terms  on    which  money  is  so   earned. 
Provision  is  made  in  the  Bill  for  the 
Education  Department  to  interfere  with 
the  school  boards  or  local  authorities, 
who  fail  in  their  duties  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Act.     That,  we  think, 
will  be  a  provision  of  very  considerable 
importance.     I  now  come  to  the  clause 
providing  for  the  dissolution  of  school 
boards     under    certain     circumstances. 
This  proposal  elicited  a  great  deal  of 
criticism  in   the   other   House.      Pirst 
of  all,    a  school  board   is   only    abo- 
lished  where    there    is    no    building ; 
and,  secondly,  where  such   a   board  is 
considered  to  be  unnecessary,  and  where 
the  body  who  in  the  first  instance  called 
the  school  board  into  existence  by  a  bare 
majority  decide  by  a  majority  of  two- 
thirds  that  they  are  dissatisfied  with  the 
system  of  having  a  school  board  in  that 
parish ;  and,  further,  it  must  be  proved 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Education  De- 
partment that  maintenance  of  the  Board 
is  no  longer  necessary  for  the  education 
purposes  of  the   district;   thereon   the 
Department  may  order  the  dissolution  of 
the  school  board.     There  is  a  provision 
enacting  that  school   boards  in    large 
towns    may    provide    themselves    with 
offices,   and  pay  for  them  out  of  the 
rates  in  the  same  way  as  they  pay  for 
new  schools.      In   some  of   the  large 
towns    there    is    great    necessity    for 
offices,  but  as  at  present  there  are  no 
means  to  pay  for  them  the  boards  are 
obliged  to  hire  a  building  for  that  pur- 
pose.    Then  there  is  an  important  pro- 
vision as  to  vacancies  which  may  occur 
upon  the  boards  during  the  period  of 
three  years  for  which  the  parties  have 
been  elected,   and  which  vacancies,  it 
is  provided,  may  be  filled  up  by  the 
members  of  the  board.     As  your  Lord- 
ships are  aware,  in  the  large  towns — such 
as  Manchester  and  Liverpool — the  cost  of 
an  election  is  very  great,  and  this  provi- 
sion is  intended  to  prevent  the  cost  of  an 
election  in  the  event  of  a  vacancy  occur- 
ring within  the  three  years ;  therefore  it 
is  proposed  that  casual  vacancies  shall  be 
filled  up  by  the  boards  themselves,  as  in 
Scotland.     Lastly,  there  is  a  provision 
to  enable  the  Education  Department  to 
certify  that  a  school  is  efficient,  though 
it   is  other  than  a  public  elementcuy 
school,  if  it  is  not  conducted  for  private 
profit,  if  it  is  subject  to  the  same  regu- 
lations as  to  attendance  and  ^e^«.tc^t^sy^ 
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as  in  public  elementary  schools,  and  is 
open  to  the  inspection  of  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors.  These,  my  Lords,  are  the 
main  principles  of  the  Bill.  There  are 
others  of  some  importance  on  which  I 
might  touch,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  detain 
your  Lordships  at  too  great  length.  My 
Lords,  the  object  of  this  Bill  is  by  no 
means  to  injure  or  impair  school  boards — 
on  the  contrary,  there  are  provisions  in  it 
which  I  believe  those  bodies  will  find 
both  useful  and  acceptable — I  mean  those 
referring  to  the  filling  up  of  vacancies, 
the  setting  at  rest  of  the  question  as  to 
the  raising  of  loans  for  industrial  schools, 
the  building  of  offices,  the  repeal  of  the 
25th  clause  of  the  existing  Act,  and  the 
transference  to  Boards  of  Guardians  of 
the  duty  of  paying  fees.  In  conclusion, 
I  have  to  express  my  belief  that  if  your 
Lordships  agree  to  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill  you  will  have  made  a  step 
in  advance  in  education  at  which  all 
persons  who  have  the  interest  and  wel- 
fare of  the  country  at  heart  will  have 
cause  to  rejoice. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2-." 
— (TAtf  Lord  FrmdenU) 

Eakl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  my 
first  duty  in  rising  to  address  your  Lord- 
ships on  this  subject  is  to  acknowledge 
— which  I  do  cheerfully — the  spirit  of 
conciliation  in  which  the  noble  Duke 
has  spoken,  and  the  manner  in  which  he 
has  referred  to  the  operation  of  the  Act 
which  was  passed  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment. There  is  one  point,  however,  to 
which  he  has  not  in  any  way  referred, 
but  which  I  think  calls  for  some  atten- 
tion, and  that  is  the  very  late  period  of 
the  Session  at  which  this  most  important 
Bill  comes  before  us.  Some  seven  years 
ago  this  House  refused  to  proceed  even 
with  the  consideration  of  an  Education 
Bill,  because  it  came  up  so  late  as  the  9th 
of  August,  and  that  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  this  House  had  previously  dis- 
cussed its  provisions,  and  had  only  to 
consider  certain  Amendments  made  by 
the  House  of  Commons.  I  wonder  whe- 
ther the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  will  repeat  to-night  the  ques- 
tion which  he  put  on  that  occasion — 
namely,  whether  it  is  fair  to  this  House 
to  bring  before  it  an  important  Bill 
within  a  few  days  of  the  end  of  the  Ses- 
sion ?  For  myself,  I  will  not  ask  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  by  pur- 
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suing  this  course   is  not  maldng  this 
House  a  mere  instrument  for  registering 
the  proceedings  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  but  this  I  will  say,  that  the  argu* 
ments  which  governed  your  LordahiiM 
on  the  occasion  to  which  I  have  referred 
seven  years  ago  apply  with  ten-fold  force 
to  the  present  Bill,  which  is  of  the  high* 
est  importance,   and  which  practicallj 
comes    before    us    to-day — the    8th  of 
August — for  the  first  time.    There  is  t 
very  great  difference  between  the  poa- 
tion  of  the  present  Government  and  that 
of  the  late  Government  in  this  matter. 
When  the  late  Gtivernment  brought  fo^ 
ward  their  Bill,  they  did  so  with  the  full 
knowledge  that  this  House  could  mould 
it  as  they  liked ;  but  with  regard  to  this 
Bill  I  appeal  to  your  Lordships  whether 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House  are  not  ab- 
solutely helpless.     What  chance  haTe 
we  of  making  any  change  in  this  Bill 
whatever  at  this  period  of  the  Sesaion? 
But  I  need  not  dwell  on  this  point.    I 
would  now  refer  to  what  the  noble  Duke 
has  said  with  respect  to  the  character  of 
the  Bill.   I  am  glad  to  hear  the  changei 
that  have  been  made  in  the  Bill  doriog 
its  passage  through  the  other  House, 
and  which  have  got  rid  of  many  of  the 
objections  I  entertained  in  the  first  in- 
stance. Not  long  after  this  measure  was 
introduced  in  the  other  House  I  had  occa- 
sion to  make  some  remarks  on  it  out-of- 
doors,    and  I  then   said,   among  other 
things,  that  I  regretted  the  principle  of 
indirect    compulsion    which    had    been 
adopted,  because  I  was  afraid  it  would 
prove  both  inefficient  and  invidious.    I 
think  the  noble  Duke,  in  referring  to 
this  matter,  has  rather  misapprehended 
the  great  change  which  has  been  made 
in  the  Bill  since  its  introduction.     One 
of  the  reasons  why  I  originally  objected 
to  the  Bill,  was  that  while  it  did  not  force 
a  child  up  to  10  years  of  age  to  go  to 
school,  it  did  prohibit  him  from  going 
to  labour.     A  more  worthless  mode  of 
bringing  up  a  child  than  was  thus  laid 
down  I  could  not  conceive.     But  the  Bill 
now  contains  an  entirely  different  pro?i- 
sion.     Not  only  is  the  child  prevented 
from  going  to  labour,  but  he  is  forced  to 
attend  school  up  to  the  age  of  10.  AgaiOt 
the  Bill,    as  originally  drawn,   discon- 
raged  the  half-time  system.     Now  I  am 
happy  to  say  it  has  the  contrary  effect 
After  10  years  of  age  a  child,  unless  he 
has  obtained  an  education  certificate,  is 
prohibited    from    labouring    except  on 
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lialf-time.  There  is,  I  think,  ^some  ob- 
jection as  to  the  mode  in  which  compul- 
sion is  carried  out.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther your  Lordships  have  read  the 
eyidence  taken  by  ttie  Agp-icultural  Em- 

Sloyment  Commissioners,  in  which  the 
ifficulty  raised  by  the  question  of  certi- 
ficates is  referred  to.  One  of  the  objec- 
tions there  taken  to  the  provision  of  the 
Bill  in  respect  to  certificates  is  that  an 
immense  army  of  Inspectors  will  be  re- 
quired to  carry  it  out  effectively.  With 
regard  to  the  Bill  generally,  I  quite 
agree  with  the  noble  Duke  that  it  msu-ks 
a  great  step  forward  in  education ;  be- 
cause it  establishes  the  principle  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  a  parent  to  educate  his 
child,  and  that  if  he  does  not  do  that  the 
State  will  take  the  function  upon  it- 
self, and  will  inflict  penalties  upon 
him.  In  that  respect  undoubtedly  the 
Bill  contains  an  important  and  valuable 
contribution  to  the  cause  of  education. 
The  noble  Duke  particularly  called  my 
attention  to  the  proposed  day  industrial 
schools,  and  then  proceeded — though  I 
think  with  some  hesitation — to  commend 
them  very  strongly.  Well,  I  am  not 
going  to  enter  into  the  political  economy 
part  of  the  question.— I  would  merely 
observe  that  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Shaftesbury),  who  in  this  matter  of 
the  education  of  the  poor  has  never 
shown  any  great  inclination  to  yield 
to  the  doctrines  of  political  econo- 
mists, has  expressed  the  strongest  pos- 
sible opinion  against  those  day  indus- 
trial schools,  and  I  believe  he  would 
have  been  here  to-day  to  address  your 
Lordships  on  the  subject  had  he  not  felt 
how  utterly  hopeless  it  was  to  attempt 
to  amend  the  Bill  at  this  period  of  the 
Session.  A  member  of  the  London  School 
Board,  Mr.  John  M'Gregor,  in  a  letter 
to  The  Times,  has  also  expressed  himself 
opposed  to  the  establishment  of  schools 
oi  this  kind.  What  I  understand  to  be 
proposed  is  this — That  certain  children 
are  to  be  sent  to  these  industrial  schools, 
where  they  will  be  more  or  less  in  prison 
and  under  strict  surveillance,  and  not 
only  be  educated,  but  taught  some  kind 
of  industry ;  but  that  for  nearly  two- 
thirds  of  their  time  they  will  be  perfectly 
free  on  week-days  and,  possibly,  during 
the  whole  of  Sunday  to  profit  by  the  in- 
creased intelligence  which  their  school- 
ing may  have  developed  in  learning 
the  bad  habits  from  which  it  is  most 
desirable  to  wean  them.    Again,  enor- 


mous outlay  will  be  incurred  in  erect- 
ing schools  of  this  kind  in  the  large 
towns  with  every  appliance  and  in  the 
most  expensive  localities,  because  there 
is  to  be  a  school  within  a  limited 
distance  of  the  place  where  the  children 
live.  That,  I  confess,  seems  to  me  a 
very  wild  scheme ;  and  my  own  consola- 
tion is  that  by  an  Amendment  made  in 
the  other  House  the  whole  thing  is  to  be 
put  under  the  discretion  of  the  Home 
Secretary,  whereby  much  of  the  mischief 
that  would  otherwise  be  produced  will 
probably  be  averted.  The  noble  Duke 
then  spoke  of  the  new  mode  of  giving 
aid  to  schools  not  under  a  school  board. 
He  stated  that  the  Bill  had  been  framed 
in  no  spirit  of  hostility  to  school  boards. 
I  did  express  some  time  ago  a  fear  that 
there  was  an  undue  amount  of  hostility 
to  school  boards ;  and  even  in  the  provi- 
sions of  the  measure  as  they  come  up 
now  to  us  I  think  there  is  such  a  spirit 
shown.  I  admit  that  some  advantages 
are  given  to  school  boards — with  regard, 
for  example,  to  the  filling  up  of  casual 
vacancies,  with  regard  to  offices,  and 
one  or  two  other  petty  matters.  But 
when  you  give  aid  to  the  denominational 
schools  without  the  safeguard  which  has 
hitherto  existed,  that  the  grant  should 
bear  some  proportion  to  the  voluntary 
subscription  of  the  district,  I  do  say  you 
handicap  one  class  of  schools  most  un- 
favourably as  against  another.  Objec- 
tion has  been  taken  to  the  great  ad- 
vantage thus  given  to  denominational 
schools ;  but  is  it  clear  that  this  will 
operate  ultimately  for  the  benefit  of  the 
denominations?  Do  you  believe  that, 
when  the  denominational  schools  go  on 
entirely  deprived  of  voluntary  subscrip- 
tions, in  a  number  of  years  they  will  be 
allowed  to  be  regarded  otherwise  than 
as  State  schools  ?  When  they  rest  on 
the  Government  grant  without  voluntary 
assistance,  I  believe  that  in  a  certain 
length  of  time  you  will  have  a  claim 
which  it  will  be  impossible  to  resist  to 
take  a  more  complete  IState  control  over 
these  schools.  Then,  with  respect  to  the 
25th  clause,  no  responsibility  attaches 
to  the  Education  Department.  Whether 
it  was  originally  right  or  wrong,  the 
25th  clause  had  come  to  be  generally 
accepted  as  a  compromise,  and  though 
it  had  at  one  time  caused  considerable 
dispute,  it  was  at  last  working  very  well. 
But  the  GK)vemment,  almost  in  a  sort  of 
panic,  re-opened  the  whole  question.^  o^d. 
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it  is  impossible  to  shut  our  eyes  to  the 
fact  that  this  unnecessary  disturbance  of 
a  matter  on  which  there  existed  acqui- 
escence will  probably  rouse  bitter  and 
angry  controversy  again  in  many  parts 
of  the  country.  Now,  while  I  think 
some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are 
very  good — so  good  that  I  shall  vote  for 
the  second  reading — I  may  state  that  I 
will  not  give  Notice  of  very  important 
Amendments  to  be  proposed  in  Commit- 
tee, because,  as  must  be  felt  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  it  would  be  perfectly 
abortive,  and  indeed  an  absolute  farce, 
to  attempt  anything  of  the  kind.  Your 
Lordships  will  remember  the  old  play  in 
which  a  man  finds  his  chimney  smoking 
very  badly.  His  first  impulse  is  to  com- 
plain to  his  landlord ;  but  he  is  afraid 
that  it  might  give  his  landlord  the  idea 
of  raising  his  rent.  And  so  I  am  afraid 
that  if  I  gave  Notice  of  Amendments 
it  might  encourage  some  independent 
Members  of  your  Lordships'  House  to 
propose  other  Amendments  of  a  strongly 
re-action ary  character — Amendments  to 
which,  judging  from  their  conduct  in 
the  other  House,  the  Government  might 
be  tempted  to  accede.  Therefore  I  shall 
not  trouble  your  Lordships  by  submitting 
Amendments  which  I  feel  I  have  not  the 
remotest  chance  of  carrying  within  a 
few  days  of  the  Prorogation  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTERBURY: 
My  Lords,  at  this  period  of  the  Session, 
and  considering  the  way  in  which  this 
matter  has  been  so  fully  debated  **  else- 
where," it  can  hardly  be  desirable  to 
detain  your  Lordships  at  any  length. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  I  think  I 
should  hardly  be  doing  my  duty  if  I 
did  not  express  some  opinion  on  the 
merits  of  this  Bill,  which  it  seems  is 
absolutely  certain  to  become  the  law  of 
the  land  whether  this  House  prolongs  or 
shortens  the  discussion.  I  am  the  more 
anxious  to  say  a  few  words  because,  al- 
though nothing  can  be  more  kindly  than 
the  feeling  with  which  the  Bill  has  been 
discussed  in  this  House,  your  Lordships 
are  perfectly  aware  that  in  the  country 
generally  there  has  been  a  good  deal 
of  agitation  on  the  subject  of  the  mea- 
sure: and,  as  representing  the  Church 
of  which  I  have  the  honour  to  be 
the  Chief  Minister,  I  cannot  allow 
one  or  two  remarks  to  pass  which  have 
been  made  as  to  the  tendency  of  the  Bill 
and  the  reasons  why  it  has  been   ac- 
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quiesced.in  by  the  clergy  of  the  Church 
of  England.  I  think  that  observations 
have  been  made  with  reference  to  the 
zeal  of  the  clergy  on  the  subject  of  edu- 
cation which  are  of  a  somewhat  unkind 
and  ungenerous  character.  It  would  al- 
most appear  as  if  some  thought  that 
that  enormous  sum  of  money  which  ^m 
1811  down  to  the  end  of  the  year  1874 
was  produced  by  the  voluntary  exertions 
of  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
in  order  to  promote  the  education  of  the 
poor — namely,  some  £27,000,000  ster- 
ling— had  been  collected  rather  in  the 
spirit  of  a  Pharisaical  desire  to  make  oon- 
verts  than  with  any  real  love  for  the 
children  of  the  poor  and  a  desire  to  have 
them  thoroughly  instructed.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  elsewhere  we  have 
been  represented  as  being  anxious  to 
compass  sea  and  land  in  order  to  make 
one  convert,  that  when  we  had  gained 
him  we  misht  make  him  two-fold  more 
bigoted  and  uncharitable  then  we  are 
ourselves.  I  believe  that  any  who  have 
cast  such  blame  on  the  exertions  not 
only  of  the  clergy,  but  of  the  laity  also, 
of  the  Churchy?  England  in  this  matter 
must  be  sorry  by  this  time  for  what 
they  have  said.  My  own  experience  is 
that  there  is  nothing  dearer  to  the  hearts 
either  of  the  clergy  or  of  the  attached 
laity  of  the  Church  of  England  than  the 
instruction  of  the  children  of  the  poor— 
not  for  the  sake  of  attaching  them  to 
this  or  to  that  sect,  but  for  the  sake  of 
conferring  on  them  the  greatest  benefit 
which  it  is  in  our  power  to  bestow.  The 
only  further  remark  I  would  make  on  this 
subject  is  that  if  there  be  any  bigotry  in 
the  matter  it  is  not  all  on  one  side.  This 
Bill  has  been  represented  as  a  conces- 
sion to  the  Church  of  England.  I  am 
disposed  to  think  that  it  has  considerable 
advantages  as  being  likely  ultimately  to 
promote  the  cause  of  religious  education ; 
and,  though  I  am  aware  that  the  reli- 
gious education  of  the  country  is  very 
greatly  in  the  hands  of  the  Church  of 
England,  yet  I  have  still  to  learn  that 
when  I  speak  of  the  religious  education 
of  the  country  I  am  speaking  in  the  in- 
terests solely  of  the  Church  of  England. 
In  the  discussions  elsewhere  it  has  been 
taken  for  granted  that  if  you  pro- 
mote religious  education  you  necessarily 
g remote  the  interests  of  the  Church  of 
ingland.  Certainly  no  greater  oompli- 
ment  could  be  paid  to  the  Church  of  In- 
land than  by  this  assumption.   But  still. 
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my  Lords,  we  are  not  to  depart  from 
facts.  I  hold  in  my  hand  tne  Eetum 
printed  by  your  Lordships'  House  at  the 
Deginning  of  this  Session  of  the  number 
•f  schools,  denominational  and  others, 
in  this  country.  The  denominational 
schools  of  the  Church  of  England  are  in 
an  enormous  majority.  But  I  find  2,000 
other  schools  not  complying  with  the 
regulations  of  school  boards,  which  I 
suppose  refused  to  comply  with  them 
because  they  thought  these  regulations 
did  not  sufficiently  maintain  the  religious 
instruction  of  the  country;  and  these 
2,000  schools  are  schools  of  Nonconfor- 
mists, who  certainly  cannot  have  identi- 
fied religion  with  the  maintenance  of  the 
Church  of  England.  Therefore,  when 
I  argue  that  it  is  good  if  this  Bill  has 
done  anything — though  it  be  but  a  little 
— for  the  cause  of  religious  education,  I 
altogether  deny  that  I  am  only  represent- 
ing that  community  of  which  I  am  a  mini- 
ster. I  am  speaking  in  the  name  of  all 
the  religious  communities,  not  excluding 
the  Roman  Catholic  community,  which 
has  so  many  schools  of  its  own ;  and  I 
believe  we  are  acting  very  consistently 
with  the  principles  of  the  Act  of  1870,  if 
we  are  very  carefully  on  our  g^ard 
against  any  unexpected  consequences, 
which  are  gradually  pushing  those  reli- 
gious schools  into  the  shade  and  making 
it  an  absolute  necessity  for  them  in  the 
course  of  time,  against  the  intention  of 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  of  1870,  to  be 
superseded  by  board  schools.  The 
Soman  Catholic  body  have,  as  I  see,  598 
schools  of  their  own.  I  should  like  to 
know  why  they  are  to  be  forced  on  ac- 
count of  their  poverty  to  surrender  these 
schools,  and  to  send  their  children  to 
board  schools  ?  I  do  not  know,  if  I  were 
a  conscientious  Roman  Catholic,  that 
anything  would  induce  me,  if  it  were 
possible  for  me  to  secure  for  them  that 
particular  religious  instruction  which  I 
should  so  highly  prize,  to  send  my 
children  to  a  school  where  they  could 
not  possibly  obtain  it.  And  if  Roman 
Catholics  may  hold  this  opinion,  I 
do  not  see  why  Wesleyan  Methodists 
are  not  to  hold  it — and  I  know  that 
they  do.  I  know,  too,  if  you  travel 
beyond  the  Border  you  will  certainly  find 
in  the  northern  parts  of  this  Island 
many  persons  who  have  no  great  desire 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  Established 
Chnrch  of  England,  but  who  have  the 
rtrongest  determination  that  they  will 


have  their  children  taught  according  to 
that  creed  which  they  themselves  prize ; 
and  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  the  Noncon- 
formists of  the  South  have  so  entirely 
separated  themselves  from  their  brethren 
of  the  Westminster  Confession  as  not — 
many  of  them,  at  least — still  to  desire 
that  they  should  have  if  they  please  the 
right  of  instructing  their  children  accord- 
ing to  those  beliefs  which  they  so  greatly 
prize.  Therefore,  I  think  it  is  an  unfair 
assumption  that,  if  this  Bill  does  in  any 
way  remove  the  disadvantages  which 
have  accidentally  ansen  in  the  way  of 
the  Act  of  1870,  and  have  made  it  less 
conducive  to  the  maintenance  of  fair 
play  to  all  parties,  that  alteration  is 
necessarily  one  which  has  been  made 
simply  for  the  benefit  of  the  Cliurch  of 
England.  Now,  my  Lords,  if  I  wished 
to  prove  that  this  Bill  is  not  particularly 
satisfactory  to  those  who  are  in  favour 
of  religious  education,  I  should  have  no 
difficiilty  in  making  good  that  point.  I 
am  thankful  for  small  mercies.  I  am 
therefore  glad  that  anything  has  been 
done  which  shall  upon  the  whole  give 
to  the  instruction  of  this  country  more 
of  a  religious  character.  But  still  when 
we  are  met  with  something  like  a  loud 
outcry  that  this  is  a  great  concession 
made  to  the  advocates  of  denominational 
and  religious  education,  we  are  bound 
to  consider  for  a  moment  what  the 
demands  of  those  who  are  in  favour  of 
religious  education  are,  and  how  far 
they  have  been  incorporated  in  this 
Bill.  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  resolutions 
proposed  at  a  great  meeting,  held  with 
the  view  of  influencing  the  Government 
with  respect  to  this  measure.  At  that 
meeting  it  was  observed  with  regret 

"that  the  Elementary  Education  Bill,  now 
before  the  House  of  Commons,  docs  not  include 
in  its  provisions  any  satisfactory'  recognition  of 
the  general  desire  of  the  country  for  adequate 
religious  instruction  in  all  elementary  schools.*' 

I  hold  in  my  hand  another  set  of  resolu- 
tions of  the  National  Education  Union, 
and  their  proposals  are  these — 

''That,  notwithstanding  an^-thing  contained 
in  Clause  14  of  the  Act  of  1870,  the  Apostles' 
Creed,  the  Lord's  Prayer,  and  the  Ten  Com- 
mandments may  be  taught  in  schools  provided 
by  School  Boanis. 

"That  it  maybe  made  a  condition  for  the 
receipt  of  a  Parliamentary  Grant  in  the  case  of 
a  Board  School  that  religious  instruction  should 
bo  given  therein,  and  that  such  instruction 
should  consist  of  at  least  the  Apostles'  Creed, 
the  Lord's  Prayer,  and  the  Ten  Comsxiasv!!- 
ments. 


795 


Elemmtary 


(LORDS) 


Education  BUI. 


79« 


"  That  all  Public  Elementary  Schools  should 
be  exempt  from  local  rates," 

and  80  on.  These  were  the  proposals  of 
the  favourers  of  denominational  educa- 
tion at  the  time  that  the  country  first 
began  to  discuss  this  Bill.  I  am  sorry 
to  say  there  is  not  a  concession  made  to 
us  that  I  know  of  in  one  of  these  re* 
spects ;  and  since  I  entered  the  Ilouse 
this  day  I  have  been  waited  upon  by  a 
deputation  begging  me  to  do  what  I 
agree  with  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Gran- 
ville) would  be  useless — namely,  to  pro- 
pose an  Amendment  that  the  Bible 
should  be  read  in  every  board  and  other 
school  throughout  the  country.  I  be- 
lieve if  I  proposed  that  in  this  House 
the  proposal  would  have  an  echo  in  the 
country.  I  believe  it  is  true  that  the 
country,  having  been  appealed  to  on 
this  matter,  is  in  favour  of  religious 
education;  that  it  knows  there  is  no 
real  and  true  good  education  which  is 
not  religious;  and  I  think  I  might 
almost  cite  even  the  Gentleman  who  re- 
presents the  Birmingham  School  Board, 
as  himself  bearing  testimony  to  the  fact. 
For  the  Secularists  appear  to  me  at  this 
moment  to  have  awakened  to  the  con- 
sciousness that  they  are  very  weak  in 
the  country,  and,  therefore,  what  they 
say  is,  not  that  they  hold  a  secular  edu- 
cation is  the  real  education,  but  that  it 
is  to  be  the  only  public  education,  and 
that  the  other  is  so  sacred  a  thing  that 
it  must  be  carried  on  privately  and  by 
voluntary  effort.  Whether  they  are  right 
or  wrong  in  this  view,  I  am  confident, 
my  Lords,  that  they  have  not  the  voice  of 
the  country  with  them  ;  because  we  are 
all  aware  that  if  the  children  of  the  poor 
in  the  present  state  of  education  and 
religion  in  the  country  do  not  receive 
religious  instruction  by  the  public  means 
which  are  taken  to  secure  it,  they  are 
but  little  likely  to  receive  it  at  all.  My 
Lords,  I  think  the  voice  of  the  country 
in  this  matter  is  shown  by  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  school  boards.  Some  gentle- 
man was  at  the  trouble  to  collect,  with 
very  great  care,  all  the  different  rules 
and  regulations  which  were  made  by 
the  school  boards  throughout  the  coun- 
try, in  order  to  show  how  hopeless  was 
the  task  they  had  undertaken  of  teaching 
religion  without  teaching  any  particular 
religion.  Well,  I  grant  that  he  made 
out  a  tolerably  good  case ;  but  I  think 
the  evidence  which  he  collected  was 
more  distinctly  conclusive  on  this  point 
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than  on  the  point  to  which  lie  directed 
our  attention — namely,  that,  in  spite  of 
all  the  regulations  you  may  introduce,  to 
say  there  is  to  be  no  dogmatic  teadiing 
in  your  public  schools,  men  cannot  A 
without  it,  and,  whether  by  right  or  by 
wrong  methods,  by  subterfuge  or  openly, 
they  will  endeavour  to  introduce  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  dogmatic  teaching. 
What  is  dogmatic  teaching  ?  I  hold  in 
my  hands  a  little  extract  which  I  read 
the  other  day  of  what  has  been  prepared 
for  France  in  this  matter  by  the  very 
eminent  man  who  carried  the  knowledge 
acquired  by  him  at  Rugby,  and  at 
Trinity  College,  Cambridge,  to  the  regn* 
lation  of  public  instruction  in  the  coun- 
try of  his  birth — 

"  Clause  II. — From  the  f  ge  of  ten  the  pnpili 
of  both  sexes  " — this  is  in  the  French  elemenUiy 
schools  —  **  shall  sedulously  receive  ^«ncnl 
notions  on  the  existence  of  God,  on  the  iimiKHV 
tality  of  the  soul,  on  morals,  and  on  the  of^ 
ganic  principles  of  Repubhcan  GoYemment** 

I  presume  the  last  would   imply  some 
very  dogmatic  statements  indeed.    The 
paper  seems  to  be  drawn  up  by  M.  Wad- 
dington: — it  is  highly  probable  that  it 
has  not  been   adopted;   but  it  showi 
what  is  occurring  in  a  country  whidi 
desires  to  shake  off  all  dogmatic  teach- 
ing, and  to  get  entirely  free  from  this 
nightmare.     1  mention  these  things  be- 
cause I  think  it  will  be  found  that  ulti- 
mately the  good  sense  and  the  religious 
feeling  of  this   country  will  more  and 
more  gravitate  towards  a  religious  edu- 
cation.    I  do  not  know  that  we  shall 
have  very  strict  denominational  educa- 
tion ;  but  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  the 
country  is  to  be  what  we  all  trust  it  will 
be  in  the  ages  that  lie  before  us,  it  will 
gravitate  towards  a  really  religious  edu- 
cation. I  have  said  that  I  have  received 
many  suggestions  to  make  Amendmenti 
in  this  Bill  in  this  direction.   They  came 
from  persons  quite  above  suspicion  of 
not  being  in  accord  with  the  general  love 
of  progress  which  characterizes  this  19th 
century.     One  gentleman  of  long  expe- 
rience as   a    Government    Inspector  of 
Schools  begs  me  to  remember  what  Lord 
John  Eussell  and  Sir  George  Grey  did 
in  this  direction  in  a  former  time,  when 
old  Constitutional  and  Liberal  principles 
had  not  given  way  to   any  theories  of 
doctrinaire  Radicalism.     One,  as  being 
a  pupil  of  Arnold,  begs  me  to  secure  that 
something  representing  Arnold's  hearty 
love  of  religious  education  shall  find  i6 
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way  into  this  Bill.  I  hold  in  my  hand, 
also,  a  Petition,  which  I  ought  to  have 
presented  some  time  ago,  urging  the 
same  point.  As  we  have  failed,  there- 
fore, to  obtain  any  of  the  particular 
benefits  which  we  might  have  hoped  for 
from  a  revision  of  the  legislation  of 
1870,  I  think  it  is  particularly  hard 
that  we  should  be  exposed  to  obloquy 
because  we  have  obtained  in  this  Bill  a 
slight  instalment  of  that  which  is  neither 
more  nor  less  than  simple  justice.  The 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Eichmond) 
has  quoted  the  opinions  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  1870,  when  they  brought  for- 
ward the  Bill  of  that  year ;  and  when 
we  consider  the  line  adopted  by  one 
eminent  man,  to  whom  the  country  owes, 
perhaps,  more  than  to  any  other  for  his 
labours  in  the  cause  of  education  during 
the  last  six  years,  I  cannot  but  believe 
that  to  remedy  now  the  inconveniences 
which  have  arisen  from  the  unforeseen 
working  of  the  Act  of  1870  is  simply  an 
act  of  justice.  It  is  because,  firstly,  we 
have  no  chance  of  getting  any  more ;  and, 
secondly,  because  we  think  it  fair,  on 
the  whole,  to  acquiesce  in  the  legisla- 
tion of  1870,  that  we,  the  clergy  of  the 
CJliurch  of  England,  have  made  up  our 
minds  to  do  our  best  to  support  this  Bill. 
It  is  not  that  we  are  quite  satisfied  with 
it..  I  would  have  everybody  to  imder- 
■tand  that  we  wish  for  a  great  deal 
more ;  but  we  cannot  get  it.  We  think 
it  riffht,  therefore,  to  acquiesce  in  that 
which  is,  on  the  whole,  a  fair  compro- 
mise. Yery  much  the  same  thing  hap- 
pened in  1870.  We  differed  altogether 
from  parts  of  the  legislation  of  1870, 
but  thought,  on  the  whole,  it  was  fair  to 
all  parties.  Now,  as  then,  we  ask  only 
for  a  fair  field  and  no  favour ;  and  this  is 
what  we  think  the  Bill  does  for  the  poor 
schools  throughout  the  country.  In  the 
poor  districts,  if  there  was,  to  use  the  noble 
Earl's  (Earl  Granville's)  expression,  any 
"  handicapping,"  it  certainly  was  not  in 
favour  of  the  denominational  schools. 
They  had  to  contend  with  persons  who 
had  a  bottomless  purse  at  their  disposal, 
and  who  alone  could  compel  the  atten- 
dance of  the  children  ;  and,  therefore, 
they  had  very  little  chance  of  fighting 
their  way  in  a  fair  field  which  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Act  of  1870  to  secure 
lor  them.  I  think  they  will  have  a  fair 
£eld  now,  and  therefore  I,  for  one,  am 
quite  ready  to  acquiesce  in  the  Bill — 
tnoogh  I  should  be  very  glad,  if  this 


were  not  now  the  8th  of  Augfust,  to  ask 
that  the  Bible  should  be  read  in  all  the 
schools.  At  this  period  of  the  Session, 
however,  there  is  no  use  in  making  such 
a  proposal.  Now,  what  is  the  great  aim 
of  this  Bill  ?  I  suppose  it  is  to  educate 
by  compulsion.  1  do  not  think  compul- 
sion the  highest  or  most  desirable  mode 
of  securing  education.  The  only  object 
of  having  compulsion  is  in  order  that, 
for  a  generation  or  two,  you  may  con- 
vince men  of  the  blessings  of  education 
who  are  at  present  not  sufficiently  edu- 
cated themselves  to  understand  and  ap- 
preciate these  blessings.  I  hope,  how- 
ever, the  time  will  come  when  you  may 
repeal  the  clauses  as  to  compulsion,  and 
when  parents  will  bo  as  unwilling  to 
deprive  a  child  of  his  education  as  they 
would  be  to  starve  him,  and  so  deprive 
him  of  his  natural  food.  I  have  alluded 
to  the  country  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Tweed,  and  cannot  help  mentioning 
what  was  told  me  by  one  now  deceased 
(the  late  Mr.  Edward  Ell  ice),  of  his 
recollections  of  the  Highlands  in  his 
early  days,  when  the  shepherds  on  the 
remote  mountains  were  so  desirous 
that  their  children  should  be  educated, 
that  during  the  summer  they  sent  them 
to  schools  many  miles  distant,  over  hill 
and  fiood,  and  during  the  winter  took 
care  that  their  children  should  not  want 
teachers,  for  the  boys  from  the  schools 
in  the  nearest  towns  were  then  lent  out 
to  act  as  private  tutors  in  these  shep- 
herds' hovels.  It  is  impossible  to  over- 
estimate the  importance  of  such  a  mea- 
sure as  this,  if  it  really  fulfils  the  pur- 
pose for  which  it  is  intended.  Nations 
change  their  character  very  rapidly.  A 
year  or  two  of  slavery  or  of  licence  altoge- 
ther destroys  the  character  of  a  nation ; 
and  a  single  generation  of  well-enforced 
compulsory  education  may,  and  I  trust 
will,  so  influence  for  good  the  generation 
which  follows  that  compulsion  may  be- 
come altogether  unnecessary.  For  these 
reasons  I  shall  support  the  Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  EIPON  said,  that 
as  one  of  the  authors  of  the  Act  of  1870, 
of  which  he  had  charge  in  this  House, 
he  asked  permission  to  say  a  few  words 
upon  the  present  Bill.  Its  main  object 
was  to  extend  more  widely  than  at  pre- 
sent the  system  of  compulsory  attendance 
at  schools.  Now,  he  confessed  he  was 
one  of  those  old-fashioned  people — of 
whom,  perhaps,  there  were  now  not 
many  on  either  Bid©  oi  ^HcLa^^wiafe — ^Vcv 
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looked  with  jealousy  and  with  close 
scrutiny  upon  any  proposal  for  extending 
the  principle  of  compulsion  and  for  in- 
terfering with  the  freedom  of  private 
life.  That  jealousy  was  a  sound  one  as 
a  general  rule,  and  it  was  particularly 
sound  with  respect  to  interference  be- 
tween parent  and  child ;  because  the 
relation  between  parent  and  child  was 
so  sacred  that  we  ought  to  be  very 
careful  in  any  steps  we  took  that  might 
tend  to  weaken  it.  But  though  he  held 
this  opinion,  he  did  not,  of  course, 
say  there  were  not  cases  in  which  it 
might  be  just  and  necessary  that  the 
State  should  step  in  to  see  that  a  parent 
performed  his  duty  to  his  child ;  and  he 
quite  accepted  the  principle  laid  down  in 
Clause  4  of  the  Bill,  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  a  parent  to  provide  efficient  elementary 
education  for  his  child.  He  thought, 
however,  it  was  very  desirable  that  we 
should  closely  scrutinize  proposals  of  this 
kind  when  made  from  time  to  time — 
because  their  justice  depended  entirely 
on  the  way  in  which  compulsion  was 
applied.  It  ought  to  be  applied  in  a 
manner  which  carefully  guarded  to  the 
utmost  possible  extent  the  free  choice  of 
the  parent  as  to  the  school  to  which  his 
child  should  be  sent.  The  compulsion 
proposed  by  this  Bill  was  of  two  kinds, 
direct  and  indirect.  He  had  heard  with 
some  surprise  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of  Richmond), 
that  there  was  no  direct  compulsion  in 
this  Bill.  It  appeared  to  him  that  when 
their  Lordships  went  into  Committee 
they  would  find  there  was  a  very  stringent 
provision  for  direct  compulsion  through- 
out the  country.  He  would  not  now  go 
into  details,  but  he  should  desire  to 
make  some  remarks  when  the  Bill  was 
in  Committee  on  the  way  in  his  noble 
Friend  proposed  to  apply  both  direct  and 
indirect  compulsion.  He  rejoiced  that 
an  Amendment  proposed  in  the  other 
House  by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  had  been  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill,  which  Amendment 
would  enable  the  half-time  system  to  be 
adopted  in  rural  districts.  He  hoped 
that  the  extension  of  compulsion  would 
in  a  few  years  become  unnecessary,  and 
that  the  value  of  education  would  be 
appreciated  throughout  the  country; 
but  he  entertained  some  fear  as  to  the 
possible  consequences  of  extending  the 
system — especially  of  direct  compulsion 
— to  what  he  might  call  single-school 
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districts.  In  many  places  there  was  t 
single  school  in  connection  with  tlie 
Established  Church,  to  which  school  ail 
the  children  in  the  parish,  speaking 
generally,  were  in  the  habit  of  gmng 
with  perfect  satisfaction,  under  a  system 
which  worked  very  quietly  and  efficientlj. 
Englishmen  were,  however,  very  oftoi 
ready  to  do  willingly  what  they  would 
not  do  by  compulsion,  and  he  roared  it 
might  turn  out  that  the  effect  of  this 
Bill  would  be  to  disturb  the  harmonioos 
working  of  the  present  system — althoiigli 
no  one  would  be  more  glad  than  he  to 
find  himself  wrong  in  this  supposition. 
He  was  well  aware  there  were  many 
persons  in  this  country  who  would  saj 
that  such  difficulties  as  he  had  described 
would  be  entirely  got  rid  of  by  the 
general  establishment  of  what  were  called 
unsectarian  schools.  He  could  not  share 
the  opinion  that  that  system  would  tend 
to  get  rid  of  the  religious  difficulty, 
although  it  might  possibly  alter  the 
phase  of  that  difficulty.  Although  un- 
sectarian sphools  might  be  very  aoo^l- 
able  to  a  considerable  number  of  persona, 
they  would,  on  the  other  hand,  be  ex- 
tremely unacceptable  to  others.  On 
this  point  he  would  cite  the  testimony 
of  Dr.  Eigg,  the  head  of  the  Wee- 
leyan  Training  College  at  Westminster, 
and  for  sojne  years  a  member  of  the 
London  School  Board.  That  gentleman 
said — 


"  The  instruction,  indeed,  is  called  * 
tarian ;'  but  to  a  Koman  Catholic  it  is  sectarian, 
being  a  form  of  gcnerically  Protestant  instnic- 
tion  out  of  the  Scriptures.  So  to  the  Deist,  th« 
Rationalist,  the  'advanced  liberal'  Unitarian 
Christian,  it  is  a  form  of  sectarian  and  dogmatic 
instruction,  opposed  to  his  'conscientious  con- 
\nctions.'  So  far  as  the  instruction  goes  it  is  a 
broad  Protestant  form  of  Biblical  Christianitj, 
and  favours  certain  Christian  sects  in  common, 
to  the  exclusion  of  other  religious  communitiei 
professedly  Christian,  or  perhaps,  alao,  pro- 
fessedly non-Christian." 

That  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  perfectly 
fair  statement  of   the  case.     His  own 
belief  was,  that  under  any  system  of 
State- aided   schools   the   so-called  reli- 
gious difficulty  could  not  be  wholly  ^ 
rid   of,  but  it   might  be  reduced  to  a 
minimum ;  and,  in  fact,  it  had  been  re- 
duced  to    a  minimum,   by  the  system 
established  in  1870.     His  noble  Friend 
who  spoke  second  in  this  debate  (Earl 
Granville),  made  some  remarks  with  re- 
spect to  the  proposed  increase  of  grants 
from  the  Education  Department.    The 
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grants  were  not  to  be  made  exclu- 
aively  to  denominational  schools,  but  to 
all  schools ;  though,  no  doubt,  a  chanee 
was  about  to  be  made  in  the  condi- 
tions  on  which  those  grants  were  issued. 
It  did  not  appear  to  him  that  the  pro- 
posed increase  was  fairly  open  to  the 
objection  of  his  noble  Friend.  That 
objection  was  based  on  the  ground  that 
the  clause  would  have  the  effect  of  get- 
ting rid  of  the  local  and  private  sub- 
scriptions in  the  great  majority  of  volun- 
tary schools.  If  he  entertained  that 
opinion  he  should  be  inclined  to  think 
that  such  a  proposal  would  be  very  in- 
jurious to  the  interests  of  denomina- 
tional schools;  but  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  result  alluded  to  would  be 
at  all  general.  There  were,  more- 
over, under  the  system  of  1870,  schools 
which  were  supported  exclusively  by 
the  Oovemment  grant  and  by  school 
fees.  These  were  schools  belonging 
chiefly  to  the  Wesleyan  and  other 
Nonconformist  Bodies.  Therefore  the 
principle  of  schools  without  volun- 
tary subscriptions  had  been  admitted 
ever  since  the  passing  of  the  Act 
of  1870.  A  good  deal  had  been  said 
about  the  clause  which  provided  for  the 
dissolution  of  certain  school  boards,  and 
he  for  one  very  much  regretted  that  the 
Government,  who  had  not  originally 
proposed  that  clause,  should  have  given 
way  with  respect  to  it  to  their  more 
ardent  and  less  discreet  Friends.  The 
clause,  he  believed,  would  have  no  very 
appreciable  effect,  but  it  might  have 
the  effect  of  stirring  up  animosities  and 
raising  questions  uiat  he  hoped  had 
been  set  at  rest.  There  was  nothing 
which,  for  his  own  part,  he  more  strongly 
deprecated  than  the  existence  of  a  hos- 
tile antagonism  between  denominational 
and  boi^  schools.  There  ought,  he 
thought,  to  be  between  them  only  a 
friendly  rivalry  as  to  which  could  do 
most  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
cause  of  education.  There  was,  he  be- 
lieved, room  for  both  classes  of  schools 
in  the  country,  and  good  work  to  be 
accomplished  by  both.  Having  said  thus 
much,  he  would  obsei*ve  that  he  could  not 
concur  in  the  language  which  was  some- 
times used  as  to  the  effect  of  the  present 
Bill  upon  the  policy  of  the  Act  of  1870. 
The  noble  Earl  who  spoke  second  (Earl 
Granville)  spoke  of  that  Act,  as  was  com- 
monly done,  as  being  a  compromise. 
Well,  some  of  the  wisest  measures  which 
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had  been  passed  by  the  Parliament  of 
England  had  been  the  results  of  com- 
promise ;  and  in  that  way  much  of  the 
violence  and  revolution  which  charac- 
terized the  history  of  other  countries 
had,  he  believed,  been  avoided.  But  if 
those  who  employed  the  word  **  compro- 
mise "  with  respect  to  the  Act  of  1870 
meant  thereby  to  imply  that  it  was  de- 
void of  principle,  then  that  was  an  in- 
terpretation of  it  which  he  begged  most 
distinctly  to  repudiate.  He  for  one  was 
proud  of  having  been  permitted  to  play 
even  an  humble  part  in  that  great  legis- 
lation ;  for  what  was  the  policy  of  the 
Act  of  1870  ?  It  was  based  on  the  his- 
tory of  education  in  this  country.  Its 
object  was  to  make  the  utmost  use  of 
that  which  was  good  in  the  existing  sys- 
tem and  at  the  same  time  to  adopt  such 
new  provisions  as  would  speedily  bring 
within  the  reach  of  every  child  in  the 
Kingdom  the  means  of  elementary  edu- 
cation. The  first  principle  of  the  mea- 
sure was  to  take  advantage  of  those 
great  forces,  chiefly  religious,  which  had 
in  the  past  done  so  much  for  the  cause 
of  public  education,  to  accept  what  they 
had  done,  and  to  aid  them  to  do  more. 
The  second  was  the  introduction  of  a 
new  force  to  supplement  those  more 
ancient  forces,  so  that  schools  might  be 
established  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  land.  The  third  and 
last  principle  was  cautiously  and  tenta- 
tively to  make  trial  of  a  system  of  com- 
pulsory education,  while  scrupulously 
respecting  the  free  right  of  choice  of  the 
parent  as  to  the  school  to  which  his 
child  should  go.  Those  wore  the 
principles  on  which  the  Act  of  1870  was 
framed ;  and  what  had  been  the  result? 
In  six  years,  under  the  operation  of  that 
legislation,  the  school  accommodation 
had  been  increased  to  the  extent  of 
1,380,487,  of  which  accommodation  for 
nearly  1,000,000  had  been  supplied  by 
voluntary  efforts.  The  average  attend- 
ance during  these  six  years  had  increased 
by  669,798,  the  certificated  teachers  by 
9,925,  and  the  pupil  teachers  by  the 
enormous  number  of  1 6,286.  The  legis- 
lation of  1870  had  produced  these  great 
results.  He  believed  that  its  policy  was 
as  sound  in  principle  as  it  had  been  rich 
in  results,  and  he  trusted  that  policy 
might  long  continue  to  guide  them  in 
the  future. 

The    Maequess    of    SALISBUEY  : 
We  have,  my  Loidft,  tha  W^^^Tife'^'^  \ri 
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liiivo    niTivoil    at  a    somewhat   calmer  I  be  rendered  more  than  useless  by  the 


disf Mission  of  this  snhjoct  than  those 
llinuijrh  which  this  measure  has  so  re- 
oiMitly  ])a«s«Ml.  Two  ^linistors  who  were 
j>rimM]>ally  rosponsiWo  for  the  Act  of 
1,*'70  liavo  spt)kon  this  ovoninp,  and  both 
of  tlicni  hnvo  tohl  ns  tliat  they  are  not 
proparoil  to  niovo  tho  rejection  of  the 
l^ill.  It  is  inipossihh^  to  listen  to  such 
an  annoinu'eniont  without  rt^tlectinjr  that 
the  Oolloajrties  of  those  noble  Li>rJs  in 
'•  another  phioe  '*  have  sent  it  up  to  us 
wiih  anvthinc:  but  their  blessinar,  but 
with  an  anathema,  and  that  one  of  them 


wickedness  they  would  learn  from  th«*ir 
parents  at  night.  But  I  think  the  noble 
Earl  can  hardly  have  reflected  that  that 
is  a  formidable  objection  to  any  e«luca- 
tion  of  the  lower  classes  at  all.  Tht-re 
must  be  many  poor  persons  in  the 
ctmimunity  who  will  be  liable  to 
temptations ;  and  if  you  lay  down  that 
profligate  companionship  is  not  only  to 
neutralize  the  advantage  of  the  educa- 
tion given,  but  to  make  that  education 
a  positive  evil,  you  throw  very  great 
doubt  upon  the  policy  of  general  com- 


^Mr.  (losihou^  voted  apiinst  the  thin!  i  pulsi^ry  education.  I  should  concur  with 
rt\'uling.  It  is  another  satistaiTorypnWot 
T!:e  \  ahuness  v^t  our  vle^.bemt ions,  or  per- 
haps it  IV. ay  be  due  :o  :V.e  smaller  attend- 
av.*e.  that  a  r/.v^re  Sv^berviow  is  taken  of 
tho  l^ir.  bv  the  two  v.»»b!e  1.  ^nls  of  who::: 
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the  noble  Earl  in  d«»ubting  the  policy  as 
to  th^:■^^>  wastrel  clauses  if  it  was  in- 
:-nic-d  :.-"  ::.ake  th-m  universal  in  all 
p:ir:>hv*.  Ur.ii  »ubir-.l:y.  i:  is  exceptional 
I'.ijisli ::■-::.  I:  :s  a::::'=ni  a:  an  exceptional 
!:i.:  —  :he  :-:rr:l>  r'»ndi::on  of  some 
.':.:' '.re r. — :h  ■  wan-irrlug  and  unelaimed 
/..:!.:>.-  •::  'Ut  \-Ar::r'  towns.  This  is 
T.v  . :  :hf  _:t-  i.:-*t  --v:I*  ani  s^i^rest  dis- 
jT?. .-. *  . :  : •.::  1: j:.lv-c ivilizt-d  s*:Kial life, 
.-.:■..:  y;v.  r.-.v.-:  i]  v.y  ?"-::i  r»-ni»r*iies  as 
:v.iT  >•■•:-:..  vyT.vl  :  nif^::::*:  it:  bur  you 
:v.".ist  r.  T  1 :...'.«': r.r  T.'..*«T  rstiiT -i*"S  smtau.e 
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tary  school  passed  the  tests  of  the  Edu- 
cation Department  it  had  a  right  to  the 
payment.  As  to  the  references  made  to 
the  Act  of  1870,  and  the  understanding 
then  come  to,  no  doubt  that  Act  was 
passed  by  an  understanding.  Its  pass- 
ing was  not  characterized  by  what  we 
have  lately  witnessed — by  discussions  of 
five  nights  in  length.  If  the  Act  of 
1870  had  been  met  with  the  same  spirit 
as  the  Bill  of  1876  has  been  met  with, 
the  Act  of  1870  would  never  have 
reached  the  Statute  Book.  The  Act  of 
1870  maintained,  generally  speaking,  a 
fair  neutrality  between  the  board  system 
and  the  voluntary  system :  leaving  to 
each  locality  a  free  choice  between  the 
two  systems.  But  there  was  one  excep- 
tion to  that  impartiality.  While  the  Act 
provided  for  a  change  from  a  denomi- 
national to  a  board  scliool,  it  refused  to 
sanction  a  change  from  a  board  school 
to  a  denominational  school.  As  long  as 
that  inequality  existed  you  could  not 
say  that  the  subject  was  dealt  with  in  a 
fair  and  even-handed  manner  by  the 
Act  of  1870.  I  agree  that  this  clause 
will  not  have  a  large  effect.  I  have  no 
doubt  it  will  relieve  a  foeling  of  sore- 
ness in  this  country,  but  it  will  not  have 
a  large  general  effect.  It  will  have  a 
moral  and  indirect  effect  in  another  way. 
It  will  announce  to  the  country  that  the 
State  is  absolutely  impartial  between 
the  two  systems,  and  that  wherever 
people  are  willing  to  support  denomi- 
national education,  the  State  will 
allow  that  denominational  education  to 
be  pursued.  I  think  there  is  nothing 
in  this  Bill  to  justify  the  belief  that  it 
is,  in  any  way,  a  great  or  special  conces- 
sion to  the  Church  of  England.  I  be- 
lieve it  is  a  concession  to  what  is  called 
denominational  education  or  sectarian 
education.  It  is  a  concession  to  religious 
education  resting  upon  doctrinal  or  sec- 
tarian teaching ;  but  even  to  that  extent 
the  concession  is  a  small  one.  As  the 
most  rev.  Prelate  has  pointed  out,  those 
who  are  in  favour  of  doctrinal  education 
are  anxious  for  more  than  they  have  re- 
ceived; but  this  Bill  has  not  granted 
to  them  everything  which  will  directly 
stimulate  religious  education  or  'whieh 
will  require  any  form  of  religious  educa- 
tion as  a  condition  of  State  aid.  Our  re- 
fusal does  not  arise  from  indifference  to 
the  subject  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
It  is  not  because  we  disagree  with  those 
who  believe  that  religious  education  by 


the  will  of  the  people  of  this  country  will 
always  be  the  predominant  education. 
We  have  not  thought  it  necessary  to 
approach  this  subject  in  the  way  to 
which  I  refer,  because  we  feel  confident 
that  there  is  so  thorough  a  conviction 
in  all  parts  of  the  country  that  no 
education  which  is  not  a  religious  edu- 
cation is  worthy  the  State  to  give  or  the 
child  to  receive — because  the  Govern- 
ment have  the  full  conviction  that  the 
people  will  remain  firm  on  this  point, 
and  will  yield  to  no  temptation.  We 
felt  that,  therefore,  we  could  properly 
and  safely  avoid  a  subject  full  of  diffi- 
culties, and  that  we  were  not  called 
\\\Km  to  lay  on  the  Table  a  Bill  tliat 
should  contain  a  direct  provision  re- 
quiring religious  education  as  a  condi- 
tion of  State  aid.  The  most  rev.  Prelate 
told  us  that  coercive  education  was 
merely  a  preparation  for  that  period 
when  the  attachment  of  the  people  to 
education  should  be  so  determined  that 
coercion  would  be  no  longer  nc^cessary  ; 
because  if  public  opinion  on  that  head 
was  as  thorough  as  could  be  wished 
coercive  measures  would  not  be  neces- 
sary. They  are  now  necessarj'  as  re- 
gards secular  education  because  the  need 
of  it  is  not  fully  felt  by  all  classes  of  tho 
population.  What  ho  has  paid  of  edu- 
cation generally  is  pre-eminently  true  of 
religious  education.  It  is  the  very  univer- 
salit}'  of  the  feeling  in  favour  of  religious 
education  that  has  made  us  feel  we  could 
safely  avoid  a  subject  so  full  of  difficul- 
ties, and  lay  the  Bill  upon  the  Table  in 
its  present  shape.  We  have  laid  down 
no  direct  provision  for  religious  educa- 
tion simply  because  we  are  convinced 
that  it  is  unnecessary  and  not  from  any 
feeling  that  religious  education  is  not 
desired  by  the  people  of  England. 

Lord  ABEEDAKE  thought  he  would 
be  a  bold  man  who  sliould  state  that  ho 
did  not  know  that  this  Bill  could  not 
possibly  receive  at  this  period  of  tho 
Session,  the  consideration  which  the  im- 
portance of  its  subject  required.  He 
would  appeal  to  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury),  himself  to  say 
whether  the  Bill  would  now  receive  the 
same  amount  of  consideration  that  would 
have  been  bestowed  upon  it  if  it  had 
been  brought  up  to  that  House  a  month 
ago  ?  Here  was  a  most  inipoi*tant  mea- 
sure consisting  of  upwards  of  60  clauses 
— yet  such  was  the  period  of  the  Session 
that  it  waa  quito  \xsaVi\^fe%  iviT  «L\i^  tv^5^^ 
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Lord,  however  interested,  to  propose  any 
important  modification  during  its  pro- 
gress through  Committee.  In  refering  to 
the  opposition  which  the  measure  had 
lately  encountered,  the  noble  Marquess 
appeared  to  him  to  be  somewhat  unjust 
towards  the  Members  and  supporters  of 
the  late  Government,  for  not  only  was 
the  principle  of  the  measure  accepted  by 
them,  but  some  of  them  actually  delivered 
powerful  and  effective  speeches  in  its 
favour.  What  they  had  taken  exception 
to  was  not  the  principle  of  the  Bill  as  it 
was  originally  drawn,  but  the  changes 
which  the  Government  had  subsequently 
introduced  into  it.  As  to  the  Conscience 
Clause,  which  was  formerly  so  much 
opposed,  it  was  now  assorted  to  be 
necessary.  In  Church  schools,  for  the 
most  part,  the  spirit  of  the  Conscience 
Clause  was  no  doubt  observed  ;  but  those 
schools  were  undoubtedly  pervaded  by 
influences  to  which  Dissenters  with  great 
reason  were  unwilling  to  subject  their 
children.  Would  any  noble  Lord  who 
was  a  member  of  the  Established  Church 
care  to  send  his  child  to  a  Eoman  Catho- 
lic or  Unitarian  school,  however  strict 
the  Conscience  Clause  then  in  operation 
might  be  ?  He  was  sure  no  noble  Lord 
would  willingly  run  the  risk  involved  in 
doing  such  a  thing.  The  Nonconformists, 
on  the  same  principle,  preferred  board 
schools  for  their  children,  because  they 
felt  that  there  they  would  be  protected. 
But  by  the  extension  of  the  powers  of 
the  Guardians  and  Town  Councils  under 
this  Bill  the  injustice  previously  felt  by 
the  Nonconformists  was  materially  ag- 
gravated, and  it  was  not  surprising  that 
they  should  look  on  the  Bill  with  dis- 
favour ;  it  was  not,  however,  till  the  Go- 
vernment accepted  Amendments  still 
more  hostile  to  their  interests  that  they 
had  opposed  the  measure  in  any  really 
determined  spirit.  Whatever  faults  it 
might  have,  the  school-board  system 
was  accepted  by  the  Dissenters,  and  it 
was  only  natural  that  their  distrust 
should  be  excited  when  the  Government 
accepted  the  Amendments  referred  to. 
When  the  subject  was  discussed  in  1870 
it  was  argued  that  the  local  contributions 
might  be  looked  upon  as  the  means  of 
providing  the  religious  part  of  educa- 
tion, and  the  Government  grant  as  the 
means  of  providing  the  secular  part; 
and  the  great  objection  raised  to  the 
present  Bill  was  that  under  it  they 
might  have  the  denominational  schools 

J^d  Aherdixre 


entirely  supported  from  grants  oat  of 
the  taxes.  The  clergyman  of  a  rural 
parish  would  increase  his  school  fees; 
with  the  assistance  of  the  compulsory 
system  he  might  compel  the  attendance 
of  the  children ;  if  the  parents  could 
not  pay  the  fees  the  Guardians  would 
have  to  find  the  money ;  and  thus  the 
denominational  system  would  be  main- 
tained by  State  funds  without  any  local 
contributions.  In  the  Bill  of  the  Go- 
vernment there  was  a  very  considerable 
defect  in  respect  to  compulsion.  Town 
Councils,  if  they  thought  proper,  would 
be  able  at  once  to  frame  compulsoiy 
bye-laws,  and  Boards  of  Guardians 
would  be  required  to  appoint  committees 
to  compel  school  attendance  up  to  the 
age  of  10 ;  but  between  the  ages  of  10 
and  14  compulsion  could  only  be  adopted 
on  the  requisition  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  parish.  Now  he  believed  it  would 
be  found  that  just  in  proportion  as  t 
parish  needed  a  compulsory  system 
would  there  be  an  objection  to  it  among 
the  inhabitants.  He  admitted  it  was  t 
great  improvement  to  provide,  as  the  Bill 
did,  that  a  child  must  be  educated  up  to 
the  age  of  10 ;  but  in  a  parish  without 
compulsory  bye-laws  the  child  might 
then  escape  from  all  education  if  he 
either  obtained  a  certificate  of  having 
passed  an  examination  in  Standard  lY — 
to  which  he  had  no  objection — or  had  a 
certificate  showing  that  he  had  attended 
school  for  125  days  during  the  year. 
Now  he  wanted  to  know  why  all  children 
should  not  be  required  to  pass  a  standard 
of  proficiency? — especially  when  they 
remembered  how  careless  many  parents 
were  in  regard  to  the  education  their 
children  received.  Irregular  attendance 
at  school  was  one  of  the  greatest  difii- 
cultics  against  which  teachers  had  to 
struggle;  and  he  thought  they  should 
require  that  the  child  should  have  been 
regular  and  diligent  in  his  attendance. 
An  attendance  of  125  days  was  quite 
insufficient;  and,  moreover,  the  fixing 
of  the  minimum  number  of  attendances 
by  Act  of  Parliament  had  this  evil  effect, 
that  the  parents  and  children  always 
seized  on  the  minimum,  and  made  it 
their  maximum,  contenting  themselves 
with  doing  only  what  was  absolutely 
necessai-y  to  obtain  the  object  for  which 
the  conditions  were  imposed.  Again,  if 
the  House  was  earnest  about  education, 
they  ought  not  to  limit  to  the  age  of  10. 
Canon  Norris,  one  of  the  most  eminent 
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Inspectors,  had  made  a  special  inquiry  as 
to  the  hold  which  the  elementary  educa- 
tion g^ven  in  the  schools  had  had  on  the 
working  classes  in  Staffordshire,  and  he 
showed  that  just  in  proportion  as  a  child 
left  school  at  an  eany  a^e  did  he  loose 
all,  or  nearly  all,  the  oenefit  he  had 
received  as  far  as  regarded  the  elements 
of  instruction.  They  ought  to  compel 
attendances  at  least  up  to  the  ago  of  13, 
and  more  than  attendance  for  125  days 
in  the  year  should  be  exacted  from 
children  who  were  relieved  from  tlie 
necessity  of  passing  an  examination  in 
the  Fourth  Standard.  In  conclusion,  he 
thought  it  was  of  little  advantage  making 
speeches  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  unless  they  were  followed  up  by 
Amendments  in  Committee ;  but  as  the 
noble  Duke  had  informed  them  that  the 
Committee  would  be  taken  on  Thursday, 
proper  time  would  not  be  allowed  for 
putting  Notices  of  Amendments  on  the 
I^aper. 

Lord  HAMPTON  said,  he  looked 
upon  the  Act  of  1870  as  a  great  measure, 
and  he  felt  grateful  to  the  Government 
that  had  brought  it  in ;  and  one  of  the 
reasons  why  he  was  disposed  to  give  this 
Bill  a  most  cordial  support  was,  because 
he  regarded  it  as  a  worthy  sequel  to  that 
Act.  But  he  must  join  those  who  had 
preceded  him,  in  expressing  his  deep 
regret  that  what  he  believed  to  be  the 
most  important  measure  of  the  present 
Session  should  have  been  brought  before 
their  Lordships  at  so  late  a  period  of  the 
Session — at  a  time,  indeed,  so  late  that 
it  was  utterly  impossible  to  consider  it 
adequately.  He  did  not  impute  blame 
to  his  noble  Friends  on  the  Treasury 
Bench — they  had  been  the  victims  of  cir- 
cumstances. The  one  cause  which  more 
than  any  other  had  led  to  this  Bill  being 
sent  up  to  their  Lordships  so  near  to  the 
dose  of  the  Session  was,  the  unduly 
warm  discussions  which  arose  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  on  the  clause 
for  the  dissolution  of  school  boards  in 
certain  cases.  He  could  not  understand 
how  by  any  Party  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  clause  could  have  been  con- 
sidered worth  the  angry  feeling  and 
waste  of  time  to  which  it  had  led.  With 
regard  to  the  Bill  itself,  he  looked  upon 
it  as  a  most  valuable  step  towards  the 
completion  of  the  general  education  of 
the  country.  If  Her  Majesty's  GK)vern- 
ment  had  decided  to  introduce  into  the 
Bill  a  provision  for  direct  compulsion  he 


would  have  been  ready  to  support  it ; 
but,  to  the  best  of  his  judgment,  the 
Government  had  taken  a  wiser  course. 
They  had  done  well,  when  it  became 
necessary  that  compulsion  should  be 
resorted  to,  to  try  the  experiment  of  in- 
direct compulsion ;  if  that  failed,  direct 
compulsion  could  be  resorted  to.  If  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  were  entirely  and 
sincerely  cai;ried  out  throughout  the 
country,  he  believed  they  would  go  a 
long  way  to  avert  the  necessity  for 
stronger  measures.  There  was  one  point 
in  the  Bill  which  was  worthy  of  all 
praise,  and  that  was  the  proposal  to  put 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  the  position  of 
school  boards,  so  as  to  make  it  less 
necessary  that  school  boards  should  bo 
adopted  all  over  the  country.  He  did 
not  join  in  the  objection  felt  to  school 
boards  by  some  with  whom  he  generally 
agreed.  He  did  not  object  to  school 
boards.  On  the  contrary,  he  believed, 
if  we  were  to  have  a  system  of  education 
extended  to  the  whole  population,  and 
especially  to  the  populous  parts  of  the 
country,  school  boards  would  be  found 
one  of  the  most  effective  means  of  carry- 
ing out  that  object.  He  agreed  with 
the  opinion,  so  strongly  expressed  by 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Ripon),  that  there  ought  not  to  bo  any 
feeling  of  antagonism  between  school 
boards  and  voluntary  schools,  but  that 
they  ought  to  work  harmoniously  to- 
gether for  the  promotion  of  a  common 
end.  Ho  believed  that  there  were  two 
things  at  the  root  of  the  objection  to 
school  boards — In  the  first  place,  they 
had  been  found  much  more  costly  than 
they  ought  or  needed  to  bo ;  but  still  a 
greater  objection  was  the  general  feeling 
that  under  these  school  boards,  according 
to  the  present  state  of  the  law,  the  chil- 
dren could  not  receive  the  religious  in- 
struction which  they  ought  to  receive, 
and  which  the  parents  generally  desired. 
The  coimtry  generally  was  in  favour  of 
the  Act  of  1870,  with  the  exception  of 
its  inadequate  provisions  on  the  subject 
of  religious  instruction.  In  his  j  udgmen t 
and  conscience  he  entirely  agreed  with 
what  had  been  said  so  eloquently  by  the 
most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury)  as  to  the  feeling  of  the 
country  on  this  subject.  He  had  hoped 
that  we  might  have  had  in  this  Bill  a 
provision  requiring  that  religious  in- 
struction should  be  given  in  all  board 
schools  *,  and  NvViQii  ^^^  ^-^L^x^i^A^^  '*^%^ 
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opinion  he  distinctly  and  emphatically 
disclaimed  the  idea  of  speaking  with  any 
view  to  the  exclusive  interests  of  the 
Church  of  England — he  was  speaking  in 
the  interests  of  no  particular  Church; 
and  the  humble  efforts  he  had  made  in 
former  years  to  promote  education  justi- 
fied him  when  he  said  that  he  was  not 
speaking  in  the  interest  of  any  particular 
denomination.  He  spoke  in  the  cause 
of  Heligion  and  Christianity.  He  was 
the  last  man  who  would  urge  any  system 
which  would  violate  the  scruples  of  Non- 
conformi*its  ; — he  had  always  taken  a 
different  line.  But  the  Boman  Catholics 
in  Ireland  had  religious  instruction  in 
their  schools ;  if  their  Lordships  turned 
to  the  Presbyterians  of  Scotland,  they 
would  find  there  was  religious  instruction 
in  their  schools  ;  and  in  England  he 
ventured  to  say  that  the  national  sys- 
tem, whatever  it  might  be.  ought  not  to 
be  one  which  excluded  religion.  They 
were  indebted  to  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons  for  having  moved  for  a 
Return  of  the  religious  instruction  in  the 
board  schools.  He  doubted  whether  it 
was  as  generally  known  to  the  public  as 
it  was  to  their  Lordships  what  the  case 
was  with  the  great  School  Board  of 
London.  The  Lord  President,  in  his 
opening  speech,  spoke  in  high  terms, 
and  very  justly,  of  the  School  Board  of 
London.  Well,  this  Resolution  was 
passed  by  that  School  Board — 

*•  Thrit,  in  the  sch  »l3  provided  by  the  Board, 
the  Biblo  *biil  b»?  rv^d,  and  there  shall  K'  civen 
snoh  expliaati -n*  aal  such  in<tructi'>iis  there- 
fr:ni  in  thi  principles  of  monlity  and  K-liirion 
as  are  suitc^i  :o  the  oajvacity  of  the  children. 
pr-'\-ii-.'l  ilTTjiy?  :h.it  in  such  eipLinations  and 
in>truo:ijr.s  :h-?  rr.^visioas  of  the  Act,  the  Tth 
and  14th.  are  sirietly  oKs^rred  b->th  in  letter 
and  spirit,  and  that  no  attempt  be  made  in  any 
such  s^^^ho^'ls  to  att.ich  the  children  to  anv  de- 
nomina:iv.n.** 

When  the  London  School  Board  had 
parsed  su«  h  a  Bes-^lution,  the  Crovem- 
meat  rn  Vat  well  have  T>?:rarded  it  as  a 
prv  v^vii:  in  thi>  Bill.  On  the  other  • 
hand,  the  Birminynam  school  b-.^ani.  a*  ■ 
he  Irani:  by  a  Ie::er  tr>m  a  cleivyman 
ther^.  banishisl  all  religious  teaching 
from  it*  <<h».»ols — 


or  :•>  v -i^.i  :>:  l>:: .:,  ah  :,  iz  : 
mas:  zlzz,  r*r  mtntioncri.'" 


i::,  jLs  tAT  is  :hr 


Some  s:at;<ti:-*  prepar^  by  the  Xati.^na! 
Sjdetv    showed    :he    aoiion  cf    s*.hx'I 


boards  upon  the  subject   of   religious 
education.     Out  of  284    school  boards^ 
62,  while  permitting  the  reading  of  the 
Bible,  did  not  allow ,  any  note  or  com- 
ment, 16  forbad  the  reading  or  explain- 
ing of  the  Bible,  and  39  forbad  all  reli- 
gious observance  or  instruction  in  con- 
nection with  the  ordinary  work  of  the 
school,  or  by  any  member  of  the  achuol 
staff.     Surely,  it  was  not  seemly  or  right 
that,  under  the  legislation  of  this  coun- 
try, it  should  be  in  the  power  of  any 
handful  of  men,  exercising  a  brief  au- 
thority in  any  district,  thus  to  exclude 
from  the  teaching  of  the  rising  genera- 
tion that  knowledge  without  which  eda- 
cation  was  worth  verv  little.     It  was 
satisfactory,   however,   that   while    117 
boards  had  thus  neglected  the  teaching 
of  religion,  the  remainder,  1 67  in  num- 
ber, had  in  various  ways,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  London  School  Board,  laid  down 
by  certain  rules  that  religion  should  be 
taught.     Here  was  a  clear  proof,  by  a 
numerical  majority,  that  the  country  was 
in  favour  of  religious  teaching,  and  any 
Government  which  made  a  change  in 
this  respect  would  receive  the  general 
support  of  the  country.     The   question 
became  more  important  when  they  con- 
sidered   the    rapid   increase    of   board 
schools    as    compared    with    voluntary 
schools.     He  accepted  this  as  a  valuable 
Bill  to  the  extent  to  which  it  went ;  but 
he  deeply  lamented  the  omission  as  to 
religious  education,  his  belief  being  that 
if  the  Government  had  intr^iduced  clauses 
of  a  moderate  character,  providing  that 
ivlipon   should   be    taught   in  all   our 
board  schools  that  dev-i.>i<.»n  would  have 
been  in  gt-neral  harmony  with  the  opinion 
•if  the  nation.     This  subject  could  not 
and  would  not  rest  where  it  was.     The 
country  would  not  be  satisfied  as  long 
as  it  was  in  the  power  of  any  set  of  men 
to  denv  to  the  children  of  the  humbler 
clashes  the  bea»^nts  of  religious  education. 
Eael  FORTESCUE.  as  a  consistent 
Liberal,  saw  no  just  reason  for  opposing 
t!;e  proTisi'^n  :ha:  a  majority  of  the  in- 
habitants >h>uld  be  able,  if  thev  wished, 
to  ^t   rid  o:  a  s^h.^ol  board  now  that 
.-tht-r    means  oi    c».':nprJs«>ry    education 
wt^re  pn>vidfd  Vy  it-gislation.      School 
b'.ards   had    c.^r.e.    and   were  doin^,    a 
usrtV.  work.   b.;t  Lt^  ap\^d   that   they 
wvrc  n:u:h  more  o>>:ly  than  they  mi^ht 
bv  ■.  r  ouj:h:  :o  '.-e :  and  gr^at  part  of  this 
c-\5t  ar.se  tTL^m  the  »Titem  of  dedion. 
Hx  s..gg«s(ed,  lA  18?%  Aat  Aat  qfalam 
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might  be  assimilated  to  the  mode  of 
electiag  Boards  of  Guardians — a  system 
which  worked  so  satisfactorily  that  in 
1874  and  1875  only  four  cases  of  con- 
tested elections  had  required  inquiring 
into  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
during  each  year;  and  which  had  been 
declared  to  be  cheap  and  economical  by 
more  than  400  school  boards  in  their 
Memorial  to  the  Lord  President  com- 
plaining of  the  immense  cost  of  the 
present  system  of  election.  It  should 
be  remembered  that  a  large  majority  of 
the  ratepayers  voted  under  the.  Poor 
Law  system  of  sending  a  few  clerks 
round  to  collect  the  votes  of  the  many 
voters ;  while,  in  spite  of  all  efforts  to 
excite  and  stimulate  the  voters,  com- 
paratively few  voters  voted  under  the 
Bohool-board  system  of  obliging  the 
many  voters  to  go  and  get  their  votes 
recorded  at  the  polling  booth  by  the  few 
clerks.  One  cause  of  the  unpopularity 
of  school  boards  was  the  great  expense 
incurred  by  them  in  elections  and  for 
non-educational  purposes.  He  objected 
to  those  provisions  in  the  present  Bill 
that  broke  down  the  distinction  between 
pauperism  and  independence.  Ho  was 
referring  to  what  he  might  call  the 
gushing  and  sentimental  clauses  about 
paying  the  school  fees  of  the  children  of 
poor  parents  without  considering  it  as 
relief  given  to  those  parents ;  about 
founding  scholarships  for  children  of  10 
years  old — a  80i*t  of  yearling  races ;  and, 
above  all,  about  feeding  children  at  the 

gublic  expense  in  day  industrial  schools. 
uch  a  system  combined  the  different 
disadvantages  of  legal  relief  and  of 
private  charity,  without  the  advantages 
of  either.  Such  relief  would  be  grudg- 
ijigly  given  and  thanklessly  received. 
It  was  undesirable  in  itself,  and  very 
dangerous  as  a  precedent.  He  wished, 
however,  to  bear  Ids  testimony  to  the 
value  of  the  clauses  which  dealt  with 
poor  schools,  and  which  in  his  judgment 
would  not  lead  to  the  results  anticipated 
by  his  noble  Friend  the  late  Foreign 
Secretary.  In  conclusion,  the  noble  Earl 
expressed  his  gratitude  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  tardy,  but  not  too  tardy, 
repeal  of  the  25th  clause  and  the  substi- 
tution of  the  Board  of  Guardians  as  the 
body  for  ascertaining  the  ability  of 
parents  and  for  paying  the  school  fees 
Xbr  the  children.  He  could  claim  con- 
lenoj  in  taking  that  course,  because 
haa  proteated  against  the  system  as 


originally  proposed  for  imposing  that 
duty  on  the  school  boards,  which  had  no 
officers  like  the  relieving  officers  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians,  both  competent  and 
available  for  inquiring  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  parents. 

Lord  STANIiEY  of  ALDERLEY 
thanked  the  noble  Duke  for  bringing  in 
the  Bill,  which  would  be  accepted  as  a 
fulfilment  in  part  of  the  promise  made 
by  the  Government  to  promote  religious 
education. 

Lord  WAYENEY  bore  testimony 
from  his  own  experience  to  the  value 
which  the  provisions  in  the  Bill  relating 
to  industrial  schools  were  calculated  to 
confer. 

'Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 


rOLLTJTION  OF  RH^ERS  BILL-(No.  207.) 
{^The  Marqiu'ss  of  Salinlturj/.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Heading,  read. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  it  was  very  much  the 
sa^^ie  measure  which  had  passed  the 
House  last  year,  and  was  lost  in  the 
general  confusion  which  usually  attended 
the  termination  of  the  Session  in  tlio 
other  House.  It  did  not  go  quite  so  far 
as  that  measure,  but  it  proposed  to  efiect 
three  objects — the  exclusion  of  solid 
matter  and  of  sewage  from  rivers  as  well 
as  all  new  sources  of  pollution  arising 
from  manufactures  and  mines. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

REGISTRATION     OF     BIRTHS     AND     DEATHS 
(IRELAND)    AMENDMENT   BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  tho  Act  passed  in  the  twenty- 
sixth  year  of  the  reipm  of  IltT  most  Excollent 
Majesty  Queen  Victoria,  relating  to  the  reps- 
trati^n  of  Births  and  Deaths  in  Irehind — Was 
presented  bv  The  Earl  of  Donolgumore  ; 
read  1».     (No.  208.) 

House  adjourned  at  half-i>ast  Nino 

o'clock  till  To-moiTow, 

Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
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period  of  the  transfer  of  the  tel^^raphs 
to  the  State  in  1870,  and  7%eDreewum*s 
Journal  only  rented  its  wire  since  Feb- 
ruary 1872.  It  would  be  obviously  un- 
fair  to  deprive  The  Irish  Timee  of  the 
wire  which  it  has  had  since  1870,  and  tt 
present  a  direct  wire  cannot  be  spared 
for  The  Freeman^  s  Journal,  In  fact,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  it  is  rather 
a  case  of  first  come  first  served. 

Mb.  M.  BEOOKS  :  As  to  the  amount 
of  rent  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS:  I  have 
said  that  the  rent  is  the  same  in  both 


MrNTJTES.] —  Select  Committee — Report  — 
Standing  Orders  Revision  [No.  404]. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered — First  Beading — Cor- 
rupt Practices  at  Elections*  [291]. 

Secofid  Reading — Consolidated  Fund  (Appro- 
priation) *. 

Committee — Report — Suez  Canal  (Shares)  [189]; 
"War  Department  and  Post  Office  (Remunera- 
tion, &c.)  *  [206] ;  Appellate  Jurisdiction  [HI]; 
Sheriflf  Courts  (Scotland)  {re-comm.]  ♦  [289] : 
Local  Government  Board's  Provisional  Or- 
ders Confirmation  (Artizans  and  Labourers 
Dwellings)  (re-comm.)  *  [287] ;  Parochial  Re- 
cords* [283] ;  Companies  Acts  (1862  yid 
1867)  Amendment*  [211];  Legal  Practi- 
tioners* [43]. 

Considered  as  amended — Crossed  Cheques  *  [267] ; 
Queen  Anne's  Bounty  ♦  [278]. 

Cotisidered  as  amefided  —  Third  Reading — Local 
Government  Board's  Provisional  Orders  Con- 
firmation (Bilbrough,  &c.)  *  [265],  and  passed. 

Third  Reading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Birmingham,  &c.J  *  [261];  Local 
Gk)vemment  Boeurd's  Provisional  Oraere  Con- 
firmation (Bath,  &c.)  ♦  [264]. 


SPECIAL  WIRES.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  M.  brooks  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  special  telegraph  wire  from 
London  to  Dublin,  rented  by  Govern- 
ment to  the  Dublin  **  Freeman's  Jour- 
nal," a  leading  Irish  Liberal  newspaper, 
is  ono  which  goes  round  by  Liverpool, 
and  is  subject  to  interruption  and  delay, 
of  which  frequent  complaint  has  been 
made;  whether  another  newspaper  in  the 
same  city  has  a  ** direct"  special  wire 
from  London  via  Holyhead,  which  is  not 
liable  to  such  interruptions;  whether 
any  difference  is  made  in  the  rental  of 
these  two  wires ;  and,  whether  it  is  his 
intention  to  take  means  to  secure  equa- 
lity of  Government  telegraphic  facilities 
for  all  newspapers  in  the  same  district  ? 

Loud  JOHN  MANNERS :  In  reply 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  have  to  state  that  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
special  wire  rented  by  The  Freeman^s 
Journal  goes  by  way  of  Liverpool,  and  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  complaints  have 
been  made  as  to  interruption  and  delay. 
It  is  also  a  fact  that  The  Irish  Times  has 
a  direct  special  wire  from  London  to 
Dublin.  Both  wires  are  vid.  Holyhead, 
and  the  rental  of  both  wires  is  the  same. 
The  Irish  Times  rented  its  wire  at  the 


\ 


cases. 

GOVERNMENT.  ADVERTISEMENTS   IN 
IRELAND.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  M.  brooks  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  '^  Freeman's  Journal,"  t 
leading  newspaper  of  Ireland,  is  the 
only  one  of  the  five  daily  papers  in 
Dublin  to  which  Government  advertise- 
ments are  not  sent;  whether  it  is  the 
only  one  of  the  five  Dublin  daily  papen 
professing  Liberal  and  Home  Rule  prin- 
ciples ;  and,  whether  he  has  any  oDJec- 
tion  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  Hoose 
the  official  list  of  the  Irish  newspapers 
to  which  Government  advertisements 
were  sent  when  Her  Majesty's  Mini- 
sters entered  office,  with  a  statement  of 
the  changes  which  have  since  been 
made,  and  the  reasons  for  each  such 
change  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  hicks -BEACH: 
I  think  this  Question  would  have  been 
more  properly  addressed  to  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  than  to  myself ;  but,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  I  believe  that  The  Free- 
man^s  Journal  does  not  receive  all  the 
Government  advertisements.  It  is  reaUy 
no  part  of  my  business  to  inform  the  hon. 
Member  whether  that  journal  is  or  is 
not  the  only  daily  paper  in  Dublin  pro- 
fessing Liberal  or  Home  Rule  principles; 
though  I  did  not  know  up  to  this  time 
that  those  political  epithets  were  synony- 
mous. The  terms  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  seem  to  imply  an  idea  that  Gt>- 
vernment  advertisements  are  to  be  re- 
garded in  the  light  of  a  subsidy  to  the 
Press,  and  that  The  Freeman^s  Journal 
ought  not  to  be  deprived  of  its  partici- 
pation in  that  advantage  by  the  peculiar 
and  apparently  unpopular  principles 
which  it  professes;  but  Government 
advertisements  are   inserted   in  newa- 
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pspefTS  in  order  to  make  those  persons 
who  may  be  likely  to  supply  the  Go- 
Temment  wants  acquainted  with  them. 
The  different  Departments  advertise 
their  wants  in  those  papers  which  they 
think  possess  the  most  general  circula- 
tion,  not  so  much  amongst  the  public  at 
large  as  amongst  the  class  by  which  their 
wants  are  likely  to  be  supplied.  I  have 
no  such  official  list  as  that  alluded  to  in 
the  last  part  of  the  Question ;  but  I  know 
that  many  newspapers  in  Ireland  op- 
posed to  the  present  Government  in  po- 
litical opinion  receive  advertisements 
from  one  Department  or  another  of  the 
Government.  For  instance,  some  ad- 
Tertisements  sent  out  from  the  Chief 
Secretary's  Office  are  inserted  in  The 
Dreeman^e  Journal^  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  be  prepared  to  consider  any  argu- 
ments which  the  hon.  Member  may  ad- 
duce with  the  view  of  showing  that  it 
would  be  for  the  public  advantage  that 
more  advertisements  should  be  inserted 
in  that  newspaper  than  now  appear 
there. 


CRIMINAL    LAW  —  THE    CONVICT 
CHRISTOS  BAUMBOS.— QUESTION. 

Me.  H.  B.  SHEHIDAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether, 
considering  that  the  only  evidence 
against  the  Greek,  Christos  Baumbos 
(now  under  sentence  of  death),  was  the 
evidence  of  those  who  had  killed  his 
companions,  rightly  or  wrongly,  and 
considering  there  are  grave  doubts  en- 
tertained by  many  persons  as  to  the 
g^uilt  of  the  condemned  man,  and  con- 
sidering also  that  one  jury  had  refused 
to  find  him  guilty,  it  is  his  intention  to 
recommend  to  the  Crown  any  alteration 
of  the  sentence  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
I  cannot  admit  the  accuracy  of  the  state- 
ments contained  in  the  hon.  Member's 
Question,  either  as  to  the  evidence 
against  the  condemned  man,  or  as  to  the 
doubts  said  to  be  entertained  as  to  his 
euilt.  I  believe  one  jury  refused  to  find 
him  guilty  of  murder  because  a  single 
juiyman,  being  adverse  to  capital  punish- 
ment, stood  out  for  a  verdict  of  man- 
slaughter. No  memorial  has  been  pre- 
sented on  the  convict's  behalf,  nor  has 
the  Judge  who  tried  the  case  made  any 
reconmiendation  to  the  Government  with 


regard  to  it.  It  is  my  duty  to  add,  that 
I  am  not  aware  of  any  circumstances 
that  would  justify  me  in  advising  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  interfere  with  the 
sentence  of  the  law. 


NAVY— THE  NAVAL  RESERVE. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  intends  this 
autumn  to  place  as  many  of  the  seamen 
of  the  Naval  Keserve  as  he  can  collect 
on  board  coast  defence  or  other  ironclad 
ships,  for  the  purpose  of  being  exercised 
in  sea> going  manoeuvres  in  place  of  the 
present  harbour  and  skeleton  drill ;  and, 
further,  to  inquire  how  many  torpedo 
boats,  if  any,  he  intends  placing  at  the 
principal  seaports  of  the  united  King- 
dom for  the  purpose  of  instructing  the 
men  of  the  Coast  Guard,  Naval  Eeserve, 
and  Coast  Volunteers  in  the  art  of  work- 
ing them  ? 

Mr.  HUNT,  in  reply,  said,  he  had  no 

Eower  of  placing  Naval  Keserve  men  on 
oard  sea-going  ships,  unless  they  volun- 
teered for  such  service.  It  was  not  his 
intention  to  invite  them  this  autumn  so 
to  volunteer,  because  the  iron-clad  ships 
in  the  Eeserve  had  already  been  out  for 
their  annual  cruise,  and  had  completed 
it.  With  regard  to  the  second  Question, 
the  defence  of  the  commercial  harbours 
was  in  the  hands,  not  of  the  naval,  but 
of  the  military  authorities,  and  all  the 
Admiralty  had  to  do  was  to  apply  for  the 
Votes  necessary  to  enable  them  then  to 
lay  down  torpedoes. 


NAVY— RETIRED  NAVAL  COM- 
MANDERS.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  HANBUEY-TEACY  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  What  con- 
clusion he  had  arrived  at  respecting  the 
Petition  presented  to  the  Admiralty  by  a 
large  number  of  Commanders  who  have 
retired  since  the  year  1870,  praying  that 
a  step  in  rank  may  be  granted  to  them, 
the  privilege  having  already  been  con- 
ceded to  Captains  by  Order  in  Council, 
1«70? 

Mr.  HUNT  :  I  have  obtained  an 
Order  in  Council  to  enable  me  to  give 
effect  to  the  prayer  of  the  memorialists, 
and  their  names  will  appear  in  to-night's 
Gazette, 
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to  the  third  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, the  Inspector  informed  him  that  he 
had  not  seen  the  cause  of  death  on  the 
register,  but  he  understood  from  the 
medical  attendant  of  the  child  that  it 
died  of  bronchitis. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH— VACCINATION 
ACTS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  he  has  received  a  statement 
from  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Fry  of  Andover  to 
the  effect  that  their  infant  child  died 
from  the  direct  effects  of  vaccination  on 
April  2oth,  after  five  weeks  of  dreadful 
suffering,  the  child  having  been  pre- 
viously healthy  and  free  from  any  con- 
stitutional taint;  whether  he  has  received 
a  report  on  this  case  from  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  Inspector ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  in  conducting 
his  investigation,  the  Inspector  did  not 
visit  the  parents  of  the  deceased  child, 
nor  examine  the  child  from  which 
the  lymph  was  taken,  and  which  is 
alleged  to  have  *  *  had  a  running  sore  in 
its  arm,  of  a  most  offensive  nature,  for 
nine  weeks  ; "  and,  whether  in  fact  his 
report  was  founded  merely  on  the  cause 
of  death  as  entered  in  the  register  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  heard  from  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Fry,  but  not  until  after  Notice  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  Question  had  been 
given,  and  they  in  reply  to  an  inquiry 
stated  that  they  believed  their  child  died 
from  the  direct  effects  of  vaccination. 
They  did  not,  however,  give  any  parti- 
culars. This  was  one  of  four  cases  which 
had  been  brought  under  his  notice  by  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Pearce,  of  Andover, 
dated  6th  of  May  last ;  and  by  his  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth's)  directions  a  medical  In- 
spector was  sent  down  to  make  inquiry 
into  the  four  cases  reported  to  him.  This 
was  on  the  25tli  of  May.  The  general 
result  of  that  inquiry  had  already  been 
stated  by  him,  in  reply  to  a  Question  put 
to  him  by  another  hon.  Gentleman — 
namely,  that  the  cause  of  death  was  not 
in  any  of  those  cases  attributable  to 
vaccination.  In  reply  to  the  second 
Question  put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Inspector,  he  might  state,  in- 
formed him  that  he  did  not,  when  making 
his  inquiries,  call  upon  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Fry,  because,  as  he  had  been  informed, 
their  child  had  then  been  one  month 
dead,  and  because  he  had  previously  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  the  same  child  on 
the  7th  of  April,  when  he  was  making 
his  usual  tour  of  inspection.  At  that 
time  the  child  appeared  to  him  to  be  in 
excellent  health,  and  the  vaccination  had 
boeh  performed  about  18  days.   In  reply 
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TREATY  OF  VIENNA,   1816— THE 
POLISH  LANGUAGE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  M.  TORRENS  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  the  attention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  has  been  drawn  to 
recent  proceedings  for  the  suppression  of 
the  use  of  the  Polish  language  in  the 
Civil  and  Criminal  Courts  of  the  (hand 
Duchy  of  Posen,  contrary  to  the  2nd  and 
1 1 8th  Articles  of  the  Treaty  of  YienoA? 
To  explain  the  Question,  he  said  that 
Article  1  of  the  Treaty  provided  that 
**  Polish  subjects  of  Eussia,  Austria,  and 
Prussia  shall  have  such  national  institu- 
tions  as  are  judged  in  accordance  with 
the  poUty  of  each  of  three  Powers." 
Article  2  recognized  Posen  as  united  to 
Prussia.  Article  1 1 8  incorporated  and 
confirmed  a  separate  Treaty  of  the  3rd 
of  May.  By  that  Treaty  Eussia  and 
Prussia  assured  such  institutions  to  the 
Polish  subjects  of  each  as  shall  preserve 
their  nationality  ;  and  the  Proclamation 
of  Frederick  William  III.,  dated  Vienna, 
15th  May,  1815,  declared  to  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Grand  Duchy,  parted  from 
that  of  Warsaw,  and  incorporated  with 
the  Kingdom  of  Prussia,  that  their  lan- 
guage should  be  used  concurrently  with 
German  in  all  public  acts. 

Mr.  BOUEKE  :  I  do  not  know  ex- 
actly to  what  my  hon.  Friend  alludoe, 
but  conjecture  that  he  refers  to  a  debate 
which  occurred  in  the  Prussian  Parlia- 
ment in  June  last  on  the  subject  of  the 
Official  Language  Bill.  This  debate 
called  forth  strong  speeches  from  the 
Polish  Deputies,  and  a  risumi  of  the 
debate  was  sent  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  the  usual  way ;  but  I  fail  to 
see  in  what  way  the  2nd  and  llbtli 
Articles  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  affect 
the  question,  because  the  2nd  Article 
merely  defines  the  limits  of  the  Grand 
Duchy  of  Posen,  and  the  1 1 8th  Article 
merely  enumerates  and  confirms  the 
various  other  Treaties  which  were  made 
in  1815,  and  are  declared  pairt  of  the 
arrangements  of  the  Congress.  Neither 
of  these  Articles  makes  any  allusion  to 
the  Polish    language.     It  is  ti*ue  that 
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by  •  Proclamation  issued  by  the  King 
of  PruBBJa  on  the  15th  of  May,  1815, 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Grand  Duchy  of 
Posen  irere  assured  that  their  language 
would  be  used  i-onjoiutJy  with  the  Ger- 
man in  all  public  Acta;  but  the  Fro- 
elamaiion  was  no  part  or  parcel  of  the 
Treat;. 


INDIA— THE  KIEWBE  BOOTY. 

QUESTION. 

Gesesal  SHUTE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  it  is  in- 
tended to  refer  the  unadjusted  prize 
claims  of  Sir  George  Whitlock's  force 
BB  regards  the  Kirwee  Booty  to  the  High 
Court  of  Admiralty  ;  and,  whether  more 
prompt  «t«ps  cannot  be  taken  to  settle 
these  claims? 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in  re- 
ply, said,  it  was  not  intended  to  refer 
an;  question  relating  to  the  Kirwee 
boo^  to  the  High  Court  of  Admiralty, 
or  to  reverse  any  dei^ision  that  had  ^- 
readybeen  arrifod  at ;  but  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  had  communicated  t« 
the  Indian  Ooremment  his  opinion  that 
the  account  should  be  wound  up,  and 
any  assets  that  remained  distributed. 

CONSOLIDATED    FUND  "i.  (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 
{Mr.  Haikn,  Mr.   Chanctllor  of  the  Exeheqntr, 
Mr.  WilHam  Hfiiry  SaiilA.) 
SRCOm)  .BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Motion  mado,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Jfr.    Chancellor   of  the    Exehe- 


r.) 


PLUMSTEAD    AND   WORMHOLT    COM- 
MONS.-BESOLTJTION. 
8m  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  rose  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  that — 

"  The  actiiiQ  of  the  War  Office  with  reference 
to  Plumatcad  Common,  in  the  county  of  Kent, 
and  Wotmholt  Common,  in  the  manor  of  Ful- 
hun,  lA  such  ea  to  imperil  the  use  of  those  open 
■pscea  for  rccreatioii  hy  the  people  of  the  me- 

The  hon.  Baronet  began  by  quoting  as 
a  precedent  for  the  discussion  even  of 
seneral  grievances  on  the  Appropriation 
Bill,  that  of  7th  August,  1876,  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  County  (Mr. 
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MitchelIHenry)hadaskedforthe  release 
of  tlie  Fenian  prisoners.  The  grievance 
that  he  (Sir  Charles  Dilko)  had  to  put 
before  the  House  was  of  an  urgent 
nature,  and  he  had  exhausted  all  other 
moans  of  obtaining  discussion  upon  it 
since  it  had  been  placed  in  his  hands  by 
his  constituents— the  jury  of  the  Court 
Leet  of  the  manor  of  Fulham.  More- 
over, this  was  a  base  properly  to  be  dis- 
cussed upon  the  Appropriation  Bill,  in- 
asmuch as  it  concerned  money  Votes  in 
the  Estimates,  for  the  War  Office  called 
on  the  nation  to  pay  annual  rent  to  the 
commoners  of  Fulham  and  to  the  Lord 
of  Plumatead.  The  hon.  Baronet  then 
went  on : — I  confess  I  think  that  I 
have  so  strong  a  case  that  the  Home 
Secretary,  after  all  his  declarations  of 
this  Session,  ought  to  help  me  against 
the  War  Office.  I  say  '  War  Office,' 
and  not  'Secretary  of  State  for  War,' 
because  some  of  the  steps  taken  in  this 
matter  were  taken  by  the  late  Govei-n- 
ment,  and  have  only  been  continued  and 
extended  by  the  Government  now  in 
office.  It  maybe  remembered  that  in1874 
I  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
whether  steps  were  being  taken  by  the 
War  Office  of  a  nature  calculated  to 
limit  the  use  of  Wormholt  Common,  or 
Wormwood  Scrubbs,  by  the  commoners 
or  by  the  public.  He  replied  that  the 
common  iu  question  had  long  been  used 
by  the  troops  for  drill. 

"  In  order  to  aocuro  the  property  it  had  boca 
purchased,  sub.iect  to  the  rights  of  the  com- 
moners. NcgotiatiODS  were  now  going  on  with 
the  commoners  for  the  purpose  of  buj-ing  out 
their  rights  and  giving  thera  adequate  compen- 
sation. There  was  no  nei^essit;  at  present  to  put 
in  force  the  provisions  of  the  Defence  Act ;  but, 
if  the  commoners  veiatiouBly  interfered  with  the 
use  of  tho  place  for  drilling  tnwps,  it  might  be 
neccaattry  to  put  those  provisions  in  operation. 
As  to  the  common  being  lost  to  the  public,  the 
object  of  the  purchase  was  to  keep  it  open." — [3 
Saiuard,  cczviii.  230.  j 

With  regard  to  this  last  remark,  why, 
if  the  War  Office  want  to  keep  the 
common  open,  should  they  buy  up  and 
extinguish  all  rights  in  it  except  their 
own  ?  Why  not  have  these  rights  ex- 
isting ?  Why  convert  the  common  into 
freehold  property?  With  regard,  too, 
to  an  earlier  portion  of  the  answer, 
what  is  this  '  vexatious  interference ' 
which  is  expected  from  the  commoners  ? 
Their  position  has  been  all  along  a  very 
intelligible  one.  They  have  begged 
only  to  be  let  alone.     I  nia.'j  &4A.  ^.VaS.'V 
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was  astounded  at  the  admission  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  that  the  putting  in 
force  of  the  Defence  Act  against  the 
commoners  of  the  manor  of  Fulham 
had  been  contemplated  for  one  in- 
stant. The  Defence  Act  is  purely 
an  Act  for  the  defence  of  the  Realm 
against  the  King's  enemies.  The 
Preamble  recites  the  finding  of  the 
Fortifications  Commissioners  in  favour  of 
the  building  of  fresh  forts.  It  cannot 
be  for  a  moment  contended  by  any  man 
who  reads  it  that  Parliament  meant  the 
War  Office  to  compulsorily  acquire  under 
the  Defence  Act  lands  for  the  drilling  of 
troops.  Yet  the  War  Office  has  threat- 
ened, and  still  threatens,  to  take  this 
monstrous  step.  The  War  Office  pur- 
chased for  the  sum  of  £28,000,  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  their  rights, 
as  lords  of  the  manor,  over  140  acres  of 
the  common.  Now,  the  lord  of  the 
manor  of  Fulham  never  had  the  right 
to  break  ground,  and  being  prohibited 
from  digging  ^avel,  I  venture  to  assert 
that  the  lord  s  rights  were  not  worth 
purchasing,  not  worth  one  single  penny. 
The  sum  of  £28,000,  paid  for  these 
rights  by  the  War  Office,  has  been 
thrown  away !  Not  only  thrown  away ! 
Worse  than  thrown  away  !  The  eff'ect 
of  a  payment  of  this  kind  is  to  greatly 
raise  the  price  of  lords'  rights  in  the  case 
of  all  commons  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
London,  and  to  force  the  Metropolitan 
Board,  as  representing  the  ratepayers  of 
London,  to  pay  unfair  prices  for  the 
lords'  rights  in  the  case  of  all  commons 
that  they  may  wish,  in  the  interest  of 
the  metropolis,  to  acquire.  Wormholt 
Common  is  leased  by  the  commoners  to 
the  War  Office  as  a  drill  ground.  It  has 
long  been  much  so  used,  without  its  use 
by  the  commoners'  cattle  and  by  the 
public  being  prevented.  I  really  do  not 
know  why  the  Crown  wants  to  acquire 
the  freehold.  The  War  Office,  two  years 
ago,  offered  a  low  price  to  the  commoners 
for  their  rights.  Now,  the  commoners 
do  not  want  to  sell  at  all,  but  if  they 
ai'e  made  to  sell  they  want  to  get  a 
proper  price.  This  they  ask,  as  I  shall 
presently  explain,  not  in  their  own  in- 
terest, but  in  that  of  the  poor.  The 
present  revenue  from  the  common  is  be- 
tween £400  and  £500  a-year.  Part  of 
this  is  received  from  the  War  Office, 
under  the  lease  to  which  I  have  just 
made  allusion,  £100  a-year  comes  from 
various  Volunteer  corps,  £150  a-year  is 
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derived^from  the  grazing  rights,  butthii 
sum  is  not  a  real  rent,  and  does  not  in 
the  least  represent  the  value    of  the 
rights,   but  something  more  like  one- 
tenth  only  of  the  value.     The  g^nudng  is 
a  privilege  of  the  commoners,  and  the 
sums  received  are  only  intended  to  check 
abuse  and  regulate  the  use  of  the  priTi* 
lege.     If  the  grazing  were  to  be  let  hj 
the  commoners  to  outsiders,  not  baring 
rights  of  common,  a  vastly  g^reater  rent 
Would  be    received.      The    commonen 
think  that  they  have  not    only  been 
harshly  dealt  with  as  to  terms,  but  also 
as  to  the  language  in  which  the  offenof 
the  War  Office  have  been  made.    Aha 
my  Motion  was  placed  upon  the  Paper 
the  commoners  were  offered  the  warn  of 
£10,000,  and  told  that  '  thej  need  not 
expect  one  penny  more,'  as  though  their 
object  was  to  extort  money  from  the 
Crown.      The    commoners,   I    am  en- 
titled from  my  interviews  with  them 
to    state,    do    not    want   the   monej. 
Their  anxious  wish  is  to  be  let  alone  in 
the  exercise  of  their  undoubted  rights, 
and  to  spend  their  income  in  the  futoie 
as  they  spend  it  now,  not  upon  them- 
selves, but  upon  the  poor.     But  I  kx^ 
at  this  question  not  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the    commoners  so  much   u 
from  that  of  the  metropolitan  public 
Pay    the    commoners    what    you  will; 
I  contend  that  you  have  acted  most  un- 
wisely in  paying  £28,000  for  the  worth- 
less rights  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sion, and  I  would  ask  who  advised  the 
payment  of  that  sum?    Moreover,  Task, 
also,  why  do  you  wish  to  acquire  the 
freehold  at  all,  and  what  security  have 
\ve  that  the  common  will  not  be  built 
on.    Your  word  ?    Yes ;  but  how  about 
your  successors  in  10  or  20  years?    No- 
thing but  the  promise  of  a  special  Act 
of  Parliament  will  suffice.      Again,  I 
hear    that    the  commoners,   frightened 
by  your  threats  of  putting  the  Defence 
Act  in  force,  are  withdrawing  their  op- 
position to  a  sale,  taking  less  than  their 
rights  are  worth.     Who  suffers?     Not 
the  commoners,  but  the  Waste  Lands 
Almshouse!     Not  the  commoners,  but 
the  poor  !     I  cannot  see  how  the  Alms- 
house, at  present  supported  out  of  the 
revenues  of  the  common,  is  to  be  kept 
alive.     I  have  a  list  of  the  tenants  of 
that  Almshouse,  from  which  I  find  that 
they  are  persons  of  exceedingly  advanced 
age ;  indeed,  there  are  1 1  of  them  over 
^  80,  who,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  will  be 
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turned  into  the  streets  if  the  commoners' 
tights  are  extinguished  in  this  way.  I 
come  now  to  the  equally  shameful  action 
of  the  War  Office  in  the  case  of  the 
east  end  common  of  Plumstead.  This 
common  and  Bostall  Heath  contain  to- 
ffeiher  about  160  acres.  Up  to  1859, 
uiough  troops  were  drilled  there,  the 
oommon  was  largely  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  recreation  by  the  inhabitants  of 
Woolwich,  and  used  also  by  the  com- 
moners of  the  manor  in  the  exercise  .of 
their  rights  of  common.  In  1859, 
Queen's  College,  Oxford,  to  which  the 
manor  belongs,  began  a  high-handed 
oourse  of  action,  with  the  view  to  crush 
the  fireeholders  and  build  upon  the 
oommon.  In  1866  a  suit  was  instituted 
in  Chancery,  at  great  cost,  praying  that 
the  College  might  be  restrained  from 
inclosing.  This  suit  was  heard  in  1870, 
when  judgment  was  g^ven  against  the 
College.  That  judgment  was  appealed 
Against,  and  was  confirmed  by  the  Lord 
Cnancellor  in  1871.  On  this  latter  occa- 
mon  the  Lord  Chancellor  concluded  his 
decision  with  the  following  memorable 
words: — 

**  The  inquiry  has  been  occasioned  by  a  high- 
handed aawrtion  on  the  part  of  the  College, 
who  seem  simply  to  have  said  to  those  who 
Iwre  been  exercising  their  rights  for  200  years, 
*  Yon  will  be  in  a  difficulty  to  prove  that  you 
liare  exercised  them,  so  we  will  put  you  to  tiiat 
proof  by  taking  •  possession  of  your  property.' 
Sow,  ihat  is  what  it  really  is  when  you  come 
to  an  incloeure  done  against  those  who  have  so 
long  exercised  the  right  to  which  I  am  thankful 
to  be  able  to  afford  a  legal  origin." 

After  this  happy  decision  we  really 
thought  that  our  money  had  not  been 
spent  in  vain.  Nothing  took  place 
until  the  end  of  1873,  when  it  was  pro- 
posed to  prepare  a  scheme  for  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  common  in  the  interest 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  metropolis. 
It  was  then  suddenly  discovered  that 
there  was  a  lease,  just  made,  from 
Queen's  College  to  the  War  Office.  We 
were  forced  to  abandon  our  scheme. 
But  what  is  the  value  of  this  lease? 
Who  advised  it  ?  Queen's  College 
oould  lease  only  what  it  had.  What 
rights  has  it  to  lease  to  the  War  Office 
that  can  be  worth  to  the  War  Office 
between  £300  and  £400  a-year  rent? 
On  the  other  hand,  what  of  the  poor 
commoners  ?  What  compensation  have 
thej  received  for  their  rights  estab- 
lished at  jzreat  cost  in  the  suit  ?  What 
of  the  miK^rtnnate  public  ?  The  oommon 


was  always  used  for  military  drill,  but 
since  1873  it  has  been  cut  to  pieces  and 
the  turf  entirely  destroyed  by  artillery. 
It  is  now  a  very  fair  copy  of  the 
African  Sahara.  Had  Queen's  College 
the  right  as  against  the  commoners  to 
cut  the  turf  to  pieces  by  the  use  of  artil- 
lery ?  Why,  an  injunction  would  have 
stopped  such  a  course  at  once  if  it  had 
been  tried.  But  last  week,  when  an 
injunction  against  the  War  Office  was 
applied  for,  the  Judge  said — **  Even  if 
the  Crown  could  commit  a  trespass,  a 
subj  ect  could  not  sue  for  it . "  Is  that  Star 
Chamber  doctrine  still  good  law  ?  May 
the  artillery  come  and  knock  my  private 
garden  to  pieces,  and  I  be  without  the 
ordinary  remedies  of  law  ?  The  whole 
of  the  advantages  gained  by  the  free- 
holders of  the  manor  at  a  very  heavy 
cost  by  the  Chancery  suit  liave  been  lost 
by  the  action  of  the  War  Office.  Now, 
two  years  ago  I  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  under  what  title  the 
artillery  cut  to  pieces  the  common.  He 
replied  that — 

"The  artillery  enjoyed  the  same  right  to 
practice  on  Plumstead  Common  which  had 
been  enjoyed  since  1745." — [3  Hansard^  ccxxi. 
1145.] 

Now,  I  venture  to  put  this  question  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  If  ho  rests 
his  right  on  prescription,  why  does  he 

Say  between  £300  and  £400  a-year  to 
tueen's  College  for  a  lease?  If  he 
rests  it  on  the  lease  of  1873,  why  did  he 
talk  to  me  about  '  the  same  right  which 
had  been  enjoyed  since  1745?'  He 
might  as  well  have  said  '  since  the 
flood.'  If  it  is  a  Parliamentary  expres- 
sion— no  more  disingenuous  answer  was 
ever  made.  I  do  not  accuse  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  of  the  offence. 
It  was  a  clerk  who  wrote  the  reply  for 
him,  of  course.  I  remember — it  was 
before  I  was  in  the  House,  but  I  have 
read  of  it — when  a  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  rose  in  his  place  to  give  an  an- 
swer to  a  Question  about  an  escort.  He 
read  from  the  clerk's  paper  in  his  hand — 
*  The  escort  consisted  of  20  rank  and 
file;'  'that  is,'  he  added,  'of  40 
men.'  No  doubt  it  is  better  for  Minis- 
ters to  avoid  the  errors  and  to  say  what 
they  are  told  to  say  by  clerks ;  but,  in 
this  case,  the  reply  which  I  received  was 
not  a  proper  one.  I  am  told  that,  since 
my  Motion  has  been  placed  upon  the 
Paper,  the  War  Office  has  proposed  a 
compromise.    I  doLaiV.  \^^  ^^  \a  \v»dx 
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what  the  details  of  the  compromise  may 
be.  In  that  which  I  have  heard  talked 
of,  the  cloven  foot  again  appears.  It  is 
suggested  that  the  War  Office  should 
give  up  half  the  common,  but  acquire, 
by  means  of  the  Defence  Act,  the  whole 
of  the  rights  over  the  rest.  This  is  a 
fatal  policy  which  we  cannot  possibly 
allow  in  the  case  of  any  common,  with- 
out taking  steps  to  test  the  right  of  the 
War  Office  to  put  the  Defence  Act  in 
force  for  purposes  of  this  kind.  I  can 
only  warn  the  Secretary  of  State  that  in 
acquiring  any  property  of  the  kind  he 
should  acquire  it  by  a  special  Act  of 
Parliament,  rather  than  by  straining 
the  Defence  Act  to  include  cases  which 
it  never  was  meant  to  meet. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  tho  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  the  action  of  the  War  Office  with  reference  to 
Flumstoad  Common,  in  the  county  of  Kent, 
and  Wormholt  Common,  in  the  manor  of 
Fulham,  is  such  as  to  imperil  the  use  of  those 
open  spaces  for  recreation  by  the  people  of  the 
metropolis," — {Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  booed  wished  to  say  a  very  few 
words  in  support  of  the  Amendment. 
Ho  complimented  the  hon.  Baronet  on 
the  very  luqid  statement  he  had  laid  be- 
fore the  House,  and  also  on  the  inge- 
nious method  he  had  chosen  to  escape 
from  an  embarrassing  situation.  He  had 
succeeded  in  showing  that  the  late  Go- 
vernment were  greatly  to  blame  in  this 
matter,  and  to  make  their  fault  appear 
less  he  had  attempted  to  throw  a  still 
greater  responsibility  on  tlie  present  oc- 
cupants of  the  Treasury  Bench.  How- 
over  that  might  be,  the  fact  remained 
that  by  Lord  Chancellor  Hatherley's 
decision  it  was  evident  that  there  were 
commoners,  and  that  those  commoners 
liad,  and  exercised,  rights  of  the  usual 
description.  But  how  were  they  situated 
now  ?  It  was  impossible  for  them  to  use 
their  rights  in  consequence  of  the  action 
of  the  War  Department.  The  condition 
of  the  common  had  been  correctly  de- 
scribed by  tho  hon.  Baronet  as  that  of  a 
desert.  But  behind  the  commoners 
there  was  a  still  more  imjwrtant  body — 
the  public — which  was  represented  in 
that  locality  chiefly  by  the  operatives 
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employed  in  the  Boyal  AnenaL  H« 
(Mr.  Boord)  would  not  contend  for  one 
moment  that  the  public  as  soch  had  laj 
clearly  defined  legal  right  of  tiaer  of  the 
common ;  but  the  desirability  of  pie- 
serving  open  spaces  for  pabUo  recrei- 
tion  being  universally  admitted,  it  was 
convenient  to  regard  the  rights  of  the 
commoners  as  a  means  to  that  end.  An 
arrangement  had  been  proposed  by  n 
able  member  of  the  Woolwich  Locsl 
Board  (Mr.  Lloyd),  and  he  trusted  thit 
it  would  receive  due  consideration  at  the 
hands  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Wir. 
He  would  not  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  by  following  the  hon.  Barcnet 
through  the  details  of  his  argument,  bnt 
would  simply  appeal  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  to  consider  this  matter  fairlj, 
and  see  if  some  arrangement  could  not 
be  made  whereby  those  who  toiled  in 
the  arsenal  might  have  the  opporta- 
nity  for  the  recreation  they  so  much 
needed. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  had  taken  t 
somewhat    unusual    course    upon   thiB 
question,   because    he  had    asked   the 
House  to  come  to  a  conclusion  on  the 
subject  without  placing  any  documentaiy 
evidence  before  them,  and  his  Motion, 
if  passed,  would  practically  be  a  Vote  of 
Censure  not  only  on  the  present,  but  also 
on  the  past  Government.  .  He  believed, 
however,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  did  not 
intend  to  press  his  Motion  to  a  division, 
and  that  his  real  object  was  merely  to 
elicit  information  on  the  subject,  which 
he  should  be  very  happy  to  give  him. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  said  that  he  (Mr. 
Hardy)  had  given  a  disingenuous  answer 
when  he  spoke  of  the  common  having 
been  used  by  the  Artillery  since  the  year 
1^40.     Well,  in  reply  to  that,  he  could 
only  say  that  he  did  not  think  that  the 
Crown   was  bound   any  more    than   a 
private  individual  to  disclose  the  nature 
of  its  title,   especially  at  a  time  when 
other  pei-sons  were   seeking  to  set  its 
rights  aside,  and  that  in  tliis  respect  it 
was  entitled  to  an  equal  protection  of  the 
law  with  a  private  owner.     He  would 
only  make  a  few  remarks  as  to  the  course 
taken  with  respect  to  these  commons. 
With  regard  to  Plumstead  Commcm  the 
facts  stood  thus: — Since  1740  the  Crown 
had,  without  leave  or  licence  from  any 
person,  used  the  conmion  forpractising 
the  evolutions  of  artillery.      His  prede- 
cessor in  office  (Lord  Cardwell)  thought. 
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bowerer,  it  would  be  better  to  become 
poasoiood  of  the  rights  of  the  lords  of 
the  manor,  so  as  to  relieve  himself  from 
maj  opposition  on  their  part.  He  (Mr. 
fiardj)  quite  admitted  that  the  com- 
numem  also  had  rights  over  the  common, 
and  he  would  go  farther,  and  concede 
tliat  the  population  of  Greenwich  had 
acquired  certain  rights  of  recreation  in 
regard  to  it  which  ought  to  be  respected. 
Negotiations,  however,  were  now  going 
on  which  he  trusted  would  result  in  a 
satisfactory  solution  for  all  parties  of 
the  difficulty  that  had  arisen ;  but  he 
did  not  think  that  it  would  be  prudent 
or  desirable  to  state  the  stage  those 
negotiations  had  reached  to  the  House 
at  the  present  moment.  With  respect 
to  the  rights  of  the  Crown,  the  Master 
of  the  HoUs  had  most  emphatically  said 
it  was  impossible  to  get  an  injunction 
against  the  Crown,  because  it  was  itself 
the  Fountain  of  Justice.  No  doubt  the 
Burface  of  the  common  was  cut  up  to  a 
greater  extent  by  the  heavy  artillery, 
which  required  8  or  12  horses  to  each 
gun,  than  it  had  been  by  the  light 
artillery  of  former  years  ;  but  that  was 
•  a  matter  that  could  not  be  helped.  It 
was  in  1873  that  his  predecessor  had 
obtained  a  lease,  and  certainly  up  to  that 
time  no  complaint  had  been  made  by 
the  commoners  as  to  the  use  of  the  com- 
mon. But  since  then  not  only  private 
individuals,  but  the  local  board  of  Wool- 
wich, had  been  anxious  to  come  to  some 
terms  with  the  Government.  He  desired 
that  facilities  should  be  given  for  the 
recreation  of  the  people;  but  holding 
the  office  he  did  he  had  also  to  look  to 
the  military  requirements  of  the  country, 
and  he  was  not  prepared  to  give  up  the 
rights  which  the  Government  had  exer- 
cised unless  it  could  be  shown  that  he 
was  entirely  in  the  wrong.  He  declined 
to  go  into  the  question  of  the  negotia- 
tions that  were  going  on.  He  did  not 
at  all  despair  of  making  arrangements 
which  would  be  satisfactory  at  once  to 
the  locality  and  to  the  Government. 
The  Defence  Act  had  not  been  put  into 
operation  with  regard  either  to  Plum- 
atoad  Common  or  Wormwood  Scrubbs ; 
and  if  any  question  arose  as  to  the  force 
of  that  statute  it  would  have  to  be  deter- 
mined, not  by  that  House,  but  by  the 
ordinary  Courts  of  Law.  With  regard 
to  Wormwood  Scrubbs,  Lord  Cardwell 
liad  purchased  the  rights  of  the  Ecdesi- 
astioal  Commissioners,  as  lords  of  the 


common,  for  the  Crown,  which  he  had 
paid  for  out  of  the  £3,500,000  voted  by 
Parliament  under  the  Localization  Act. 
If  an  invasion  of  this  country  ever 
occurred  Wormwood  Scrubbs  might  be- 
come of  great  importance  for  the  erection 
of  fortifications,  and  his  predecessor  had 
purchased  the  freehold  of  54^-  acres  of 
land  adjoining  the  Scrubbs  at  a  co'st  of 
£24,600,  in  order  to  secure  a  large  space 
for  the  exercise  of  the  Cavalry,  and 
which  might  ultimately  be  thrown  open 
for  public  recreation.  There  was  no 
intention  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of 
the  commoners  or  of  the  public  over  the 
Scrubbs,  and  indeed  the  former  received 
a  rent  from  the  Government  for  the  use 
that  was  made  of  it,  which  circumstance 
was  a  sufficient  proof  that  no  confiscation 
of  their  rights  was  intended.  He  wished 
to  point  out,  however,  that  some  scheme 
with  regard  to  these  open  spaces  should 
be  adopted  which  would  render  the 
public  use  of  them  more  advantageous 
and  less  obnoxious  to  the  neighbourhood 
than  was  at  present  the  case.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  leave  the  whole  matter 
in  the  hands  of  the  Executive.  It  would 
be  impossible  for  it  to  come  to  any 
satisfactory  conclusion  on  the  Eesolution 
of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEYEE  said,  he  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  discuss  this 
matter  in  a  hostile  spirit.  The  ground 
of  complaint  with  respect  to  Plumstead 
Common  was  not  so  much  the  use  of 
the  common  by  the  troops  as  its  abuse. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  said  that 
the  War  Office  had  a  right  arising  from 
long  use  to  that  common  for  military 


purposes. 
The  Crown, 
should  be  g 


Mr.  GAxnoRNE  Hardy  : 
Well,  the  Crown.      He 

ad  to  know  if  that  right 
rested  upon  any  better  ground  than  the 
right  of  the  public  to  use  the  common. 
He  was  afraid  that  it  had  no  other  basis. 
All  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea 
had  asked  of  the  Government  was  that 
further  proceedings  should  not  be  taken 
in  the  matter  until  it  was  siibmitted  to 
the  decision  of  Parliament.  The  excessive 
use  of  the  common  had  really  rendered 
it  totally  unsuitable  for  the  purpose  of 
public  recreation ;  and  he  had  a  me- 
morial from  people  living  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood to  that  effect.  The  public 
considered  that  the  War  Office  was  not 
the  best  authority  to  define  the  right  of 
use  of  the  commons  as  between  that 
Department  and  the  ]^ublvc.   ^1l\^<^  q\^%^t* 
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vations  of  the  lion.  Member  for  Obelsea 
had  pointed  to  a  scheme  for  the  regula- 
tion of  these  commons  under  the  Metro- 
politan Commons  Act,  and  the  suggestion 
was  deserving  of  the  attention  of  me  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  believed  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Chelsea 
would  be  satisfied  if  the  Government 
would  give  an  assurance  that  the  rights 
of  the  commoners  would  not  be  pur- 
chased until  Parliament  had  considered 
the  matter.  If  the  Government  would 
give  that  promise,  and  subsequently  in- 
troduce a  scheme  of  regulation,  he 
believed  that  the  object  in  view  would 
be  sufficiently  met. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  said,  he 
had  not  the  least  objection  to  say  this 
much  —  that  he  would  conclude  no 
arrangements  before  the  beginning  of 
next  Session,  so  that  there  might  be  in- 
formation before  the  House  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 


SUEZ  CANAL  SHARES  BILL— [Bill  189.] 

(3fr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchegtier,  Mr,  William 
Senry  Smith.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  that  before  they 
went  to  that  stage  he  thought  the  House 
would  like  to  have  some  little  informa- 
tion as  to  the  state  of  the  undertaking. 
He  thought  the  thing  might  be  said  to 
have  settled  down,  so  far  as  the  outside 
public  were  concerned,  and  to  have  as- 
sumed its  normal  condition.  Most  of 
the  things  had  happened  which  they  had 
expected.  The  money  and  the  interest 
on  the  money  at  the  exorbitant  rate 
agreed  on  had  been  paid — all  that  was 
done  with.  Then  they  had  obtained 
three  votes  on  the  Council  of  the  Board 
of  Directors.  The  Council  had  been 
increased  to  24  from  21,  and  three  of 
these  places  had  been  given  to  gentle- 
men who  represented  the  Government. 
They  had  not  obtained,  so  far  as  he  was 
aware,  the  recognition  of  any  votes  at 
all  in  the  General  Assembly  of  the  Com- 
pany.    He   should  be  glad  to  know  if 


that  was  correct?    He  ahould  alto  like 
very  much  to  know  whether  their  Direc- 
tors would  be  admitted  to  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  Company  as  wdl  as  to 
the   Council?    All  these  things  it  wu 
very  desirable  should  be  known.    The 
Khedive  had  pledged  himself  for  the 
interest  on    the  large   sum   advanced; 
but  in  this  matter  they  had  to  rely  on  t 
Power  which  had  declared  itself  unable 
to  fulfil  its  pecuniary  engagements,  and 
he  should,  therefore,  like  to  know  whe- 
ther there  was  any  special   agreement 
that  we  should  be  paid,  at  all  events,  (v 
whether  we  should    have  to  take  oar 
chance  with  the  rest  of  his  Greditore; 
and  whether  in  that  ease   we  ahould 
exercise  any  influence  with  the  Khedire 
that  we  should  be  paid  in  full,  when  eo 
many  were  not  paid  in  full,  or  not  paid 
at  all  ?    It  would  be  very  interesting  to 
know  all  these  things.     He  should  for- 
ther  like  to  know,  whether  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  contemplated 
doing,  what  was  often  done  in  bank- 
ruptcy — namely,  capitalizing  the  whole 
matter,   and   taking  a    dividend  upon 
that  ?    He  hoped  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man would    not    take    any    particular 
amount  of  credit  to  himself  or  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  fact  that  he  had  oh- 
tained  three  directorships  in  the  Com- 
pany;  because,   as  was  shown  on  the 
former  debate  when  the  Papers  were 
laid  on  the  Table,  M.  de  Lesseps  had 
been  always  ready — as  early  as  1871 — 
to  admit  three  Directors  into  the  Council. 
M.  de  Lesseps  was  extremely  frank  upon 
the  subject,  because  he  said  that  would 
be  the  very  way  to  preserve  the  Company 
under  French  influence.     It  would  give 
the   appearance  but  not  the  reality  of 
power.     Therefore,  he   did   not  expect 
much  to  be  made  of  it.     Then  there  wa« 
another    point — the   settlement   of  the 
question  of  the  surtax — and  he  did  not 
think  that  we   could  claim   any  great 
diplomatic  victory  in  that  matter  either, 
because  it  had  been  shown  by  M.  Lesseps 
that  we  did  not  gain  by  it  anything  more 
tlian  he  chose  to  give  u^.     He  trusted 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
giving   an  account  of  the  state  of  this 
undertaking,  would  steer  clear  of  vague 
generalities,  and  that  we  should  be  paid 
no    more  with   wind    for    our  money. 
On   former  occasions  when  they  asked 
what  they  had  gained  by  this  purchase, 
they  had  been  told  that  it  had  strength- 
ened the  position  of  the  Empire ;  and,  if 
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that  statement  were  to  be  repeated,  lie 
ahonld  desire  that  the  logical  connection 
between  the  purchase  and  that  result 
should  be  stated.    They  had  been  told 
that  they  had  interests  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean which  they  must  and  would  pre- 
serve at  all  hazards ;  but  how  would  the 
purchase  of  these  shares  enable  us  to 
preserve  them?    They  were  told  that 
the  gpreat  highway  of  India  must  be 
kept  open.    That  was  perfectly  right ; 
but  how  would  the  flinging  of  £4,000,000 
into  the  lap  of  the  Khedive,  on  which 
we  should  probably  receive  no  interest 
for  19  years,  help  us  to  keep  that  high- 
way open  ?    Now  that  the  first  blush  of 
the  thing  was  over,  and  the  glory  had 
got  rather  stale,  the  Government  might 
reasonably  be  asked  to  state  how  the 
matter  really  stood,  and  what  real  ad- 
vantage we  had  gained  by  the  purchase 
of  these  shares  which  we  should  not 
have  had  if  we  had  not  purchased  these 
shares  at  all.     He  thought  the  House 
ought  not  to  separate  before  hearing 
from  the   Government  what   good  we 
were  to  get  out  of  the  enormous  expendi- 
ture which  we  had  made  in  this  matter. 
Mb.  GOUELEY  was  anxious  to  know 
precisely  the  meaning  and  object  of  the 
purchase  of  these  shares.    At  the  time 
when  the  purchase  was  made  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  a  speech  at  Manchester, 
said  there  were  considerations    in  the 
present  case  which  took  the  transaction 
out  of  the  region  of  our  financial  policy, 
and  that  it  was  not  to  be  drawn  into  a 
precedent.     He  should  like  to  know  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what 
those  considerations  were  ?    So  far  as  he 
was  himself  able  to  judge,  the  purchase 
of  a  portion  of  the  Canal  would  leave 
this  country  in  a  much  worse  position 
than  if  we  had  not  possessed  any  shares 
at  all ;  because,  in  trie  event  of  any  com- 
plications   with    foreign    Governments, 
those  Governments  would  naturally  seek 
to  have  the  right  to  navigate  the  Canal 
by  vessels  of  war  equally  with  ourselves, 
and  we  should  not  be  able  to  prevent 
them,  except  by  keeping  a  fleet  of  ships 
on  the  spot  for  the  purpose,  which  might 
prove  very  inconvenient.     He  believed 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  entered 
into    this    transaction    without    really 
knowing  what  the  object  was.    What 
we  ought  to  have  done,  if  anything  at 
all,  was  to  have  purchased  the  whole 
Canal,  so  as  to  obtain  entire  control  over  | 
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it,  and  in  that  event  the  Government 
would  have  received  the  support  of  the 
country.  As  it  was,  we  were  only  in  the 
position  of  ordinary  shareholders.  It 
was  to  be  hoped  we  should  some  day 
acquire  the  whole  property. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
we  had  reserved  the  right  to  interfere 
whenever  the  interests  of  the  Canal  were 
at   stake,   inasmuch   as  we  were  pro- 
prietors of   half  the  Canal,   and  that 
should  be  the  first  step  towards  redeem- 
ing the  whole  by  a  process  similar  to  that 
by  which  the  Sound  Dues  were  redeemed. 
It  was   necessary  to  do  something    to 
enable  us  to  lower  the  charges,  which 
were  very  high,  and  often  amounted  to 
one- third  of  a  ship's  freight.     He  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seriously 
to  consider  the  Treasury  Minute,  which 
was  published  on  the  17th  of  July,  with 
regard  to  the  three  directors  by  whom 
this  country  was  to  be  represented  on 
the  Canal  Company's   Board,  because 
that  Minute  was  likely  to  raise  very 
serious  legal  questions  in  France.   Even 
although  its  terms  were  accepted  by  the 
Council  of  the  Company,  ho  did  not  think 
that  it  would  hold  good  against  third 
parties.    The  statutes  of  the  Company 
laid  down  that  each  director  must  be  the 
actual  proprietor  of  100  shares.     Conse- 
quently, the  Government  said  in  that 
Minute  that  it  had  become  necessary  to 
provide  each  of  those  gentlemen  with 
that  number  of  shares ;  but  he  believed 
that  the  way  in  which  that  had  been  done 
would  not  give  them  the  requisite  quali- 
fication.   If  those  shares  had  the  coupons 
detached,  they  were  clearly  not  qualfying 
shares ;  and  although  our  directors  were 
registered  holders  of  shares,  they  were 
bound  to  give  the  profits  to  the  Govern- 
ment, which  gave  them  a  fixed  stipend, 
to  include  both  their  profits  and  their 
pay  as  directors.     Therefore,  they  had 
no  interest  in  promoting  the  future  suc- 
cess of  the  Company.    The  Minute  also 
directed  an  instrument  to  be  executed 
by  their  nominees  to  the  Council,  bind- 
ing them  to  return  their  shares  to  the 
Treasury  in  the  event  of  their  bank- 
ruptcy. But  if  these  gentlemen  were  pro- 
prietors of  shares,  and  yet  returned  a  por- 
tion of  their  assets  in  case  of  bankruptcy, 
that  bankruptcy  would  assume  a  very 
remarkable  character.      But  in  such  a 
contingency  which,  of  course,  he  did  not 
anticipate,  the  French  law  would  seques- 
trate these  shares.    It  aeexxi^d  \x^  V^xssi. 
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that  tlie  arrangement  was  one  wliioli 
would  lower  the  dignity  of  our  repre- 
sentatives on  the  Board  of  Directors,  and 
he  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  re-consider  the  Minute  in 
question. 

Mb.  E.  J.  BEED  said,  that  most  of 
the  disadvantages  attending  the  pur^ 
chase  has  resulted  from  Parliamentary 
and  public  discussion.  However  much 
we  might  injure  our  own  position,  we 
could  not  lose  the  advantage  we  had 
acquired  by  the  purchase.  It  was  not 
to  be  expected  that  Ministers  should  say 
in  so  many  words  what  a  private  Mem- 
ber like  himself  might  say ;  but  there 
was  no  reason  why  he  should  not  say 
that,  in  certain  contingencies,  the  pro- 
perty must  be  taken  possession  of  by 
the  fleets  of  this  country,  and  no  one 
could  doubt  that  part  ownership  would 
strengthen  our  position  in  holding  it. 
That  purchase  had  given  us  the  status 
and  a  moral  justification  to  interfere 
which  we  did  not  before  possess.  Great 
questions  frequently  arose  upon  which 
it  was  necessary  to  take  public  action, 
but  in  regard  to  which  the  Government 
could  not  discuss  all  the  causes  and  all 
the  **  ins  and  outs"  of  the  subject.  That 
was  the  case  at  present ;  but  what  the 
Gt)vemment  had  done  would  enable  us 
with  more  justice,  reason,  and  autho- 
rity to  assume  a  practical  control  over 
the  Suez  Canal  when  the  emergency 
arose. 

Me.  EYLANDS  said,  he  could  not 
regard  the  possession  of  the  Suez  Canal 
shares  as  necessary  or  advantageous. 
The  holding  of  the  shares  would  not 
alone  keep  open  our  route  to  our  Indian 
Empire.  The  share  certificates  would 
not  prevent  a  hostile  fleet  from  closing 
the  passage  of  the  Canal  in  the  event  of 
an  European  complication  ;  in  one  way 
only  could  that  route  be  kept  open,  and 
that  was  by  having  a  more  powerful 
fleet  than  any  that  could  be  brought 
against  us.  Our  fleet  being  swept  away, 
what  power  was  there  in  these  £4,000,000 
of  worthless  paper  ?  Surely  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr. 
E.  J.  Reed)  did  not  suppose  that  the 
destinies  of  European  nations  could  be 
determined  by  means  of  scraps  of  paper  ? 
No  justification  for  the  action  which 
Government  had  taken  could  be  based 
upon  ground  such  as  that.  Then  what 
security  did  the  shares  offer  for  the  route 
to  India,  seeing  that  with  or  without 

Sir  ff.  Drummond  Wolff 


the  possession  of  the  elisrBB  still  the 
only  safeguard  was  a  powwftd  fleet ! 
Looking  at  the  transaction  from  a  busi- 
ness point  of  view  he  would  like  to 
ask  the  Gt>vemment  whether  flieyhad 
conducted  the  purchase  in  a  busineee- 
like  manner.    In  ^e  firet  place,  why 
was  the  transaction  entered  into  at  all  f 
That  was  a  question  the  importance  of 
which  demanded  a  fuUer  diecafleion  than 
it  had  received,  and  the  opportunity  fbr 
that  discussion  should  have  been  pro-' 
vided  at  an  earlier  part  of  the  Sesaoo. 
The   Bill  before  the   House  was  first 
mentioned  some  months  ago,  and  it  was 
brought  in  by  the  right  hon.  GFentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  eome 
time  back,   and  now  when  the  House 
was  weary,  when  there  was  but  a  thin 
attendance     of    Members,    and    those 
anxious  to  get  away,  they  were  called 
upon  to  discuss  this  Bill.    The  right 
hon.    Gentleman  the  Member    for  the 
University  of  London  (Mr.  Lowe)  had 
ch«dlenged  the  Government  to  lay  be- 
fore the  House  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced such  a  large  expenditure  of  pnblie 
money;   he  (Mr.  Bylands)  would  not 
venture  to  attempt  to  add  force  to  that 
appeal,  for  he  felt  sure  that  it  would 
receive  the  attention  of  the  right  hem. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  would  content  himself  with 
taking  lower  ground,  and  looking  at  it 
merely  as   a  business    transaction   he 
asked  why  did  the  Government  purchase 
an  article  for  £4,000,000  with  a  gua- 
rantee of  5  per  cent  when  that  same 
article  could  have  been  bought  in  Paris 
for  £3,800,000,  with  a  guarantee  of  10 
or  12  per  cent?    Unless  in  the  reports 
which  had  reached  him  the  truth  was 
grossly  misrepresented,  £1,500,000  had 
been  considered  the  full  market  yalue 
of  the  shares.     Such  was  the  statement 
which  appeared  in  The  Titnes  newspaper, 
and  he  had  seen  no  contradiction,    ^ut  it 
was  asked  what  guarantee  was  there  that 
the  Khedive  would  pay  the  10  or  12  per 
cent  when  it  was  known  that  he  was  ac- 
tually borrowing  money  for  which  he 
was  paying  20  and  25   per  cent,   and 
people   were  not  disposed  to  lend  the 
Khedive  money  at  any  price.     But  that 
consideration  applied  equally  to  the  gua- 
rantee of  5  per  cent,  and  there  was  no 
reason  why  Government  should  buy  the 
shares  upon  higher  terms  than  they  were 
offered  at.     Her  Majesty's  Government, 
however,  met  the   khediye  with  moet 
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Qniwaal  generosity;  fhej  thongHt  they 
ought  to.  deal  with  him  handsomely,  that 
it  was  a  great  international  undertaking, 
and  that  the  Khedive  oould  not  be  treated 
in  an  ordinary  businees  manner.  There 
was  wi  elevation  of  sentiment  about  this ; 
but»  still,  he  (Mr.  Eylands)  failed  to  see 
in  it  a  justification  for  giving  for  the 
shares  a  price  beyond  what  any  other 
capitalist  would  have  offered.  The  Go- 
Temment  were  led  to  suppose  that  other 
parties  were  negotiating  for  the  purchase 
of  the  shares ;  but  he  was  inclined  to 
believe  that  the  English  Government 
were  imposed  upon  in  these  operations. 
Then  after  paying  £4,000,000  we  were 
absolutely  unable  to  qualify  our  directors 
upon  the  company,  and  to  get  out  of  this 
absurd  position  when  three  directors 
were  appointed  we  were  obliged  to 
purchase  shares  for  £8,000  more.  And 
ao  it  came  to  this — that  our  commer- 
cial interest  upon  the  Board  was  re- 
presented by  £8,000  worth  of  shares, 
and  upon  the  power  of  that  sum  our 
representatives  depended  !  Whether  we 
were  right  in  the  question  of  the  qua- 
lification or  whether  we  were  wrong  he 
was  not  prepared  to  say.  One  question 
he  would  like  to  put,  and  that  was, 
whether  steps  had  been  taken  to  se- 
cure compensation  to  Sir  Daniel  Lange, 
who  lost  the  position  he  held  with  the 
Company  owing  to  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  publishing  a  private  letter 
aent  by  him.  That  gentleman  was  closely 
connected  with  the  progress  of  that  great 
work,  and  he  endeavoured  to  serve  his 
country.  Some  satisfaction  was  due  to 
him  from  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try, whose  inconsiderate  conduct  had  led 
to  his  dismissal.  Turning  to  another 
matter  he  expressed  his  strong  disap- 
probation of  the  way  in  which  the 
salary  of  Mr.  Hivers  Wilson  had  been 
increased  in  consequence  of  his  having 
been  made  a  director.  If  the  duties 
of  his  office  were  not  sufficient  to  oc- 
cupy his  attention  then  let  other  work 
be  provided  for  him;  but  he  obiected 
to  his  holding  two  positions  witn  two 
salaries.  The  action  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  effecting  the 

1)urcha8e  of  the  Suez  Canal  shares  had 
ed  to  serious  pecuniary  losses  being 
suffered  by  many  persons  owing  to  the 
state  into  which  the  market  for  Egyptian 
securities  was  thrown  by  the  transaction, 
and  much  distress  and  privation  had 
fUQowed.  A  week  before  tne  Suez  Canal 


purchase,  Egyptian  Stock  stood  at  54, 
and  it  gradually  went  up  to  60,  then  a 
large  purchase  was  made  at  61 — the 
price  next  day  was  64,  and  the  day  after 
the  announcement  appeared  in  The  Times 
of  the  Suez  purchase,  and  the  Stock  went 
up  to  74'.  Some  parties,  who  were  in 
the  secret,  had  made  large  amounts  by 
their  transactions.  After  a  time  a  re- 
action occurred,  and  the  Stock  fell.  What 
did  the  Government  do  then?  They 
commissioned  a  most  important  mem- 
ber of  their  own  body  to  proceed  to 
Egypt  under  circumstances  which  led 
people  to  believe  that  the  fact  fore- 
shadowed a  great  policy — namely,  the 
taking  of  Egypt  by  the  hand  by  the 
Government  of  England.  Then,  again, 
Egyptian  Stocks  went  up,  and  people 
held  the  bonds  with  some  confidence. 
What  happened  then  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Shorehani 
(Mr.  Stephen  Cave)  sent  in  a  Report, 
and  Egyptian  Stock  was  very  firm  and 
rising;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  stated 
that  the  Report  must  not  be  published ; 
and  then  what  happened  ?  Down  went 
Egyptian  Stock ;  and  so  it  remained  for 
some  time.  But  on  a  certain  Friday  morn- 
ing there  were  largo  orders  for  the 
purchase  of  the  Stock  from  Franco.  No 
one  understood  what  it  meant.  The 
day  passed.  All  the  Stock  that  could 
be  procured  was  piirchased,  and  the 
Stock  Exchange  closed;  but  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  about  half-past  1 
o'clock  on  Saturday  morning,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  got  up  in  his 
place  and  said  that  they  had  received 
intelligence  by  telegraph  that  the  Khe- 
dive assented  to  the  Report  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  What  happened  then  ? 
Why,  the  following  moiTiing  up  went 
the  Stock.  So  that  there  were  people 
who  on  Fiiday  knew  about  the  telegram, 
and  that  the  announcement  would  be 
made,  and  the  result  was  that  those 
people  in  France  or  Egj'pt  operated  in 
the  Stock,  and  they  again  made  a  large 
plunder ;  but  when  the  Report  came  out 
and  was  found  not  to  justify  the  expec- 
tations it  had  given  rise  to,  down  went 
the  Stock  again.  In  the  same  way,  Mr. 
Rivers  Wilson  was  allowed  to  proceed 
to  Egypt,  and  that  fact  enabled  the 
Stock-jobbers  to  operate,  and  the  Stock 
again  went  up  and  down.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Umveraity  oi  "Lou^otl   ^\^  MW\.  *0oa 
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Egyptian  policy  of  the  Government  was 
a  drama  in  four  acts;  but  it  differed 
from  all  other  dramas  in  this — that  the 
grand  letting  off  of  fireworks  and  the 
transformation  scene  came  first,  and  now 
it  was  ending  in  a  good  deal  of  gloom 
and  disappointment.  He  did  not  know 
how  the  Government  could  justify  what 
had  been  done  in  the  matter.  Their 
policy  was,  he  believed,  in  any  case  an 
unfortunate  policy,  and  might  lead  to 
an  involvment  of  this  country  in  Egyptian 
affairs  in  a  very  serious  manner.  He  be- 
lieved that  finally  the  purchase  would 
not  be  of  importance  to  this  country, 
while  the  way  in  which  the  negotiations 
were  carried  on  was  a  source  of  great 
loss  to  our  countrymen.  He  felt  sure 
that  it  would  come  to  be  looked  upon 
as  one  of  the  greatest  mistakes  the  Go- 
vernment had  made. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  he  should  gladly  have 
waited  until  any  other  hon.  Members 
who  desired  to  address  the  House  had 
done  so,  but  the  statement  just  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Eylands)  was  of  so  very  serious  a  cha- 
racter, if  he  understood  it  rightly,  that 
he  was  bound  at  once  to  ask  an  explana- 
tion of  it,  and  at  the  same  time  to  com- 
plain, as  he  did  most  seriously,  that  the 
hon.  Member,  if  he  had  anything  of  the 
sort  to  say,  had  not  mentioned  it  long 
ago,  or  given  him  notice  of  his  intention 
to  say  what  he  had  said.  What  he 
understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
was  this — that  upon  the  morning  of  a 
certain  day,  on  the  evening  of  which  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  read 
a  telegram  to  the  House  stating  that  the 
Khedive  had  authorized  the  publication 
of  the  Eeport  of  his  right  hon.  Fi-iend  the 
Member  for  Shoreham  (Mr.  Cave),  orders 
were  sent  for  the  purchase  of  Egyptian 
Stock  from  parties  abroad  with  the 
knowledge  that  he  was  in  receipt  of  that 
telegram,  and  was  going  to  communicate 
it  to  the  House. 

Mb.  EYLANDS:  Oh,  I  beg  your 
pardon. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  I  certainly  so  understood  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mr.  EYLANDS :  I  am  quite  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  believe  me 
when  I  say  I  meant  to  cast  no  personal 
imputation  whatever  upon  him.  It  was 
the  last  thing  that  would  come  into  my 
mind.  I  believe  fully  in  the  high  honour 

Mr.  Itylandi 


of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  What  I 
stated  was  that  some  people  knew  tfatt 
the  telegram  was  going  to  be  sent,  and 
allowed  it  to  be  known,  and  on  their  owa 
knowledge  took  means  of  operating  on 
the  market.  They  must  have  known  la 
Cairo,  or  France,  or  elsewhere  in  the 
morning  that  it  was  to  be  sent  in  the 

evening.  

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEE  was  anxious    that   the  matter 
should  be  made  perfectly  dear,  becaose 
in  the  way  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member 
were  used  they  involved  a  serious  ohargie 
against  himself.     [Mr.  Eyulnds  :  "  On, 
no,    no ! "       Several    hon.    Membsbs  : 
**  Hear,  hear ! "]  He  aocepted,  of  course, 
the  disclaimer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  he  felt  sure  that  every  one  would 
feel  that  it  was  impossible  that  such  a 
thing  could  have  occurred.    He  at  onee 
and  frankly  acknowledged  that  it  waste 
him  and  his  Colleagues  matter  of  moit 
serious  anxiety,  and  had  occasioned  them 
the  greatest  regret,  that,  in  consequenee 
of  the  transactions  that  had  been  going 
on,  there  had  been  from  time  to  time 
speculations  on  the  Stock  Exchange,  and 
that,  as  they  were  informed,  conmaeraUe 
sums  of  money  had  been  won  and  loet 
on  this  matter.     He  hardly  knew  what 
one  could  say  on  such  a  matter.    This, 
however,  he  confidently  said,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government — that  no  private  in- 
formation had  over  been  given  or  made 
use  of,  to  the  best  of  their  belief,  on  the 
subject ;  and  he  earnestly  entreated  that, 
if  there  was  any  suspicion  of  that  kind 
in  any  quarter,  full  inquiry  might  be 
made,  so  that,  even  at  this  late  period  of 
the  Session,   steps  might  be  taken  to 
ascertain  that  there  was  no  foundation 
whatever  for  any  imputation   of   that 
kind.     He  could  believe  that  among  all 
those  different  transactions  some  persona 
might  have  obtained  some  information, 
and  there  mip^ht  have  been  reason  to 
suppose  this,  that,  or  the  other,  and  that 
some  speculations  that  were  very  good 
and  some  that  were  very  bad  might  have 
been  made ;  but  he  wished  to  state  the 
facts  exactly  as  they  occurred  with  re- 
spect to  the  publication  or  non-publica- 
tion of  his  right  hon.  Friend's  Eeport. 
AVhen  that  Eeport  was  handed  to  them 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  they  communi- 
cated with  the  Khedive  and  informed 
him  that  they  proposed  to  publish  it. 
Well,  the  Khedive  objected,  in  the  tele- 
gram which  would  be  found  among  the 
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Papers.  His  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Oovemment,  in  answer  to  a 
Question  put  soon  after  the  receipt  of 
the  telegram,  gave  the  answer  that  had 
been  commented  upon,  and  that  answer, 
unfortunately,  was  misunderstood.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  intended  to  have  said 
that  the  Khedive  objected  to  the  publi- 
cation of  the  Report,  not  permanently, 
but  in  consequence  of  the  then  unsettled 
question  of  the  financial  relations  of 
Egypt.  His  right  hon.  Friend  adverted 
to  what  was  in  his  mind  at  the  time  the 
communications  wore  going  on  between 
this  Government  and  the  Khedive  as  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Commissioner  from 
England,  but  it  was  understood  by  the 
public  in  another  sense,  and,  unfortu- 
nately, that  misunderstanding  gave  a 
blow  to  Egyptian  credit  which  they 
very  much  regretted  for  the  sake  of  the 
Khedive.  The  consequence  was  that  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  sent  a 
telegram  to  the  Khedive  informing  him 
that  the  non-publication  of  the  Report 
was  injurious  to  his  credit.  The  Khedive 
thereupon  sent  a  telegram  to  say  that 
he  was  ready  to  agree  to  the  Keport 
being  published.  That  telegram  was 
receivea  at  the  Foreign  Office  late  at 
night,  not  earlier  than  between  11  or  12 
o'clock.  His  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  was  absent,  the 
business  was  going  on,  and  he  thought 
he  could  not  do  bettor  than,  at  the 
earliest  moment  he  could,  read  the  tele- 
gram to  the  House.  What  was  done 
■was  done  in  the  regular  course  of  ofliciiil 
business,  and  it  had  been  matter  of 
extreme  pain  and  regret  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  any  person  should  have  been 
injuriously  affected.  As  to  what  com- 
munication might  have  been  going  on 
between  the  Khedive  and  persons  at 
Cairo  or  elsewhere  he  knew  nothing; 
but  of  this  he  could  entirely  assure  the 
House — that  if  the  shadow  of  a  doubt 
existed  in  the  mind  of  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber, or  if  any  hon.  Member  was  aware 
that  among  any  class  in  the  country 
any  impression  or  suspicion  existed  that 
there  was  anything  in  tlie  matter,  so 
far  as  Her  Majesty's  Government  was 
concerned,  that  ought  to  be  inquired 
into,  he  implored  them,  he  adjured  them 
in  the  name  of  the  honour  of  the  Go- 
yemment  and  of  the  House,  not  to  allow 
tiie  matter  to  rest,  but  to  bring  it  at 
once  into  a  condition  in  which  it  could 
be  fuUy  inquued  into.    He  would  now 


endeavour  to  answer  the  different  points 
which  had  been  mooted  in  the  course  of 
the  debate.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of 
London  (Mr.  Lowe)  asked  what  was 
their  precise  position  witli  regard  to  tliis 
undertaking?  Well,  they  had  waited 
until  the  general  meeting  of  the  Com- 
pany, which  was  to  have  been  held  in 
June,  but  was  not  hold  till  July,  in 
order  to  ascertain  the  arrangements  the 
Company  were  prepared  to  recommend. 
The  managing  body  recommended — 
M.  de  Lesseps  especially — the  increase 
of  the  number  of  directors  to  24,  and 
agreed  that  the  new  directors  should 
be  nominated  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment. The  understanding  was  that 
they  must  bo  duly  qualified  and  elected 
in  the  manner  described  by  the  statutes 
of  the  Company.  M.  de  Lesseps  gave 
the  Government  to  understand  that  it 
was  presumed  they  would  not  nominate 
persons  who  would  be  offensive  on  any 
grounds  to  the  shareholders,  but  that  if 
any  such  person  was  nominated  it 
should,  on  the  fact  becoming  known,  be 
in  the  power  of  the  English  Government 
to  name  his  successor.  It  was  the  impres- 
sion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
their  duty  was  to  nominate  persons  who 
should  represent  the  interest,  amounting 
to  the  value  of  17G,000  shares,  which  the 
Government  had  in  the  Canal;  but 
M.  do  Lesseps  pointed  out  that  there 
still  was  a  question,  which  had  never 
been  decided,  as  to  the  precise  amount 
of  riglit  which  these  shares  during  tlio 
time  their  coupons  were  detached  from 
them  gave  to  tlie  shareholders.  It  was 
competent  for  the  British  Government 
to  have  brought  that  question  before  a 
French  Law  Court  for  decision;  but 
they  thought  that,  looking  to  the  whole 
spirit  of  the  arrangement,  and  their 
desire  to  enter  into  this  matter  on  the 
fullest  terms  of  confidence  and  goodwill 
with  the  Company,  it  was  not  desirable 
to  raise  contentious  questions,  and  that 
it  would  be  better  that  they  should  see 
that  the  directors  were  qualified  in 
accordance  with  the  statutes  of  the 
Company.  They  did  not  abandon  their 
claim  to  vote  on  account  of  their  own 
shares,  but  they  thought  that  the 
simplest  way  would  be  to  purcliase  a 
certain  number  of  qualifying  shares, 
and  place  them  in  the  hands  of  tho 
gentlemen  who  might  be  tho  represen- 
tatives of  Hex  Ma^Q^X.^  ^  Q(O^^Tii\si<^T^  ^t\. 
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the  Council.  This  view  was  communi- 
cated to  M.  de  Lesseps,  and  was  con- 
sidered by  the  legal  advisers  engaged 
on  both  sides  of  the  question,  the  result 
being,  as  far  as  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  concerned,  a  conviction  that 
the  course  taken  opened  no  legal  diffi- 
culties as  far  as  the  final  settlement  of 
the  question  was  concerned.  If,  how- 
ever, it  should  appear  hereafter  that 
legal  difficulties  really  existed,  the 
step  taken  was  one  that  could  be 
retraced  when  occasion  arose.  These 
gentlemen  did  not  go  there  to  re- 
present their  own  interests,  they  went 
there  to  represent  the  interests  of  the 
country  which  nominated  them ;  and 
the  Government  were  convinced,  from 
their  knowledge  of  the  character  and 
ability  of  these  gentlemen,  that  they 
would  represent  effectively  the  interests 
of  this  country.  It  had  been  suggested 
that  the  mode  in  which  they  were  ap- 
pointed, or  nominated,  was  one  which 
implied  humiliation  as  far  as  they  were 
personally  concerned ;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  had 
gone  the  length  of  saying  that  one  of 
tiiem  (Mr.  Bivers  Wilson)  ought  not,  if 
appointed  at  all,  to  receive  any  payment 
for  the  duty  additional  to  that  which  he 
at  present  received  as  a  servant  of  the 
Government.  The  duties  which  Mr. 
Wilson  at  present  discharged  were 
highly  important,  but  they  did  not 
occupy  the  whole  of  his  time,  nor  was 
his  salary  by  any  means  extravagant, 
and  it  was  believed  that  he  jnight  very 
well  give  one  day  in  a  month  to  the 
Suez  Canal  business,  with  a  small  addi- 
tional payment  to  recompense  him  for 
the  work,  and  pay  the  expenses  which 
he  would  have  to  incur.  The  question 
of  the  right  of  voting  in  meetings  of  the 
Company  by  the  directors  appointed  by 
the  English  Government  had  been  raised, 
and  upon  that  question  he  could  pro- 
nounce no  authoritative  decision ;  but 
in  any  case  he  thought  the  question  was 
one  of  iniiuitesimal  importance.  The  ad- 
vantage which  they  had  gained  in  respect 
of  this  matter  was  really  that  which 
was  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Pembroke  (Mr.  E.  J.  Reed) — namely, 
the  moral  position  which  they  had  ac- 
quired in  dealing  with  these  questions. 
The  surtax  arrangement  was  just  one  of 
the  questions  in  point.  Though  the 
question  was  settled  at  Constantinople, 
yet  it  was  settled  subject  to  certain  pro- 

.^  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


tests,  and  in  a  maimer  that  always  left 
you  with    the  apprehenaion    that  the 
question  might  oe  re-opened,  and  re- 
opened   in    a  very  awkward    manner. 
The  Government  should  have  insisted 
upon  the  matters  that  had  been  amed 
to ;  but  their  object  was  to  avoia  the 
necessity  of  having  to  invoke  the  anned 
interference  of  the  Khedive,  or  of  the 
Turkish  Government,   or    of    our  owb 
Power.    When  hon.  Gentlemen  talked 
about  keeping  open  the  Canal  by  the 
power  of  our  Fleet,  of  course  we  might ; 
but  the  object  was  to  avoid  using  force, 
and  to  put  ourselves  in  a  position  where 
we  would  be  able  to  deal  with  aU  these 
questions  in  a  much  more  satiafactogy 
manner.    These  were  the  general  oon- 
siderations  which  indueed  the  GbTem- 
ment  to  make  the  purchase,  and  nothing 
had  occurred  since  to  cause  them  to 
doubt  their  soundness.    Colonel  Stokei 
and  Mr.  Bivers  Wilson  had  heesL  in 
Paris,   and    had  attended  one  of  the 
meetings  of  the  Council,  and  in  their 
Beport  to  him  they  stated  that  th^  hsd 
been    received    in    the  most    amiftaMA 
manner;    that  they  had  been  treated 
with  the  fullest  confidence  and   in  a 
spirit  which  promised  that  the  beat  pos- 
sible relations  would  exist  between  as 
and  the  managers  of  this  great  Com- 
pany;   and  that  they  had  been  veiy 
much  struck  with  what  they  saw  of  the 
administration  and  the  general  manage- 
ment of  the  undertaking.     Every  per- 
son who  had  read  the  Company's  last 
Report  would  have  seen  that,  as  far  as 
prosperity  was  concerned,   the  under- 
taking was  in  a  very  flourishing  con- 
dition, for  at  the  present  time,  when  com- 
mercial   affairs   were    not    particularlj 
bright,  it  showed  that  the  receipts  of  the 
Canal  were  going  on  in  a  most  satisfac- 
tory manner,  inasmuch  as  last  year  the 
excess  of  receipts  over  expenditure  had  in- 
creased by  about  17  per  cent  over  that  of 
the  previous  year,  while  at  the  same  time 
the  expenses  had  scarcely  been  increased 
at  all.     The  question  of  surtax  was  still 
in  this  position — that  it  was  impossible 
for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  adopt 
M.  de  Lesseps'  proposals  merely  as  tor 
this  country,  as  it  was  necessary  to  ob- 
tain the  concurrence  of  other  countries 
which  were  interested  in  the  matter. 
Communications  had  been  going  on  with 
the  different  Governments  which  wonld 
shortly  be  laid  before  Parliament,  and 
they  were,  so  far  as  they  had  gone,  ge- 
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nerallj  in  favour  of  the  arrangement 
which  had  been  come  to,  which  showed 
to  the  shipping  interest  with  certainty 
what  the  duties  would  be  that  they 
would  have  to  pay  year  by  year.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  ques- 
tions with  reference  to  the  proba- 
bility of  the  Khedive  continuing  to  pay 
the  £200,000  per  annum ;  but  he  thought 
that  those  were  questions  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent at  least,  was  as  qualified  to  answer 
as  he  was  himself.  It  was  a  very  hard 
matter  to  say  whether  or  not  at  some 
time  or  another  a  difficulty  might  occur 
in  the  payment  of  the  money,  but  his 
own  behef  was  that  the  money  would  be 
paid.  It  was  paid  on  the  last  occasion, 
and  he  saw  no  reason  why  it  should  not 
be  naid  in  future.  In  conclusion,  he 
oonld  only  acknowledge  and  regret  the 
lateness  of  the  period  when  this  matter 
had  been  brought  forward — it  certainly 
ought  to  have  been  discussed  at  a  much 
eanier  period  of  the  Session.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  however,  were  wait- 
ing for  the  action  of  the  Company  and 
for  the  meeting  to  which  he  had  referred 
and  which  had  explained  to  the  House 
the  manner  in  which  the  undertaking 
was  being  carried  on.  In  consequence 
of  the  mode  in  which  the  Business  of  the 
House  had  been  transacted  it  was  im- 
possible to  got  time  earlier  in  the  Session 
for  the  discussion  of  the  subject.  All  he 
could  say  was  that  so  far  as  the  Govern- 
ment were  concerned,  the  reasons  which 
induced  them  to  make  this  purchase 
stood  good,  that  his  faith  had  not  been 
shaken  by  anything  that  had  taken 
place,  and  though  there  might  have  been 
some  exaggeration  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  at  the  time  when  the  purchase 
was  announced,  his  own  belief  was  that 
in  making  that  purchase  they  had  ar- 
rived at  a  good  and  sound  conclusion. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  disclaimed  all  inten- 
tion of  throwing  imputations  upon  Her 
Majestv's  Gk>vernment  in  reference  to 
this  subject. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  thought  that  there  was  some 
ambiguity  in  the  expressions  which  had 
been  used  by  the  hon.  Member  that 
rendered  it  imperative  upon  him  to 
offer  the  explanations  he  had  done  of 
the  oonduct  of  the  Government  in  the 
matter.  

M&.  MAC  lYEB  heartily  concurred 
in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 


Pembroke  (Mr.  E.  J.  Reed).  At  first 
people  were  thoroughly  pleased  with 
what  the  Government  had  so  well  and 
boldly  done.  No  doubt  expectations 
were  raised  too  high,  but  this  was  no 
fault  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  In 
the  calm  judgment  of  the  mercantile 
constituency  which  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver) 
had  the  honour  to  represent  the  transac- 
tion was  still  approved,  and  in  the  port 
of  Liverpool  no  sympathy  was  enter- 
tained for  the  carping  objections  that 
had  been  raised  to  this  purchase  by  hon. 
Members  opposite.  The  large  trading 
communities  took  a  broad  view  of  the 
matter  and  did  not  regard  it  as  a  mere 
question  of  5  per  cent  interest. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  portion  of  the  speech  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  which  re- 
ferred to  the  moral  advantages  to  be  de- 
rived from  the  purchase  was  quite  satis- 
factory, nor  did  he  agree  with  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Pem- 
broke. The  fact  was  simply  this — that 
in  case  of  a  war  it  might  be  necessary  and 
justifiable  for  England  by  force  of  arms 
to  secure  so  important  a  channel  of  com- 
munication with  the  East  as  the  Suez 
Canal ;  but  he  failed  to  see  liow  the  pur- 
chase of  the  shares  gave  the  slightest 
additional  power  to  the  Government  to 
adopt  that  course.  As  regarded  the 
commercial  aspect  of  the  transaction,  the 
sliares  having  no  coupons  attached,  we 
had  no  direct  pecuniary  interest  in  the 
good  or  bad  management  of  the  Canal 
at  the  present  time,  and  any  proposal 
on  our  part  to  reduce  the  rates  or  duos 
would  be  met  by  the  obvious  objection 
from  the  other  shareholders,  that  while 
it  would  not  affect  the  English  Govern- 
ment, which  had  its  five  per  cent  gua- 
ranteed, it  would  seriously  diminish 
their  dividend.  In  his  opinion,  as  far 
as  our  mercantile  interests  were  con- 
cerned, we  were  in  a  better  position 
before  the  purchase,  as  mere  customers 
of  the  Canal,  than  we  were  when 
we  acquired  a  number  of  shares  which 
did  not  rank  on  an  equality  with  the 
others.  He  hoped  that  the  forebodings 
expressed  in  connection  with  the  trans- 
action would  not  be  realized,  but  the 
action  of  our  representatives  on  the 
Board  of  Directors  would  have  to  be 
watched  very  carefully.  They  might  rely 
upon  it  that  applications  for  money  to 
keep  the  Canal  in  a  proper  state  would 
soon  be  made,  and  th^  ^xob«k\s^^  ^«& 
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that  that  money  would  have  to  be  fur- 
nished by  England.  He  sincerely  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  instruct  their 
representatives  not  to  compromise  the 
mercantile  interests  of  the  country  by 
any  premature  action  on  their  part. 

Mr.  GREGORY,  in  support  of  Eng- 
land's investment  in  the  Suez  Caned, 
considered  it  a  sound  one,  politically  and 
commercially  considered.  He  could  not 
admit  that  there  was  anything  deroga- 
tory in  the  position  of  the  English  di- 
rectors. Those  gentlemen  were  placed 
on  the  direction  to  represent  the  Govern- 
ment, and  a  more  honourable  position 
he  could  not  conceive.  They  were  trus- 
tees of  the  English  Government  for  the 
shares  and  acted  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  management  of  this 
undertaking.  They  had  declared  them- 
selves to  be  trustees  in  the  same  manner 
as  was  frequently  done  when  family  in- 
terests had  to  be  represented  in  com- 
mercial undertakings ;  but  they  were 
present  in  the  Direction,  not  as  trustees, 
out  as  individuals  perfectly  free  to  act 
in  the  Direction,  independent  of  any  de- 
claration of  trust  they  had  made.  At  the 
same  time  they  represented  a  very  power- 
ful interest  in  this  great  partnership, 
and  must  exercise  a  preponderating  in- 
fluence over  it.  The  possession  of  these 
shares  to  England  was  of  great  import- 
ance ;  and  seeing  that  they  might  have 
got  into  adverse  hands,  he  considered  the 
arrangement  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment was  one  of  great  advantage  to 
the  country. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  said,  that  sharing  the 
general  impression  at  the  time  of  the 
purchase,  he  looked  upon  it  as  a  bold 
stroke  of  policy  which  would  place  us  in 
a  better  position  in  case  of  the  occur- 
rence of  unforeseen  difficulties.  He  had 
read  the  charter,  and  if  the  Company 
were  to  become  bankrupt,  the  property 
in  the  Canal  must  fall  into  the  hands 
of  the  French.  This  country  had  the 
guarantee  of  the  Khedive,  and,  what 
was  of  far  superior  consideration,  they 
had  the  guarantee  of  the  Sultan ;  but, 
unfortunately,  Turkey  was  in  such  a 
state  at  that  moment  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  say  how  it  would  end.  Looking 
at  the  matter  from  a  commercial  point 
of  view,  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood).  First  of 
all,  we  were  told  by  the  Government 
that  it  was  not  a  commercial  matter; 
then  we  were  told  by  Lord  Derby  at 
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Edinburgh  that  it  was ;  next  the  Prime 
Minister  spoke  of  it  as  a  political  trans- 
action ;  and  now,  again,  the  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  said  it  was  a  commer- 
cial one.  If  it  were  a  commercial  trans- 
action, what  he  had  done  would  be  like 
coming  to  the  rescue  of  a  firm  in  diffi- 
culties and  engaging  to  renew  its  bills 
without  any  guarantee,  for  a  more  in- 
solvent State  than  Egypt  did  not  exist ; 
and  if  we  got  back  our  money  it  would 
be  through  our  claim  having  an  ad- 
mitted priority.  We  had  no  g^reater 
control  that  we  had  before,  but  the 
capital  we  had  invested  in  the  nnder- 
taking  must  give  a  corresponding  weight 
to  our  influence.  He  was  afi^d  thst 
considerable  expenditure  woold  be  re- 
qured  to  keep  the  Canal  in  such  order 
that  it  would  be  available  for  our  own 
shipping,  and  that  we  should  be  called 
upon  to  find  capital  for  the  purpose.  It 
would  be  better  if  the  Government  ac- 
knowledged the  truth  at  once,  and  owned 
that  the  purchase  of  the  shares  was  a 
political  transaction,  entered  into  witii 
the  view  of  keeping  open  our  ocean  high- 
way to  the  East. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  it  was  natonl 
the  Opposition  should  criticize  a  trans- 
action of  this  kind,  but  it  was  refreshing 
to  see  the  hon.  Member  for  Pembroln 
(Mr.  E.  J.  Reed)  cast  aside  the  tram- 
mels of  Party  and  treat  this  as  a  great 
national  question.  As  such  he  believed 
it  would  be  viewed  by  the  constituendes, 
who,  if  appealed  to,  would  throw  the 
carping  criticism  of  the  Opposition  to 
the  winds,  and  give  their  verdict  that 
politically  the  purchase  was  a  bold  and 
a  wise  act.  Had  the  Government  not 
availed  themselves  of  their  opportunity, 
and  not  purchased  those  shares,  he  had 
no  doubt  the  Opposition  would  then 
have  criticized  their  omission  to  secure 
for  England  the  interest  she  was  entitled 
to  possess  in  so  great  an  undertaking. 
England  possessed  the  largest  numb^ 
of  shares  in  the  Canal,  and  her  interests, 
politically  and  commercially,  in  it  would 
no  doubt  be  well  represented  by  the 
three  directors  whom  she  had  appointed 
to  watch  over  and  represent  them.  Go- 
vernment had,  in  fact,  recovered  the 
position  for  England  which  Lord  Pal- 
merston  had  lost. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Until  my  noble  Friend  addressed  the 
House  I  was  under  the  impression  that 
Members  of  the  Opposition  had  criticized 
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the  measure  submitted  to  the  House  by 
the  Government.  The  noble  Lord  ap- 
pears to  be  of  opinion  that  the  discussion 
which  has  occurred  is  not  criticism,  but 
carping.  I  do  not  think  it  much  matters 
whether  he  calls  it  criticism  or  carping. 
We  criticize  the  measures  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  best  way  we  are  able,  and  I 
can  assure  him  we  shall  not  be  deterred 
from  that  duty  by  the  epithet  he  chooses 
to  apply  to  that  humble  criticism.  Al- 
though it  is  to  be  regretted  in  one  sense 
that  this  debate  should  have  been 
brought  on  so  late  in  the  Session,  it 
is  not  altogether  unfortunate,  because 
of  the  instructive  comparison  that  might 
be  drawn  with  respect  to  the  treatment 
of  this  subject  between  the  opening  of 
tiie  Session  and  its  close.  At  the  opening 
of  the  Session  the  transaction  was  almost 
in  the  first  blush  of  its  prosperity  and 
popularity.  And  the  minimizing  ex- 
planation, although  it  had,  I  believe,  to 
a  certain  extent  set  in  already,  had  not 
attained  the  full  vigour  and  strength 
that  it  has  now  at  the  close  of  the  Ses- 
sion arrived  at.  It  would  be  extremely 
instructive,  if  we  had  time  to  make  a 
comparison  between  some  of  the  speeches 
delivered  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Session  and  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to-night.  All  traces  of  high  policy 
have  now  vanished  from  the  speeches  of 
the  Government ;  their  high  policy  re- 
mains, in  a  feeble  and  diluted  form,  in 
the  speeches  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Haddingtonshire  and  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr. 
£.  J.  Keed).  Nothing  is  now  said  about 
the  high  road  to  India  and  the  chain  of 
fortresses  in  which  the  Suez  Canal  was 
to  form  a  link.  This  line  has  altogether 
yanished  from  the  speeches  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  we  are  told  to  look  for 
the  advantage  of  this  transaction  to  the 
improved  tone  of  M.  de  Lesseps.  We 
are  told  that  nothing  can  be  more 
friendlv  than  the  communications  betwen 
Colonel  Stokes  and  M.  de  Lesseps.  That 
is  easy  to  be  understood ;  but  it  may  be 
doubted  whether  the  improved  tone  of 
our  correspondence  is  worth  £4,000,000 
of  public  money.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man can  no  doubt  point  to  two  results. 
He  can  point  to  the  appointment  of  three 
directors  on  the  Board,  and  he  can  point 
to  the  satisfactory  and  amicable  arrange- 
ments come  to  between  Colbnel  Stokes 
and'M.  de  Lesseps  on  the  surtax.    He 


says  M.  de  Lesseps  made  a  great  con- 
cession in  the  matter  of  the  appointment 
of  directors.  But  that  is  the  very  thing 
M.  de  Lesseps  wanted  us  to  do  five  years 
ago.  In  the  negotiations  in  1871  it  was 
stated  that  M.  de  Lesseps  **  recoiled  with 
horror"  from  the  idea  of  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Canal  passing  into  the  hands 
of  a  foreign  Power.  He  declared  ho 
never  would  be  a  party  for  the  placing 
of  the  management  of  the  Canal  in  other 
than  French  hands,  but  he  trusted  to 
see  the  introduction  of  English  directors 
on  a  French  Board.  At  the  same  time, 
this  was  only  to  **give  an  appearance  of 
importance  without  its  actual  posses- 
sion." These  being  M.  de  Lesseps' 
views  in  1871,  no  doubt  M.  de  Lesseps 
did  not  see  any  reason  to  change  them  ; 
but  these  being  M.  de  Lesseps'  views,  I 
do  not  think  it  was  necessary  to  spend 
£4,000,000  to  get  M.  de  Lesseps  to 
agree  to  what  he  desired  in  1871.  The 
negotiations  on  the  surtax  are  said 
to  have  gone  on  smoothly;  and  they 
may  have  ended  in  a  satisfactory  re- 
sult ;  but  that  result  has  been  brought 
about  not  by  concessions  on  the  part  of 
M.  de  Lesseps,  but  on  the  part  of  Colonel 
Stokes  and  the  English  Government. 
The  surtax  was  to  have  terminated  at 
an  earlier  date  than  that  now  fixed  upon, 
and  it  is  not  wonderful  that  M.  de 
Lesseps  and  the  French  Direction  should 
show  a  conciliatory  spirit,  when  all  the 
concessions  were  made,  not  on  the  other 
side,  but  on  ours.  It  is  quite  unneces- 
sary to  say  what  will  be  the  effect  in 
time  of  war.  I  doubt  whether  it  will 
have  any  eflPect  in  time  of  war.  I  cannot 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Pem- 
broke that  by  the  influence  we  have  ac- 
quired through  these  shares  in  the  Canal 
we  should  have  acquired  the  right  in 
time  of  war  to  seize  upon  the  whole,  and 
to  disregard  not  only  our  own  rights,  but 
those  of  our  co-partners.  It  may  be  my 
own  fault,  but  I  am  unable  to  follow 
that  argument  of  my  hon.  Friend.  It 
would  be  the  same  as  if  we  should 
acquire  an  interest  in  the  railways  of  a 
neighbouring  State,  with  which  we 
at  some  time  might  be  at  war,  in  order 
that  we  might  have  a  moral  right  to 
take  possession  of  those  railways  in  case 
of  an  invasion  of  the  country.  I  do  not 
believe  that  this  purchase  will  have  any 
effect  upon  the  possession  of  the  Canal 
in  time  of  war.  What  must  happen  in 
time  of  war  must  be  dedd^  \^^  ^sot^vsir 
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gencies.  It  is  impossible  to  foresee  what 
can  only  be  decided  upon  at  the  moment. 
What  the  House  wants  to  know  is  what 
will  be  the  effect  on  certain  ordinary 
creditors  in  the  Canal  in  time  of  peace. 
Many  Members  of  this  House  who  are 
competent  to  give  an  opinion  think  our 
position  is  not  improved  by  anything 
that  has  taken  place,  and  that  our  in- 
terests are  not  so  simple  and  well-defined 
as  before.  Up  to  the  present  year  the 
Government  was  the  representative  of  a 
nation  which  made  use  of  the  Canal  to 
a  vastly  greater  extent  than  any  other 
European  nation.  It  had  certain  rights 
secured  to  it  under  the  concessions,  and 
at  all  events  occupied  a  definite  and  well- 
defined  position  as  the  representative  of 
the  greatest  trading  nation  of  the  world. 
Now  the  Government  is  not  merely  the 
representative  of  the  customers  of  the 
Canal — it  has  become  a  co-partner  in  ma- 
naging the  Canal,  and  a  co-partner  under 
very  different  circumstemces  from  the 
other  shareholders.  In  that  way  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  position  of  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  is  particularly  complicated,  and  I 
fail  to  see  that  it  is  in  any  way  strength- 
ened. It  appears  to  me,  on  the  contrary, 
that  the  Government  will  be  somewhat 
shy  in  future  in  embarking  in  these  com- 
mercial enterprizes,  or  in  interfering  in 
the  pecuniary  affairs  of  other  nations. 
It  was  impossible  for  hon.  Members  not 
to  sympathize  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  when  he  spoke  of  the  deep 
regret  with  which  he  had  learnt  of  the 
Stock  Exchange  gambling  transactions 
which  had  resulted  from  the  action  of 
the  Government.  The  House  was  not 
surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  so  warmly  as  he  did  repu- 
diated the  suspicion  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  in  any  way  a  party  to  transac- 
tions of  this  character;  but  it  showed 
how  extremely  inconvenient,  and  how 
much  to  be  deprecated,  it  is  that  the 
Government  should  have  taken  any  part 
whatever  in  transactions  such  as  those  to 
which  I  have  referred,  and  that  they 
should  have  to  trust  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  rise  and  repudiate  any 
idea  of  such  a  thing.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  clever  and  unscrupulous  persons, 
apparently  acting  in  Egypt  or  in  other 
parts  of  the  world,  have  made  use  of  the 
knowledge  they  acquired  of  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  in  this  country 
to  act  on  the  Stock  Exchange  in  London, 
Paris,  and  other  places  in  a  manner  not 

I^e  Marquess  of  Hartington 


creditable  to  the  British  Gh>Yemment  I 
do  not  think  we  can  be  proud  of  the 
part  which  the  Government  of  England 
played  on  the  Stock  Exchange  b 
Europe  ;  but  I  do  think  it  will  be  t 
lesson  to  the  Government  to  avoid  lor 
the  future  being  mixed  up  in  ndi 
transa.ctions. 

Mb.  DISEAEU:  Sir,  there  aeeoii 
to  be  one  fallacy  that  pervades  all  the 
remarks  of  hon.  Members  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House  on  this  sabject, 
and  that  is  the  assumption  on  their  part 
that  our  interest  in  an  institution  canaol 
be  at  the  same  time  political  and  oom- 
mercial.  l!ake,  for  example,  the  Na- 
tional Debt.  Thsit  is  a  ^litiod  institn- 
tion.  It  is  so  in  a  special  degree,  and 
never  could  have  existed  had  it  not  beei 
founded  upon  the  most  delicate  of  lU 
political  considerations — national  credit. 
It  depends  upon  political  considerationiw 
Its  prosperity  and  its  influence  in  the 
world  depend  upon  political  conaiden- 
tions.  xet  I  suppose  hon.  Gentlemia 
will  hardly  agree  that  it  must  not  be 
considered  a  commercial  institution,  or 
the  declaration  of  our  dividends  vonld 
not  be  met  in  due  time  with  the  same 
regularity  and  promptness  as  they  in 
at  present.  For  my  own  part,  I  nercf 
deviated — nor  am  I  aware  that  my  Col- 
leagues ever  deviated — &om  the  deda- 
rations  we  made  when  we  announced 
the  purchase  of  these  shares.  We  pur- 
chased them  from  high  political  con- 
siderations ;  and  had  it  not  been  for 
those  considerations  we  should  never 
have  entered  into  those  negotiatione. 
But  having  bought  those  shares,  it  be- 
came our  duty  to  make  every  arrange- 
ment and  take  every  precaution  that 
the  country  should  not  be  financially 
and  commercially  a  loser.  While,  there- 
fore, wo  thought  we  had  accomplished  a 
great  political  object,  we  were  at  the 
same  time  anxious  to  prevent  the  coun- 
try from  experiencing  any  loss.  It 
seems  to  me  the  position  is  so  dear 
that  there  cannot  be  any  misapprehen- 
sion that  political  and  commercial  prin- 
ciples can  exist  in  the  same  institu- 
tion, notwithstanding  the  unauthorized 
remarks  of  the  noble  Lord  and  others 
who  preceded  him.  Nor  do  I  think 
the  noble  Lord  was  particularly  for- 
tunate in  his  argument  that  M.  de 
Lesseps,  when  he  offered  to  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  three  English  direc- 
tors   some  time  ago,   said    that  they 
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would  exercise  no  influence  except  as 
directors,  if  they  were  introduced  into 
the  Board  on  the  part  of  the  English 
proprietors.  It  is  very  true  that  in 
1871  M.  de  Lessops  did  make  that  re- 
mark, and  insisted  upon  it.  He  said 
that  the  three  English  directors  would 
be  nothing  more  than  three  individuals 
who  would  exercise  that  influence  which 
by  their  qualifications  under  the  char- 
ter of  the  Company  they  might  possess. 
Bat  in  1871,  when  M.  de  Lesseps  made 
that  obsenration,  England  had  not  pur- 
chased half  the  shares  in  the  Company. 
Therefore,  all  the  arg^iments  of  the 
noble  Lord  based  upon  the  remarks 
made  by  M.  de  Lesseps  at  that  time  go 
for  nothing  at  all,  and  do  not  apply  to 
the  oircumstanoes  with  which  we  have 
to  deal  at  present.  Nor  is  there  anyone 
who  can  doubt  the  contrast  between  the 
two  cases.  Suppose  that  in  1871  Eng- 
liah  directors  had  been  appointed  in  the 
manner  referred  to,  and  suppose  that  in 
the  present  case  the  English  directors 
were  appointed  after  the  purchase  of 
the  Canal,  is  there  any  body  of  men 
either  in  this  country  or  on  any  of  those 
Stock  Exchanges  of  Europe  with  which 
tilie  noble  Lora  seems  so  familiar,  who 
would  hesitate  to  say  which  three  indi- 
Tiduals  would  exercise  the  greatest  in- 
fluence? Every  man  of  sense  must 
know  that  the  three  English  directors 
now  to  be  appointed  would  occupy  a 
totally  different  position  from  the  three 
individuals  whose  appointment  in  1871 
was  suggested  by  M.  de  Lesseps.  Then 
the  noble  Lord  says  my  nght  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
entirely  disregarded  all  political  con- 
siderations, and  founded  his  observa- 
tions on  commercial  considerations.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  very  properly,  on  a 
Bui  of  this  kind,  made  observations 
which  he  argued  out  completely,  so  far 
as  financial  and  commercial  considera- 
tions can  go.  To-night  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  as  I  listened  to  his  arguments, 
never  for  a  moment  deviated  from  the 
political  position  which  the  Qovemment 
assumed  with  regard  to  this  question. 
He  argued  in  this  way.  He  said  one  of 
the  gpreat  advantages  of  this  is  that  we 
obtain  our  object  in  an  amicable  man- 
ner, which  otherwise  might  be  obtained 
only  bv  painful  controversy,  and  pro- 
bably by  force.  What  is  that  but  a 
poUtioal  consideration,  and  of  the  high- 


est kind.  What  does  that  prove  ?  That 
we  obtain  this  object,  not  for  financial 
and  commercial  considerations,  though 
it  is  our  duty  not  to  neglect  these 
financial  and  commercial  considerations, 
but  for  our  political  considerations. 
Now,  with  regard  to  what  the  noble 
Lord  says  about  the  influence  of  the 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
on  the  Stock  Exchanges  of  Europe,  all 
I  can  say  is  I  am  innocent  in  the  matter. 
I  have  never  allowed  considerations  of 
what  would  happen  on  the  Stock  Ex- 
changes of  Europe  to  prevent  me  from 
doing  that  in  public  which  I  think  would 
be  for  the  advancement  of  the  welfare 
of  this  country.  If  we  were  to  be 
arrested  in  our  conduct  of  the  high 
matters  which  are  involved  in  the  go- 
vernment of  a  great  country  like  Eng- 
land merely,  by  considerations  of  what 
the  effect  of  our  words  would  be  upon 
the  Stock  Exchanges  of  Europe,  I  think 
we  should  be  in  a  position  which,  as  a 
public  man,  I  should  feel  to  be  utterly 
disgraceful.  Sir,  I  hope  this  Bill  wiU 
pass  without  any  opposition.  I  feel 
sure  myself  that  the  feeling  of  the 
country  is  not  changed  as  to  this  great 
enterprize.  I  cannot  doubt  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr. 
Mac  Iver)  spoke  with  justice  when 
he  expressed  the  opinion  of  the  power- 
ful community  in  which  he  lives.  I 
believe  that  the  people  of  the  country 
have  not  changed  one  iota  the  senti- 
ments which  influenced  them  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session ;  that  they 
look  upon  this  act  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  as  a  political  and 
patriotic  act;  and  as  such,  if  ever  the 
matter  is  made  a  subject  of  controversy, 
and  I  am  before  my  countrymen,  I 
shall  be  ready  to  appeal  to  them  with 
the  utmost  confidence. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  thought  it  only 
due  to  the  Government  to  say  that  he, 
in  common  with  many  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House,  did  not  concur  with 
the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition in  condemning  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  reference  to  the  purchase 
of  the  Suez  Canal  shares,  but  he  agreed 
with  him  in  the  regret  he  expressea  that 
the  purchase  of  the  shares  had  led  to  so 
much  speculation  on  the  Stock  Exchange. 
On  that  matter  he,  however,  entirely 
acquitted  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
He  differed  entirely  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  for  Burnley  (Mr,  Eylands)  in  loot- 
ing upon  thia  transaction  as  a  commer- 
cial one.  It  was  undoubtedly  a  bold 
step  for  the  GoTOmment  to  take.  Un- 
fortunately this  country  had  beeu  placed 
in  a  false  position  in  respect  to  the  Canal 
during  the  MinistTy  of  Lord  Palmerston. 
The  country  had  never  approved  of  that 
policy  J  and  when  the  opportunity  pre- 
sented itself  to  the  Ooverament  to  ac- 
quire a  permanent  interest  in  that  great 
Tork,  he,  for  one,  considered  that  they 
irere  perfectly  justified  in  doing  so.  The 
countiy  had  accepted  the  purchase  as 
evidence  of  a  far-aeeing  policy  on  the 
part  of  the  Oovemment,  and  he  believed 
it  would  meet  the  approval  of  a  large 
majority  of  the  House.  He  hoped  they 
would  give  a  unanimous  vote  in  favour 
of  this  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK,  adinittine 
that  the  Oovemment  were  not  to  be  in- 
fluenced in  their  decision  of  important 
matters  of  State  policy  by  consideration  : 
OS  to  the  effect  that  policy  would  have  ' 
upon  the  Stock  Exchanges  of  Europe, 
regretted  that  when  the  arrangement  as  ' 
to  the  purchase  of  the  shares  had  been 
completed  it  had  not  been  at  once  made 
known.  It  was  admitted  that  immense 
speculation  occurred  in  different  Egyptian 
Stocks,  not  in  consequence  of  knowledge 
acquired  at  this  side,  but  of  telegraphic 
communications  from  Alexandria,  and 
these  might  have  been  prevented  by  im- 
mediate publication.  It  was,  however, 
an  unusual  transaction,  and  the  Qovem- 
ment  had  no  precedent  to  guide  them  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  strongly  of 
opinion  that  operations  of  this  kind  ought 
ta  be  at  once  made  publicly  known. 

Mr.  BATES  said,  that  as  a  matter  of 
fact  the  transaction  was  made  known 
when  it  was  completed. 

Mk.  SAMPSON  LLOYD,  in  reference 
to  the  supposition  that  this  country  was 
ally  to  the  construction  of 
1,  observed  that  that  was 
altogether  a  mistaken  idea.  Had  the 
opinion  of  the  commercial  community 
been  taken  on  the  subject,  they  would 
by  a  large  majority  have  declared  in 
favour  of  the  enterprize  as  a  great  poli- 
tical and  patriotic  transaction,  to  use 
the  words  of  the  Premier.  Unfortu- 
nately, the  Prime  Minister  of  the  day 
did  not  take  that  view,  but  the  prepon- 
derance of  opinion  in  the  country  was 
the  other  way. 


Bill  eontidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
On  Question,  "  That  tlie  Preamble  b* 


The  chancellor  op  thx  EXCHE- 
QUEB,  in  reference  to  the  obeerratioM 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Maidstone  {Bii 
John  Lubbock),  to  the  effect  that  H«r 
Majesty's  Government  ouKbt  to  hare 
made  the  purchase  of  the  sharei  kunra 
the  moment  the  transaodoa  was  oom- 
pleted,  said  that  what  occurred  was  thii 
—On  first  receiving  an  intimation  that 
the  Khedive  was  willing  to  offv  tlu 
shares  on  certain  terms,  Her  Majestv'i 
Government  made  an  offer  in  retun  oy 
telegram,  and  it  was  not  until  that  ofier 
was  finally  accepted  that  they  were  in  & 
position  to  pubbsh  anything.  But  when 
they  received  notice  that  the  Khediva 
accepted  the  offer,  they  made  the  fact 
known  that  same  evening.  Aa  to  Hr. 
Stanton,  the  third  of  the  three  directan 
whom  they  had  a  right  to  nominate, 
he  had  been  selected  by  the  Govsmmnt 
as  their  representative  upon  the  inteiiot 
Oommittoe  of  Management,  which  only 
consisted  of  five  members,  and  vouU 
reside  in  Paris,  because  the  businsM  wh 
carried  on  there,  and  not  in  Egypt 

Preamble  pottponed. 

Clause  1  (Treasury  to  hold  and  vm 
shares). 

In  reply  to  Sir  H.  Dkummoitd  Woltt, 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  tiik  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  Bill  would  give  power 
to  the  Treasury  to  act  in  such  manner 
as  might  seem  to  be  necessary  for  the 
interest  of  the  public.  He  thought  it 
unaavisable  either  to  raise  or  disctus  tt 
the  present  time  difficulties  that  mi^ 
never  arise. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  To-marrov. 

WAR  DEPARTMENT  POST  OITICI 

(EEMUNEEATION,  Sc.)  BILL-[Biii  KK.] 

{Mr.  WUliam  Mcnry  Smith,  Xr.  Qalhimt  Strit, 

Lord  John  Manntr,.) 

COUUITTEE,      ASJOtlRNKD    DSBATB. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjonmed 
Debate  on  Question  [6th  July},  "That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  (Aiir" 
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(for  Cbmmittee  on  the  War  Department 
and   Poet   Office    (Bemuneration,  &c.) 

BOl). 

Qneetion  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  MELLOE  proposed  that  the 
Hooae  should  go  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill  on  that  day  two  months.  He  op- 
posed the  Bill  because  it  would  involve 
the  Exchequer  in  an  additional  expense 
of  £75,000  a-year.  Of  the  persons 
concerned  it  was  stated  that  274  were 
merely  learners. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  ''  That "  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
''this  House  will,  upon  this  day  two 
months,  resolve  itself  into  the  said 
Oommittee, "  —  {Mr.  Mellor^ )  —  instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
raopoeed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  explained  that 
no  person  who  had  been  employed  as  a 
telegraph  derk  by  any  of  the  telegraph 
companies  would  receive  superannua- 
tion allowance  under  this  Bill,  which 
was  intended  to  remedy  an  irregularity 
in  the  appointment  of  the  other  tele- 
graph clerks  which  prevented  their  sala- 
ries being  passed  by  the  Public  Accounts 
Oommittee.  In  consequence  of  the  irre- 
gularity to  which  he  referred  there  were 
now  8,600  persons  in  the  Government 
Benrice  who  were  not  entitled  to  be  paid 
their  salaries,  and  it  would  be  a  grievous 
Lmustice  to  them  if  the  measure  were 
rejected,  inasmuch  as  they  were  no  par- 
ties to  the  irregularity  in  question,  and 
had  taken  their  appointments  on  the 
(kith  that  they  were  to  receive  superan- 
nuation allowances.  The  irregularity  he 
referred  to  was  these  persons  being  ap- 
pointed without  having  passed  the  ne- 
oessary  Civil  Service  examination,  for 
which,  however,  another  examination 
more  suited  to  their  offices  had  been 
■ubstituted.  Since  the  present  Govern- 
ment had  been  in  office  these  irregular 
appointments  had  ceased  to  be  made.  It 
was  true  that  many  of  these  persons  had 
entered  as  learners,  but  they  had  subse- 
quently become  clerks. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
Id  now   leave  the  Chair/'    put,  and 


BUI  eaneidered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported, without  Amendment ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

APPELLATE  JURISDICTION  BILL. 

{Mr.  Attofmey  Oeneral.) 

l^Lords.']  —  [bill    1 1 1  .J      coionrTEE. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENEEAL  be- 
lieved that  the  several  clauses  he  now 
E reposed  in  connection  with  this  Bill  had 
een  carefully  considered  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers. One  of  them  was  in  page  6,  after 
line  5,  to  insert — 

(Amendment  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judi- 
cature Acts  in  relation  to  Her  Majesty's 
Court  of  Appeal.) 

"  Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  con- 
stitution of  Her  Majesty's  Court  of  Appeal  in 
manner  hereinafter  mentioned :  Be  it  Enacted, 
That  there  shall  be  repealed  so  much  of  the 
fourth  section  of  *  The  Supremo  Court  of  Judi- 
cature Act,  1875/  as  provides  that  the  ordinary 
judges  of  Her  Majesty's  Court  of  Appeal  (in 
this  Act  referred  to  as  *  the  Court  of  Appeal ') 
shall  not  exceed  three  at  any  one  time. 

"In  addition  to  the  number  of  ordinary 
judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  authorised  to  be 
appointed  by  *  The  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
Act,  1875,*  Her  Majesty  may  appoint  three 
additional  ordinary  judges  of  that  Court. 

"The  first  three  appointments  of  additional 
judges  under  this  Act  shall  be  made  by  such 
transfer  to  the  Court  of  Appeal  as  is  in  this  section 
mentioned  of  three  judges  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice,  and  the  vacancies  so  created  in  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  shall  not  be  filled  up, 
except  in  the  event  and  to  the  extent  hereinafter 
mentioned. 

"Her  Majesty  may  by  writing,  under  her 
sig^  manual,  either  before  or  after  the  com- 
mencement of  this  Act,  but  so  as  not  to  take 
effect  until  the  commencement  thereof,  transfer 
to  the  Court  of  Appeal  from  the  following 
Divisions  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  that  is 
to  say,  the  Queen's  I^nch  Division,  the  Common 
Pleas  DiWsion,  and  the  Exchequer  Division, 
such  of  the  judges  of  the  said  Divisions,  not 
exceeding  three  in  number,  as  to  Her  Majesty 
may  seem  meet,  each  of  whom  shall  have  been 
a  judge  of  any  one  or  more  of  such  Divisions  for 
not  less  than  two  years  preWously  to  his  ap- 
pointment, and  shall  not  be  an  ex-officio  judge 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  every  judge  so 
transferred  shall  be  deemed  an  additional  ordi- 
nary judge  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  the  same 
manner  as  if  he  had  been  appointed  such  judge 
by  letters  patent.  No  judge  shall  be  so  trans- 
feired  without  his  own  consent. 

"Every  additional  ordinary  judge  of  the  said 
Court  of  Appeal  appointed  in  pursuance  of  this 
Act  shall  be  subject  to  the  pro\'isions  of  sec- 
tions twenty-nine  and  thirty-seven  of  *  The  Su- 
preme Court  of  Judicature  Act,  1873,'  and  shall  be 
under  an  obligation  to  go  circuits  and  to  act  as 
ComnuBsioxifir  under  cornxma^on^A  cA.  ^asojb  ^st 
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other  oommiflsioxu  anihoiriBed  to  be  iisaed  in 
pursuaiice  of  the  said  Act,  in  the  same  manner 
in  all  respects  as  if  he  were  a  Judge  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice. 

"There  shall  be  paid  to  every  additional 
ordinary  judge  appointed  in  pursuance  of  this 
Act,  in  addition  to  the  salary  which  he  would 
otherwise  receive  as  an  ordmary  judge  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  such  sum  on  account  of  his 
expenses  on  circuit  or  under  such  commission 
as  aforesaid,  as  may  be  approved  by  the  Trea- 
sury upon  the  reoommendation  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor. 

<*  Each  of  the  judges  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  who  is  in  pursuance  of  this  Act  trans- 
ferred to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  by  writing  under 
the  sign  manual  of  Her  Majesty,  shaU  retain 
such  officers  as  are  attached  to  his  person  as 
such  judge,  and  are  appointed  and  removeable 
by  him  at  his  pleasure,  in  pursuance  of  *  The 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act,  1873,*  and 
the  officers  so  attached  shall  have  the  same 
rank,  and  hold  their  offices  by  the  same  tenure, 
and  upon  the  same  terms  and  conditions,  and 
receive  the  same  salaries,  and  if  entitled  to  pen- 
sions be  entitled  to  the  same  pensions,  and  shall 
as  nearly  as  may  be  perform  the  same  duties  as 
if  the  judges  to  whom  they  are  attached  had 
not  been  transferred  to  the  Court  of  Appeal. 

'*  Subject  as  aforesaid,  the  provisions  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Acts,  1873  and 
1875,  for  the  time  being  in  force  in  relation  to 
the  appointment  of  ordinary  judges  of  Her 
l^Iajesty's  Court  of  Appeal,  and  to  their  tenure 
of  office,  and  to  their  precedence,  and  to  their 
salaries  and  pensions,  and  to  the  officers  to  be 
attached  to  such  judges,  and  all  other  provisions 
relating  to  such  ordinary  judges  shall  apply  to 
the  additional  ordinary  judges  appointed  in 
pursuance  of  this  section  in  the  same  manner 
as  they  apply  to  the  other  ordinary  judges  of 
the  said  Court. 

**  For  the  purpose  of  a  transfer  to  the  Court 
of  Appeal  under  this  section  service  as  a  judge 
in  a  Court  whoso  jurisdiction  is  transferied  to 
the  High  Court  shall  bo  deemed  to  have  been 
service  as  a  judge  in  any  one  or  more  of  such 
Divisions  of  the  High  Court  as  are  in  this  sec- 
tion in  that  behalf  mentioned,  and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  pension  of  any  person  appointed 
imder  this  Act,  an  additional  ordinary  judge  of 
appeal  service  in  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  or 
in  any  Court  whose  jurisdiction  is  transfeired 
to  the  High  Court  of  Justice  or  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  service  in 
the  Court  of  Appeal.)  " 

Tlie  particular  object  of  this  clause  was 
to  materially  strengthen  the  Appellate 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Intermediate  Court 
of  Appeal. 

Clause  (Amendment  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  Acts  in  relation  to 
Her  Majesty's  Court  of  Appeal), — {Mr, 
Attorney  General),  brought  up,  and  read 
the  first  and  second  time. 

Mr.  CHAJRLEY  moved  to  leave  out, 
in  lines  11,  12,  and  13 — 

7^  Attorney  General 
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«  and  the  vaoandei  lo  oaratted  in  Hm  S^ 
Court  of  Justice  shall  not  be  IQled  np^  ezo^  m 
the  event  and  to  the  extent  hereinafter  ma- 
tioned." 

Applications  at  Chambers  had  ben 
greatly  increased  in  numbor  under  tiis 
new  Acts,  while  there  had  been  no  co^ 
responding  increase  in  the  number  of 
Judges ;  and  there  was  now  almoct  u 
much  difficulty  in  getting  a  case  baud 
at  the  time  appoint^  at  ChamberB  aaiB 
getting  a  case  heard  at  the  time  ap- 
pointed in  Court.  On  Circuit,  owing  to 
the  paucity  of  Judges,  Queen's  C^n- 
sel  sat  and  tried  cases  both  at  Sin 
Frius  and  on  the  Crown  side.  To  compel 
a  prisoner  to  be  tried  before  a  Qneen*i 
Counsel,  instead  of  one  of  the  Judges  of 
the  land,  amounted  to  something  like  t 
denial  of  justice.  At  quarter  sessioiM 
Hecorders  and  Chairmen  sat,  who  had 
had  much  experience,  to  try  minor  of- 
fences ;  while  on  Circuit  charges  of  fho 
gravest  importance  were  tried  by  Queea*i 
Counsel,  who  had  had  no  experienoe  it 
all  of  criminal  law.  The  inconvenienoe 
of  appointing  Queen's  Counsel  to  tiy 
cases  at  iVif«»  Prius  was  shown  at  fhi 
late  Manchester  Assizes,  where  an  emi- 
nent Queen's  Counsel  having  been  ap- 
pointed to  try  a  case  of  compensation  for 
injuries  sustained  on  a  railway,  the 
counsel  for  the  plaintiff  refused  to  ap- 
pear before  him,  the  reason  being  that 
the  commissioner  was  counsel  himself 
for  a  railway  company.  He  had  so 
objection  to  the  transfer  of  the  three 
Judges,  but  he  objected  to  transferring 
them  without  filling  up  the  vacancies  so 
created.  In  the  face  of  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Taunton  (Sir  Ilenry  James)  that  there 
would  be  1,000  remanets  by  the  Istrf 
November  next,  in  Middlesex  and  Londos 
only,  it  seemed  an  extraordinary  thing 
to  take  away  three  of  the  Judges  of  First 
Instance  and  not  fill  up  the  vacancies  ao 
created  in  the  Court  below.  He  desired 
also  to  point  out  that  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal sat  during  Circuit,  and  it  seemed  a 
strange  way  to  strengthen  the  Court  of 
Appeal  to  transfer  to  it  Judges,  who 
would  be  liable  to  go  Circuit,  and  thus 
absent  themselves  for  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  year.  In  the  Court  of 
Appeal  also,  the  Judges,  who  went  Ci^ 
cuit,  could  not  sit  on  appeals  from  their 
own  decisions  on  Circuit. 

The  chairman,  in  puttinr  the 
Question,  observed  that  the  hon.  Meau 
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hm  (Mr.  Gregory)  had  an  Amendment 
to  propose  in  mie  11,  which  must  pre- 
cede that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Salfbrd. 

Mb.  OBEOOBY  said,  he  had  hoped 
Aat  the  Attorney  Qenmd  would  have 
made  some  statement  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  he  proposed  to  work  the  new 
mtem  which  he  would  inau^rate.  The 
Attorney  General  constituted  another 
diTision  of  the  Intermediate  Court  of 
Appeal  by  the  appointment  of  three  ad- 
ditional Judges,  and  for  this  purpose 
to  abstract  three  Judges  from  the 
Court  of  First  Instance.  Whether  this 
was  wise  or  necessary  was  a  matter 
of  considerable  doubt.  There  was  a 
considerable  block  in  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  —  a  very  large  arrear 
in  the  Common  Law  Courts  and  also  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  which  had  been 
materially  increased  by  the  fact  that 
tliat  Court  had  to  take  vivd  voce  evi- 
denoe.  The  obligation  of  the  Court  of 
Ohanoery  to  try  out  causes,  instead  of 
sending  issues  of  fact  to  other  Courts, 
greatly  retarded  the  progress  of  busi- 
ness in  the  Chanceir  Courts,  while  the 
Yiee  Chancellors  haa  not  sufficient  time 
to  derote  to  matters  which  deserved 
their  personal  attention  in  Chambers; 
and,  as  was  well  known,  there  was  also 
a  block  in  the  Common  Law  Courts. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  certainly 
appeared  to  him.  that  it  was  unwise 
to  abstract  Judges  from  the  Courts 
oi  First  Instance,  without  making  any 
fbrther  provision  for  the  business  that 
was  now  so  much  in  arrear;  and  he 
tlierefore  proposed  to  leave  it  optional 
to  take  the  Judges  for  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal from  the  High  Court,  instead  of 
mf^Ving  it  compulsory,  by  substituting 
the  word  "  may  "  for  the  word  ''  shall.'' 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  11,  to 
leave  out  the  word  ''  shall,"  and  insert 
the  word  '*  may." — {Mr,  Gregory.) 

Sn  HENEY  JAMES  said,  that  large 
lasaee  were  raised  by  the  clause  and  the 
Amendments,  and  sooner  or  later  they 
must  be  discussed.  When  the  Judicature 
Act  came  into  operation  last  November, 
there  were  sham  arrears,  which  were 
soon  disposed  of;  but  under  the  working 
of  the  Act  it  had  been  found  that  the 
Jodicial  Staff  was  not  equal  to  the  de- 
mands made  upon  it,  and  it  was  no  ex- 
a§;geration  to  say  that  a  dead-lock  had 


resulted.  Those  who  were  chiefly  pre- 
judiced were  the  suitors  and  others  who 
desired  to  appeal  to  the  Courts  of  Law. 
About  six  weeks  ago  attention  was  called 
to  the  number  of  cases  then  waiting  to 
be  heard.  In  the  Intermediate  Court  of 
Appeal  there  were  54  cases  in  arrear, 
and  in  London  and  Middlesex  alone 
there  were  between  500  and  600  cases 
awaiting  trial  at  N%b%  Prius.  He  be- 
lieved that  at  the  beginning  of  the  new 
legal  year  there  would  be  fully  1,000 
Nisi  Priua  cases  in  arrear.  Matters 
were  in  this  position  when  Lords  Justices 
James  and  Baggallay  wrote  a  letter 
stating  that  it  was  impossible,  in  the 
present  state  of  the  Appellate  Court,  to 
get  through  the  business.  That  letter 
was  communicated  to  the  1 8  legal  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  and  the  conclusion 
which  they  came  to  was  embodied  in  the 
Amendments  of  the  Attoraey  General. 
It  was  then  suggested  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  do  two  things — to  increase  the 
strength  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  by 
adding  to  its  numbers,  and  its  stability 
by  ceasing  to  borrow  Judges  from  the 
Primary  Courts.  No  one  could  doubt 
that  the  Appellate  Judges  should  be 
Appellate  and  not  Primary  Judges.  The 
question  then  arose  whence  this  ad- 
ditional strength  should  be  derived. 
Some  thought  that  it  would  be  better 
to  add  at  once  two  or  three  Judges  to 
the  Court  of  Intermediate  Appeal. 
Every  unnecessary  addition  to  the  num- 
ber of  Judges  was,  however,  objection- 
able on  two  grounds,  because  it  made 
all  the  other  Judges  do  less  work  than 
need  be,  and  because  it  lowered  the 
standard  of  j  ud icial  qualification .  When 
a  greater  demand  was  made  on  the  Pro- 
fession by  creating  24  Judges  where  12 
used  to  be  the  number,  a  lower  standard 
was  inevitable.  The  best  number  of 
Judges  was  the  number  required  to  do 
the  work,  and  no  more.  He  considered 
that  the  additional  strength  required  in 
the  Court  of  Intermediate  Appeal  could 
be  obtained  from  the  Common  Law 
Bench,  where  at  present  there  was  a 
^at  waste  of  judicial  power.  Why, 
for  example,  in  Nisi  Prius  cases,  should 
there  be  seen  the  spectacle  of  three 
Judges  sitting  with  the  greatest  solem- 
nity to  hear  cases  which  men  of  the 
most  ordinary  intellect  would  decide  off- 
hand in  their  counting-houses  ?  In  the 
Court  of  Chancery  a  single  Judge  was 
sufficient  for  sncih.  eau^aea.     '^V^^  Vt^ 
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asked,  instead  of  havine  an  increased 
number  of  Judges,  should  they  not,  by 
accepting  the  second  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General,  economize  judicial  strength 
•without  affecting  the  public  interest? 
If  one  Judge  could  dispose  of  cases  of 
vast  importance  in  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
why  should  not  one  Judge  sit  in  a  Court 
of  Law  and  dispose  of  cases  there  ?  He 
was  bound  to  say  that  these  views  having 
been  expressed  by  the  legal  Members  of 
the  House  the  Attorney  General  had 
promptly  taken  steps,  by  placing  his 
Amendments  on  the  Paper,  to  carry 
them  into  effect.  He  wished  the  Court 
of  Appeal  to  be  like  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy, with  greater  weight  and  greater 
effect.  The  Amendments  to  be  proposed 
by  the*  Attorney  General  would  be  most 
beneficial  to  the  Bench  and  to  suitors 
generally,  and  he  hoped  that  Members 
of  his  Profession  would  assist  the  Go- 
vernment in  carrying  them  into  effect. 

Me.  STAVELEY  HILL  was  ready  to 
assent  to  the  first  clause  proposed  by  the 
Attorney  General,  but  in  the  interest  of 
the  public  he  could  not  support  the 
second  clause,  by  which,  if  it  were  passed, 
a  Court  of  Law  sitting  in  Banco  would 
consist  of  one  Judge  only.  He  asked, 
was  the  practice  in  Chancery  so  entirely 
satisfactory  that  they  could  make  con- 
formable to  it  their  practice  in  Common 
Law  ?  He  compared  the  position  of  a 
Yice  Chancellor  in  dealing  with  a  case 
with  the  position  of  a  Judge  and  a  jury, 
and  he  said  that  a  suitor  who  went  away 
from  a  Court  i»  Banco,  whether  the  verdict 
had  been  for  him  or  against  him,  went 
away  with  a  more  complete  satisfaction 
as  to  the  result  of  the  case  than  a  man 
who  went  out  of  the  Vice  Chancellor's 
Chamber.  He  understood  that  this  Act 
was  to  do  sometliing  for  suitors,  but  it 
began  by  giving  three  weeks  more  vaca- 
tion than  they  had  formerly.  While  he 
assented  to  the  first  clause,  he  as  com- 
pletely dissented  from  the  second. 

Mr.  JklGRGAN  LLOYD  said,  it  was 
admitted  on  all  hands  that  the  present 
Court  of  Appeal  could  not  keep  up  with 
the  business.  It  was  also  agreed  that 
an  addition  must  be  made  to  the  Court 
of  Appeal,  such  as  was  now  proposed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General.  The  only  remaining  question, 
therefore,  was  how  this  was  to  be  done. 
There  were  only  two  ways  in  which  it 
could  be  done ;  either  by  increasing  the 
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number  of  Judges,  or  else  by  distii^ 
buting  the  work  so  as  to  enaUe  15 
Judges  to  do  the  work  now  done  by  18. 
Now,  the  former  alternative  was  out  <tf 
the  question,  inasmuch  as  the  GoTen- 
ment  had  declared  that  under  pve> 
sent  circumstances  they  would  not  in- 
crease the  number.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, the  proposal  that  they  should  at 
separately  was  one  which  ought  to  be 
tried.  For  his  own  part,  he  preferred 
a  Judge  sitting  alone  to  a  Judge  sitting 
with  another,  or  with  two  other  Judges. 
When  alone,  one  Judge  had  a  full  seme 
of  his  responsibility,  which,  if  not  loec, 
was  weakened  by  association  with 
another  Judge.  If  he  went  wrong  he 
could  be  set  right  by  the  Court  of  Ap- 
pellate Jurisdiction.  There  was  another 
improvement  which  might  be  adopted 
with  advantage — namely,  to  make  venues 
local,  inasmuch  as  the  accumulation  of 
business  in  London  was  in  a  measore 
the  result  of  the  abolition  of  locsl 
venues.  He  trusted  the  Amendmeoti 
would  be  accepted. 

Mr.  GEANTHAM  thought  that  jus- 
tice ought  to  be  rendered  to  the  Comnum 
Law  Judges  for  the  manner  in  which 
they  had  sought  to  fulfil  their  dntiei 
under  the  new  system.     He  held  that  s 
great  deal  too  much  stress  had  been  laid 
upon  the  working  of  the  new  system, 
with  a  view  to  its  depreciation.     It  wis 
not  fair  to  say  that  the  work  had  dimi- 
nished, while  the  block  had  increased. 
The  work  disposed  of  now  was  far  more 
important  than  under  the  old  plan.    The 
new  system  of  pleading  made  it  far  more 
necessary  to  expose  at  once  the  ground 
of  defence  tlian  was  formerly  the  case, 
and  these  actions  were  brought  to  t 
speedier  issue.      A  greater  display  of 
causes  used  to  be  made,  because  attor 
neys  wished  to  make  a  show  of  the 
causes  entered  for  trial,  and  the  conse* 
quence  was    that  many  were    entered 
which  never  wore  brought  to  a  decision. 
He  contended  that  the  new  system  should 
have   a  fair  trial.     Many  motions  at 
Common   Law   of   inferior    importance 
might  be  made  before  a  single  Judge, 
and  lie  would  instance  the  example  of 
cases  brought  before  a  Judge  at  Cham- 
bers to  show  how  matters  might  be  dis- 
posed of  which  would  be  considered  of 
more  importance  if  they  were  brought 
before  a  tribunal  composed  of  more  than 
a  single  person.     As  to  the  question  of 
expense,   he  believed  that    the  public 


Appilkk 


(AvoTTST  8, 1876)  JuHiiietian  Bill.         866 


would  not  gradffe  £10,000,  or  even 
£20,000  a-year  for  additional  Judges, 
irho  would  save  enormous  cost  and  delay 
to  soitors.  The  Judicature  Act  was 
pawed  to  produce  a  fusion  of  Law  and 
Equity,  so  that  the  same  Judge  might 
be  able  to  try  all  the  questions  connected 
with  a  case;  but  the  system  did  not 
work  in  the  way  which  had  been  ex- 
pected, and  Equity  Judges  now  sent 
down  issues  to  be  tried  at  the  As^zes  by 
die  Common  Law  Judges.  It  was  not 
fidr  that  one  class  of  ^dges  should  be 
able  to  relieve  themselves  at  the  expense 
of  another,  and  he  could  easily  under- 
stand that  there  should  have  been  some 
IMing  on  the  part  of  Judges  who  were 
helpless  in  the  matter,  because  they  had  a 
lojal  desire  to  finish  the  business  of  their 
Oiieuits,  and  were  not  men  to  "  scamp  " 
their  work.  In  conclusion,  he  was  sorry 
the  measure  could  not  be  postponed  tiU 
another  year,  when  they  miffht  have 
more  satisfactory  legislation  uian  that 
now  before  them. 

Mb.  NOBWOOD  felt,  as  a  member 
of  the  mercantile  community,  that  the 
operations  of  the  Judicature  Act,  what- 
ever might  be  the  cause,  had  not  given 
■atiafaction  to  the  public.  Considerable 
alarm  existed  lest  we  should  be  placed 
'  under  very  serious  disadvantages  in 
our  judicial  procedure,  consequent  upon 
the  new  Acts.  So  fax  were  the  advan- 
tages promised  to  suitors  from  being 
zealised  that  there  was  now  almost  as 
mneh  difficulty  in  knowing  what  Court 
to  apply  to  as  ever  there  had  been ;  the 
Long  vacation  was  longer  than  ever, 
and  the  suitors  had  none  of  the  facili- 
tiee  for  having  their  cases  tried  which 
they  had  so  much  reason  to  hope  would 
be  afforded  to  them.  He  could  not  dis- 
ffoise  from  himself  the  fact  that  out-of- 
doors  it  was  asserted  too  frequently  that 
the  Judges  had  really  not  shown  that 
anxious  desire  to  accommodate  them- 
aelves  and  the  business  of  their  Courts 
to  the  new  system  which  might  have 
been  fairly  expected  from  them.  When 
the  Act  came  into  operation,  counsel 
were  refused  information  when  they  ap- 
plied to  the  Bench  for  it,  and  one  Judge 
boasted  that  he  had  notyetreadthe  provi- 
sions of  the  Act.  The  Judges  mighthave, 
by  consultation  among  themselves,  re- 
moved many  of  the  difficulties  which  had 
arisen.  They  were  salaried  officers  of 
the  State,  and  it  was  their  duty  to  regu- 
late the  business  of  their  Courts,  so  that 
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suitors  might  have  the  greatest  pos- 
sible facility  in  getting  their  rights  ad- 
justed. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  Amendment  which  stood  in  his 
name  was  the  result  of  the  opinions  ex- 

Sressed  by  the  great  bulk  of  the  legal 
[embers  of  the  House,  who  ought  to 
share  the  responsibility.  It  was  ad- 
mitted that  the  Intermediate  Court  of 
Appeal  needed  strengthening  and  im- 
provement ;  and  everybody  admitted 
that  the  Bill  would  effect  this  object. 
Everybody  agreed  that  to  increase  the 
number  of  Judges  without  such  a  step 
being  necessary,  would  be  the  wrong 
thing  to  do.  He  would  prefer  that  the 
new  clauses  which  he  had  proposed 
should  stand  as  they  were  on  the  Paper 
without  being  amended.  If  any  further 
alteration  were  found  necessary  in  the 
future  they  could  be  made  with  more 
confidence  after  they  had  gained  the  ad- 
vantage of  experience. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  the  late  Lord 
Westbury  had  written  to  him  expressing 
his  deep  regret  that  he  was  unable  to 
appear  in  his  place  in  Parliament  to 
protest  against  the  revolutionary,  and, 
as  he  termed  it,    **  most    disastrous " 

scheme.        

Ma.  BULWER,  as  one  of  the  legal 
Members  of  the  House,  disclaimed  being 
in  any  way  responsible  for,  or  favourable 
to,  the  Amendments  that  had  been  pro- 
posed. For  his  part  he  protested  against 
Amendments  effecting  so  important  an 
alteration  in  our  judicial  system  being 
introduced  and  discussed  in  a  thin  House 
at  that  period  of  the  Session.  The  House 
should  not  suppose  that  the  legal  pro- 
fession were  in  favour  of  the  changes, 
for  from  all  the  learned  Gentlemen  and 
learned  Judges  he  had  consulted,  with 
the  exception  of  some  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen  in  that  House,  he  had  not 
heard  a  single  voice  in  favour  of  them. 
One  main  argument  urged  in  their  fa- 
vour was  that  Judges  sitting  alone  in 
the  Equity  Courts  gave  entire  satisfac- 
tion, and,  if  so,  it  was  asked,  why  should 
not  Common  Law  Judges  do  the  same  ? 
He  denied  that  Equity  Judges  sitting 
alone  did  give  satisfaction ;  but  even  if 
they  did  there  was  no  analogy  whatever 
between  the  cases  upon  which,  as  a 
rule,  they  had  to  decide  and  those  that 
came  before  a  Judge  and  a  jury.  How, 
he  would  ask,  was  a  long  legal  argu- 
ment to  be  satLsfactorii^  ^otAm^X^  ^\» 
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Nisi  FriuSf  and  the  time  of  the  jury 
wasted  in  listening  to  what  they  were 
not  expected  to  understand  ?  And  if 
the  question  were  reserved  for  the  sub- 
sequent consideration  of  a  single  Judge, 
and  important  interests  depended  upon 
it,  it  was  contrary  to  all  experience  to 
suppose  that  the  suitor  against  whom 
the  decision  was,  would  be  satisfied  with 
it,  and,  if  not  satisfied,  he  would  be 
driven  not  as  at  present  to  the  Court  in 
BancOy  but  at  a  great  increase  of  expense 
to  the  Court  of  Appeal.  He  ventured 
to  prophecy  that  it  would  soon  be  found, 
if  these  Amendments  became  law,  that 
the  disposal  of  all  business  before  a 
single  Judge  was  neither  *' practicable  " 
nor  **  convenient,"  and  we  should  have 
to  fall  back  upon  the  proviso  empower- 
ing Divisional  Courts  to  be  held  to  re- 
place the  Courts  in  Banco,  The  pro- 
posal of  the  Attorney  General  was,  in 
effect,  to  abolish  the  Court  in  Banco, 
and  thus  deprive  the  suitor  of  his  First 
Court  of  Appeal.  The  inevitable  result 
would  be  that  the  New  Court  of  Appeal 
would  be  overwhelmed  with  the  business 
which  would  flow  into  it,  for  that  Court 
could  only  sit  in  two  Divisions.  To 
further  subdivide  it  would  be  to  dimi- 
nish its  authority,  and  if  it  consisted  of 
but  a  few  Judges  it  would  have  no 
greater  weight  than  the  existing  Courts 
in  Banco.  Lord  Wostbury,  to  whom  the 
hon.  ]!k[ember  for  Peterborough  had  al- 
luded, once  said  that  the  reason  why  a 
certain  Loid  Chancellor  generally  called 
in  one  of  his  legal  brethren  to  sit  with 
him  was,  '*  that  ho  was  afraid  to  bo  left 
alone  in  the  dark."  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral proposed  that  for  the  future  all  our 
Judges  fcihould  be  left  alone  in  tJie  dark. 
It  was,  perhaps,  a  minor  consideration, 
but  not  to  be  left  entirely  out  of  view, 
that,  under  our  present  system,  our 
Judges  acquired  no  inconsiderable  por- 
tion of  their  education  by  sitting  with 
th(?ir  brethren  in  Banco.  He  hoped  the 
Attorney  General  would  hold  his  hand, 
and  be  content  with  the  Bill  as  it  came 
from  the  House  of  Lords. 

Sm  WILLIAM  IIARCOUBT  said, 
with  regard  to  the  statement  as  to  the 
disapproval  of  this  measure  by  the 
Judges,  that,  ho  was  afraid,  was  a  state- 
ment that  must  l)e  made  with  regard  to 
every  measure  that  ever  had  been  or 
ever  would  be  proposed  for  the  reform 
of  the  law.  Looking  back  over  many 
years  of  legal  changes,  ho  could  not  seo 
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any  measure  whioh  had  rec^Ted  ths  ap- 
proval of  Her  Majesty's  Judges,  fie 
regretted  that  the  last  speaker  was  not 
present  at  the  meeting  of  the  Pkt>fesBioii 
which  recommended  the  dause  with  re- 
markable unanimity. 

Mb.  GEEGOEY  presumed  it  was  a 
meeting  of  the  members  of  the  Bar,  u 
he  was  not  present ;  but  he  beliered  that 
he  represented  the  views  of  one  braadi 
of  the  Profession  (the  solicitors)  and  the 
interests  of  the  other.  The  object  of  hif 
Amendment  was  simply  to  render  the 
measure  permissive,  and  to  give  time 
for  the  further  consideration  of  the 
question. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  remarked  that 
constant  efforts  had  been  made  to  sab- 
ordinate  the  Common  Law  to  that  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  and  he  believed  that 
the  effect  of  the  clause  proposed  by  the 
Government  would  be  to  intercept  the 
proceedings  at  Common  Law.  He  would 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Sussex  rather  than 
sanction  a  system  of  which  all  the 
Judges  disapproved. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  'shall' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  94;. 
Noes  36  :  Majority  58. 

Mr.  CHAELEY  said  that,  as  hii 
Amendment  to  the  Attorney  General's 
new  clause  had  been  practically  before 
the  House,  as  well  as  that  of  the  hon. 
^Member  for  West  Sussex  (Mr.  (Jregoiy), 
and  as  he  wihsed  to  economize  time,  he 
would  not  persevere  with  the  daiue 
which  ho  had  previously  moved. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  mored 
the  following  new  clause : — 

(Ropulations  as  to  bnsineM  of  Hifrh  Court  d 
Justice  and  diviBional  Courts  of  High  Couzt) 

**  On  and  aft(T  the  first  day  of  December  qm 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  seven tv-aix,  ereiT 
action  and  pmci  cdinp  in  the  High  Court  a 
Justice,  and  all  husiness  arising  out  of  the  saane, 
except  aa  is  hc^reinafter  provided,  Bhall,  so  far  u 
is  i)nictiwiMe  and  convenient,  bo  heard,  de- 
termined, and  disposTKl  of  before  a  single  judge, 
and  all  proceedings  in  an  action  subsequent  to 
tlie  hejinng  or  trial,  and  down  to  and  including 
tho  final  judgment  or  order,  always  excepting 
any  i)rocee<ling8  on  appeal  in  tfce  Court  w 
Appeal,  shall,  so  far  as  is  practicable  and  ceo- 
venient,  be  had  and  taken  before  the  judgs 
before  whom  tho  trial  or  hearing  of  the  cauie 
took  i)lace ;  Provided,  nevertheless,  That  din- 
si  onal  courts  of  tho  High  Court  of  Justice,  msy 
bo  held  for  the  transaction  of   any  bosiaMi 
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wUdi  nty  iat  the  time  beinff  be  ordered  by 
nUet  of  Qonrt  to  be  heard  by  a  oiyisional  court ; 
and  any  sach  diviaional  court  when  held,  shall 
be  fxmstitated  by  two  judges  of  the  court  and 
no  more,  anlese  the  president  of  the  division  to 
which  inch  divisional  court  belongs,  with  the 
eoncorrence  of  the  other  judges  of  such  division, 
or  a  majority  thereof,  is  of  opinion  that  such 
divisional  court  should  be  constituted  of  a 
greater  number  of  jud^ee  than  two,  in  which 
oaae  iuch  court  may  be  constituted  of  such 
number  of  judges  as  the  president,  with  such 
eooooxrenoe  as  aforesaid,  may  think  expedient : 
nerertheleeB  the  decisions  of  a  divisional  court 
ahall  not  be  invalidated  by  reason  of  such  court 
being  constituted  of  a  greater  number  than  two 
jodgea;  and 

**  Rules  of  court  for  carrying  into  effect  the 
enactments  contained  in  this  section  shall  be 
amde  in  manner  provided  by  'The  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  Act,  1875,'  on  or  pre- 
liouflly  to  the  first  day  of  December  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-six,  but 
may  afterwards  be  altered  in  manner  provided 
by  the  said  Act ;  and 

^  There  shall  be  repealed  on  and  after  the 
eleventh  day  of  January,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  seventy-seven,  so  much  of  sections 
forty,  forty-one,  forty-two,  forty-three,  forty- 
fbur,  and  forty-six  of  '  The  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature  Act,  1873,'  as  is  inconsistent  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section." 

Mb.  GKEGORY  moved  to  omit  from 
the  clause  the  condition  **  so  far  as  is 
practicable  and  convenient,"  which  he 
thought  would  render  the  clause  value- 

8iB  HENEY  JAMES  thought  a 
hard-and-fast  line  was  undesirable,  and 
he  hoped  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
•ocepted. 

Amendment  n$gatived. 

Mb.  WATKIN  WILLIAMS  moved 
the  following  Amendment  to  the  clause, 
in  line  22,  after  '^  shall  be  made," 
leave  out  to  "  said  Act  and,"  in  line  25, 
•ad  insert — 

**  On  or  before  the  first  day  of  December,  one 
ttionwmd  eight  hundred  and  seventy-six,  and 
aaay  be  afterwards  altered,  and  all  rules  of  court 
to  oe  made  after  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
whether  made  under  *■  The  Supreme  Court  of 
Jndicatore  Act,  1875,'  or  this  Act,  shall  be 
made  by  any  three  or  more  of  the  following 
petwma,  of  whom  the  Lord  Chancellor  shall  be 
one — ^namely,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  England,  the  Master  of  the 
fiolla,  the  Lord  Chi^  Justice  of  the  Common 
Pleas,  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer, 
andfoor  other  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature,  to  be  from  time  to  time  appointed 
lor  the  purpose  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  in 
writing  under  his  hand,  such  appointment  to 
oontinue  for  such  time  as  shall  be  specified 
thanin." 


Mb.  WHALLET  strongly  objected  to 
the  Amendment.  He  thought  that  when 
it  was  proposed  to  change  the  whole 
system  of  their  jurisprudence,  they 
should  be  guided  by  the  best  author- 
ities in  the  course  they  were  asked  to 
take 

Ti'iE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  had  carefully  considered  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Denbigh,  and  he  must  say  he 
considered  it  an  improvement. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  moved 
the  following  now  clause : — 

(Power  in  certain  events  to  fill  vacancies 
occasioned  in  High  Court  of  Justice  by  re- 
moval of  judges  to  Court  of  Api)eal.) 

"  Whenever  any  two  of  the  said  paid  judges 
of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council 
have  died  or  resigned,  Her  Majeaty  may,  upon 
an  address  from  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  re- 
presenting that  the  state  of  business  in  the 
High  Court  of  Justioti  is  such  as  to  r«>quiro  the 
appointment  of  an  additional  judge,  fill  up  ono 
of  the  vacancies  created  bv  the  tninsfor  herein- 
before authorized,  by  appointing  one  new  judge 
of  the  said  High  Court  in  any  Division  thereof; 
and,  on  the  death  or  retirement  of  the  remain- 
ing two  paid  judges  of  the  Kiid  Judicial  Com- 
mittee, Her  Majesty  may,  upon  the  like  Address, 
fill  up  in  like  manner  another  of  the  said 
vacancies,  and  from  time  to  time  fill  up  any 
vacancies  occurring  in  the  offices  of  judges  so 
appointed." 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  moved 
the  following  new  clause  : — 

(Increase  of  allowance  to  retired  Indian  and 
Colonial  Judges  attending  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council. — 3  and  4  W.  4, 
c.  41,  s.  30.) 

"  Whereas  by  the  thirtieth  section  of  the  Act 
of  the  Session  of  the  third  and  fourth  years  of 
the  reign  of  King  William  the  Fourth,  chapter 
forty-one,  and  intituled  *  An  Act  for  the  better 
administration  of  Justice  in  His  Majesty's  Privy 
Council,'  it  is  proWded  that  an  allowance  of 
four  hundred  pounds  a  year  may  be  made  to 
two  members  of  His  Majesty's  Privy  Council, 
having  held  such  office  of  judge  as  therein  men- 
tioned in  every  year  during  which  they  attend 
the  sittings  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
said  Council  as  an  indemnity  for  the  expense 
which  tliey  may  thereby  incur,  and  whereas  it 
is  expedient  to  increase  such  allowance,  be  it 
enacted  that  the  said  section  shall  l>e  read  as  if 
the  words  *  one  thousand  pounds '  had  been  in- 
serted therein  in  place  of  the  words  '  four  hun- 
dred pounds.' " 
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Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOTJET  said, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
appeared  to  fear  that  the  retiring  allow- 
ance would  not  secure  Judges  in  this 
department.  If  the  retiring  allowance 
was  increased  to  £1,000  a-year,  he 
thought  there  was  a  probability  of  their 
having  too  many  applicants  for  the  po- 
sition. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  opposed  the  clause. 
It  was  entirely  inconsistent  mth  our  or- 
dinary practice. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  moved 
the  following  new  clause  : — 

(Gontinuation  until  1st  January  1878,  of  b.  34 
of  38  and  39  Vic.  c.  77,  as  to  \'acancie8  in  leg^ 
offices.) 

"Whereas  by  section  thirty-four  of  *The 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act,  1875,'  it  is 
enacted  that  upon  the  occurrence  of  any  va- 
cancy in  an  office  coming  within  the  provisions 
of  section  seventy-seven  of  *  The  Supreme  Court 
of  Judicature  Act,  1873/  the  Lord  High  Chan- 
cellor  of  Great  Britain  may,  with  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Treasury,  suspend  the  making  any 
appointment  to  such  office  for  any  period  not 
later  than  the  first  day  of  January  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  seventy-seven,  and  may,  if  it 
be  ncccssar}',  make  provision  in  such  manner  as 
he  thinks  fit  for  the  temporary  discharge  in  the 
meantime  of  the  duties  of  such  office,  and  it  is 
expedient  to  extend  the  said  period  as  herein- 
after mentioned:  Be  it  therefore  enacted  as 
follows : 

**  The  said  section  shall  be  construed  as  if  the 
first  day  of  January  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  seventy-eight  were  therein  inserted  in  lieu 
of  the  first  day  of  January  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  seventy-seven." 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  then 
moved  the  following  new  clause  : — 

(Appointment  of  deputy  by  district  registrars.) 

"  A  district  registrar  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature  may  from  time  to  time,  but  subject 
to  such  regulations  as  the  Lord  Chancellor  may 
from  time  to  time  make,  appoint  a  deputy, 
and  all  acts  authorized  or  required  to  be  done 
by,  to,  or  l)efore  a  district  registrar  may  be  done 
by,  to,  or  before  any  deputy  so  appointed." 

Clause  hr ought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  GEEGOEY  opposed  the  clause, 
and  urged  that  the  system  of  appointing 


deputies  for  the  adminifltratioii  of  juitim 
was  open  to  grave  objection  aii4  abim. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  observed  thst  th« 
power  of  appointing  a  deputy-Tegittnr 
would  be  open  to  very  graTe  objee- 
tion. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  ooiut- 
dered  that  the  appointment  of  a  depnty 
should  not  be  made  without  the  aanctioa 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  thooglit 
that,  under  proper  regulations,  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  deputy  might  piore  he- 
neficial. 

Mb.  GEEGOEY  still  urged  his  objec- 
tions to  the  clause.  This  power  of  ap- 
pointment was  unlimited,  and  he  hoped 
the  clause  would  be  reserved  for  fbiwr 
consideration. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  6S; 
Noes  42  :  Majority  26. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  AttornstGoi- 
BAL  the  clause  was  amended  by  adding 
that  the  appointment  of  deputy  regis- 
trars should  only  be  made  "with  the 
approval  of  the  Lord  Chancellor." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  Lloid 
it  was  also  added  that  the  appointment 
should  not  be  made  for  a  longer  period 
than  three  months. 

Clause,  as  amended  agreed  U,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 


Mr.  WATKIN  WILIJAMS  m<mi 
in  page  4,  after  Clause  12,  to  insert  the 
following  clause : — 

(Enforcing  payment  of  costs.) 

**  Where,  in  any  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lordi, 
the  Uousu  of  Lords  shall  order  or  adjudge  isr 
costs  to  be  paid  by  any  party  or  parties  to  nch 
appeal  to  any  other  party  or  parties  thereto,  the 
cause,  matter,  or  other  proceeding  in  which  the 
said  appeal  shall  have  been  had,  uiall,  if  so  or* 
dcrcd  by  the  House  of  Lords,  be  remitted  bsck 
to  the  Court  of  first  instance  for  the  pnrpoie  d 
enforcing  the  payment  of  such  costs,  and  mdi 
last  mentioned  Court  shall  in  such  case  mat 
such  process  for  the  recovery  of  such  costi  ai 
shall  be  necessary  and  in  accordance  with  the 
usual  practice  of  such  Court  in  enforcing  the 
pajnnent  of  damages  or  costs  ordered  to  be  piid 
by  an  order  or  judgment  of  such  Court'* 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL,  be- 
lieving the  provision  unnecessaiy,  could 
not  agree  to  its  adoption. 

Clause  negatived. 


miitKy 


jAt;QT;aT9,  I876J       Pr%»m«ri.~~QMttion»,     874 


Hk.  OHAIOiEY  moved  the  following 
newoUuK; — 

(Wati  of  AMiitaiice  to  be  iisaed  to  all  the 
Judges  of  the  Bapreme  Court.) 
"  Writs  of  Aadstance,  under  the  Qreat  Beal, 
riwn  b«  usned  out  of  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of 
Qw  Crown  in  ChuiceiT,  comnumding  the  nt- 
ImiiIiiihi  in  the  House  of  Lords  of  all  the  Judges 
of  the  Sapreme  Court  of  Judicature,  to  treat 
Hid  give  advice  in  Farliamant  in  the  same  man- 
ner ID  all  raspects  in  which  writi  under  the 
OiMt  Seal  have  haretofore  been  issued  out  of 
the  effiee  o(  the  Clerk  ot  the  Crown  in  Chan- 
tmy,  Mmmanding  the  attendance  of  t)ia  Jnttioet 
el  Mthar  Bench,  the  Barons  of  the  Eichequer 
end  ths  Haster  of  the  Bolls,  to  treat  and  give 
adrioe  in  FuliamenL" 

The  lion.  Member  said,  that  it  was  purelj' 
owing  to  the  hiatorioal  accident  that  the 
Equitable  Jurigdiction  of  the  House  of 
Iinds  was  oaXy  200  years  old,  while  the 
Gktnunon  Jurisdiction  was  coeval  in  its 
origiii  with  the  Constitutioii,    that  the 

Snity  Judges  were  not  summoned  to 
rise  the  House  of  Lords.  Now  that 
Law  and  Equity  were  fused,  it  was  im- 
portant that  the  advice  of  ths  Equity 
JndgM  should  be  obtainable  by  the 
House  of  Lords.  A  similar  clause  to  the 
one  which  he  proposed  was  read  a  se- 
cond time  in  the  House  of  Commons  on 
tito  Motion  of  Sir  Edward  Sugdea  (after- 
wards Lord  St.  Leonards)  many  years 
■go,  and  would  be  found  in  the  Appendix 
to  Bugden  on  "Property." 

Tkb  ATTOHNET  GENERAL  ob- 
jected to  ths  clause,  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  an  interference  with  the  procedure 
of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Clanse,  by  leave,  wilhdraien. 

Bill  rtporUd,  with  Amendments ;  as 
■mended,  to  be  considered  To-morrimi. 


OtnXirPT    PRACTICES    AT    KLXCnOITS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  In.  Attobnbv  Oenehal,  Bill 
to  consolidate  and  amend  the  I^w  relating  to 
Ifli^iim  Petitions  and  the  inquiry  into  and 
■mTOBlaoa  ot  cormpt  practices  at  PsTliamentary 
bectioni,  orderid  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Attokmit  Oskbeal  and  Ur.  Secretary  Cuoss. 

Kn.p»sMM,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  281 .] 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 


Wednetdaj/,  9th  Avgiul,  1876. 

MINITTESJ  —  Public  Bn-u  —  Comniilta  — 
£<^rt— Eme  Lough  and  lUrer  ■  (IBS)  ;  Ard- 
glase  Harbour*  [1931;  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  (Loans) "  (IflO)  ;  Traiee  Savings 
Bank  "  (202). 

&par(— Eihaiurted  Pariah  Lands*  (186). 

Third  Beading — Savings  Banks  (Barrister)* 
(I9B):  Superannuation  (UnheslthyClimates)* 
(199);  Bishopric  of  Truio*  (201);  Junes 
Procedore  (Ireland)  ■  (196),  Bnipiuad. 

Their  Lordships  met; — And  having 
gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate — 


House  a4ionmed  at  half  past  Two  o'clock, 

till  To-mon«w,  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Wednetdai/,  9lh  Augutt,  1876. 


MXNUTE8.]— Nbw  Writ  Isbubo— .For  Eat- 
land,  c.  Uie  Kight  honble.  Gerard  James 
Nool.  FiTBt  Commissioner  of  H*  Majesty's 
Works  and  Buildings. 

Pcbl:c  Bills  —  Seamd  Beading— Cra^lty  to 
Animals  [250] ;  Norwich  and  Boston  (Cor- 
rupt Voters) "  [244] ;  Chairmen's  Jurisdiction 
(Ireland)*  [286]. 

Sicond  Riading  ~  Commillei  —  Ji(por(— Winter 
Asaizea  (Ireland)  •[290-292]. 

Oommitlee — Stport — Eipiring  Laws  Conldnu- 
ance  *  [281] ;  Bow  Street  Police  Court  (Site) 
(«-™.m.)^[267]. 

Cmuidered  at  amended — Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland) 
[289]. 

Cmuidered  at  amended— Third  Riading— kf^l- 
late  Jurisdiction  [111];  Legal  Piactitiotien  * 
[43],  anA  patted. 

Third  Reading— Suez  Canal  (Shares)"  [189]; 
War  Department  and  Poet  Office  (Uemunera- 
tion,  &c)  •  [206] ;  Parochial  Records  *  [283] ; 
Companies  Ads  (1862  and  1867]  Amendment  * 
[211],  a^patted. 

JFithdraicH— Supreme  Coort  ot  Judicature  (Ire- 
land) •  [1611;  Prisons  {re-«mm.)*  [284]; 
University  Education  (Ireland)  *  [ISO]. 

MILITAKT  PKISONERS-CASE 

OF  OUNNEH  CHAELTON.— QUESTIONS. 

Sib  EDWARD  WATKIN  asked  the 

Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What  is  the 

position  of  the  co&e  oiQM'a!ii%tG\Mx'Afifa.\ 
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and,  whether  it  will  be  now  necessary  to 
provide  by  public  subscription,  in  place 
of  Government  aid,  some  relief  to  this 
soldier,  permanently  disabled  owing  to 
barbarous  treatment  ? 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  must  take  some  exception 
to  the  terms  which  were  used  in  the 
latter  part  of  the  Question,  because  he 
could  not  admit  that  the  soldier  received 
barbarous  treatment.  He  no  doubt  suf- 
ferred  materially ;  but  he  really  thought 
that  it  was  a  strong  measure,  and  a 
thing  not  at  all  called  for,  to  charge 
those  who  had  the  charge  of  him  in 
Millbank  Prison  with  barbarous  treat- 
ment. He  had  been,  no  doubt,  in  hos- 
pital ever  since,  and  maintained  at  the 
pnblic  expense  ;  and  according  to  law, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Hythe  had  been 
informed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  it  was  not 
possible  to  pension  a  man  until  he  had 
been  absolutely  discharged.  Gunner 
Charlton  had  not  been  discharged.  He 
still  remained  in  hospital,  and  though 
he  was  recovering  fast,  a  pension  could 
not  be  allotted  to  him  before  he  was 
released.  In  addition  to  that,  it  was 
required  that  the  new  Pension  Warrant 
should  come  into  force  in  order  to  enable 
him  to  be  pensioned  at  all.  So  far  as 
the  War  Department  was  concerned,  this 
man  had  long  been  out  of  their  hands. 
He  had,  liowever,  recommended  his  case 
to  the  Comraisaioners  of  Chelsea  Hos- 
pital, who  would,  he  believed,  be  pre- 
pared to  deal  witli  it.  There  was  no 
stoppafre  on  the  part  of  the  Treasury. 

Sir  EOWAED  WATKIN  inquired, 
whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  the 
Treasury  Minute  enabling  this  case  to 
be  dealt  with  had  been  for  some  time 
passed  ? 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  said,  that 
was  perfectly  correct.  The  Warrant  in 
a  certain  shape  was  passed  by  the  Trea- 
sury; but  since  that  time  a  question  had 
arisen  as  to  a  technical  point,  with  refe- 
rence to  some  non-commissioned  officers, 
and  tliat  had  caused  a  little  delay,  but  it 
did  not  affect  the  man  Charlton,  who 
could  not  be  pensioned  until  he  was  re- 
moved from  the  hospital. 

TrRKEY— THE  ATROCITIES  IN  BUL- 
GARIA.—QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
creetary  of  State   for    Foreign  Affairs, 

Sir  Edivunl  Watkin 


Whether  Her  Majesty's  GbTenunent 
propose  to  take  any  steps  with  a  view 
of  making  their  influence  directly  felt 
in  Bulgaria,  in  order  to  prerent  the  re- 
currence of  events  similar  to  those  which 
took  place  in  that  district  in  the  montli 
of  June  last  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  Several  earnest  re- 
presentations have  been  made  to  the 
Porte  with  regard  to  the  cniel  and  atro- 
cious deeds  that  have  taken  place  in 
Bulgaria,  and  the  Porte  has  been  in- 
formed that  the  recital  of  these  deeds 
has  created  in  the  English  mind  the 
greatest  indignation  and  horror.  We 
have  reason  to  believe  that  these  occur- 
rences have  ceased  some  little  time  ago, 
and  we  have  also  reason  to  believe  that 
exemplary  punishment  is  being  inflicted 
by  the  Porte  upon  the  perpetrators  of 
these  dreadful  'oarbarities.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  thought  it  ad- 
visable, with  a  view  to  bringing  their 
influence  directly  to  bear  upon  this  un- 
happy Province,  to  appoint  a  Gonsolsr 
Agent  upon  the  spot,  in  order  that  they 
may  have  the  means  of  communicating 
directly  with  our  Eepresentative  in  Bul- 
garia. Under  these  circumstances  the 
Consular  A^ent  has  been  appointed  tt 
Philippopohs,  and  special  directions  and 
instructions  will  be  given  to  him  on  the 
subject  of  the  atrocities,  so  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  may  now  be  said 
to  be  in  direct  communication  with  the 
scene  of  these  atrocious  deeds. 

Me.  FAWOETT  asked.  When  the 
Government  intended  to  take  the  third 
reading  of  the  Appropriation  Bill,  on 
which  Motion  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Poole  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  hsd 
given  Notice  that  he  would  raise  a  de- 
bate in  relation  to  this  subject  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE:  The  arrangement  which  the 
Government  had  contemplated  was  to 
read  the  Appropriation  Sill  a  third  time 
to-morrow,  and  we  had  expected  that  it 
would  not  interfere  with  the  Indian 
Budget.  Under  these  circumstances  we 
should  have  been  prepared  to  proceed 
with  the  Lords'  Amendments  to  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill  on  Friday.  But 
the  Notice  which  has  been  given  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Poole  is  one  of  such 
importance  as  to  render  it  necessary  thst 
there  should  be  a  proper  opportunity  for 
discussion.  Therefore,  what  we  now  pro- 
pose is  that  we  should  now  take  the 
third  reading  of  the  Appropriation  Bill 
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on  ThnTsdav,  because  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  do  justice  both  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Poole  and  to  the 
Indian  Budget.  The  third  reading  of 
the  Appropriation  Bill  will  be  taken  on 
Friday ;  but  we  are  not  at  the  present 
moment  in  a  position  to  say  whether  we 
should  propose  to  take  it  at  a  Morning 
Sitting  on  Friday  or  in  the  evening  at 
4  o'clock.  Notice  will  be  given  upon 
that  subject.  If  we  should  be  able  to 
take  it  at  a  Morning  Sitting  on  Friday 
we  might  be  able  to  proceed  with  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill  Amendments  in 
the  evening,  but  if  we  are  not  able  to 
proceed  with  these  Amendments  then 
they  must  be  taken  on  Saturday. 

Aflyrwards — 

Mr.  LOWE  asked,  Whether  the 
Papers  which  had  been  promised  in  re- 
ference to  the  atrocities  in  Bulgaria 
would  be  presented  in  time  to  be  read 
before  the  debate  ? 

Mb.  B0UEK£,  in  reply,  said,  that  he 
had  presented  these  Papers  yesterday, 
and  hoped  that  they  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  to-morrow. 

Mr.  HAYTEE  :  Including  the  letter 
which  was  read  last  night  ? 

Mr.  BOUEKE  :  Yes. 

EGYPT— MR.    CAVE'S    REPORT. 
pebsostal  explanation. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  :  I  wish  to  take  the  opportunity 
of  making  a  personal  statement.  I  sent 
word  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mp.  Eylands)  that  I  would  do  so,  but  I 
am  afraid  he  may  not  have  received  my 
communication.  It  will  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  House  that  last  evening 
the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  made  a 
statement  to  the  effect  that  on  a  certain 
Friday  night  I  communicated  to  the 
House  a  telegram  from  Cairo,  stating 
that  the  Khedive  no  longer  objected  to 
the  publication  of  Mr.  Cave's  Eeport — 
an  announcement  which  he  said  caused 
a  rise  next  morning  in  Egyptian  stocks, 
but  which  had  been  known  and  been 
made  the  object  of  speculative  purchases 
at  Paris  on  the  Friday  morning.  Answer- 
ing on  the  spur  of  the  moment  I  could 
merely  state  to  the  House  what  my  part 
in  the  business  had  been,  and  that  I 
had  received  the  communication  late  on 
Friday  evening  and  had  immediately 
communicated  it  to  the  House.    But  I 


have  this  morning  received  from  Mr. 
Elvers  Wilson,  who  was  at  Cairo  at  the 
time,  an  important  statement  which  I 
would  ask  the  permission  of  the  House 
to  read.     He  says — 

"  16,  Wilton  Street,  Belgrave  Square, 
"Augusts,  1876. 

"  Dear  Sir  Stafford  Northcote, — The  telcp^m 
was  sent  at  my  instip^ation  under  the  cireuui- 
stances  shortly  described  in  the  f  oUuwing  extract 
from  mv  diary  ;— 

"  'Friday,  March  31,  1876.— Stanton  lent  me 
Cave*s  Keport,  which  impressed  me  so  favoiirjihly 
that  (Stanton  concurring  and, indeed,  suggesting!:) 
I  asked  Barrot  Bey  to  procure  me  an  interview 
with  the  Khedive,  although  it  is  Friday.  I'ho 
Khedive  sent  to  say  ho  would  see  me  at  4.  1 
went  and  took  him  draft  of  a  statt^ment  to  ho 
sent  through  Stanton,  lie  accepted  it  hardly 
with  any  hesitation,  made  some  alterations  which 
were  improvements,  wrote  a  note  to  Stanton, 
adding  a  postscript  at  my  suggestion,  asking  for 
the  announcement  in  the  House  of  Commons 
that  evening,  if  possible,  that  he  agreed  to  the 
publication  of  the  Report.  I  took  the  papers  to 
Stanton,  and  he  telegraphed  at  once.' 

"You  will  observe  that  I  did  not  see  the 
Khedive  until  4  o'clock.  I  was  with  him  between 
one  and  two  hours,  and  no  previous  intimation 
had  been  made  to  any  one  on  the  subject  of  my 
interview. 

"  ily  suggestion  as  to  the  annoimcement 
being  made  on  Friday  night  was,  as  1  expluinid 
to  the  Khedive,  because  it  could  not  otlierwiso 
be  conmiunicatcd  until  the  following  Jilonday, 
and  it  was  desirable  that  no  time  shuuld  be  ]o>i 
in  removing  the  imfavourable  impression  that 
the  refusal  to  sanction  the  publication  of  tho 
Report  had  created. 

"  You  will  see  by  the  above  statement  that  tho 
receipt  of  tho  intelligciuco  in  Paris  on  Friday 
morning  was  impossible. 

"  I  am,  &c., 

"C.  RivEUS  Wilson. 

"  I  hope  you  will  make  any  uso  of  this  letter 
that  you  may  think  desirable." 


CRIMINAL  LAW— THE  QUEEN  r.  CAS- 
TRO  — THE  TRIAL  AT  BAR  — THE 
ORTON  PORTRAITS  AND  PAINTINGS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  there  is  any  and  what  objec- 
tion to  return  to  Elizabeth  Jury,  a 
daugliter  of  George  Orton,  certain  oil 
paintings,  viz.,  the  portraits  of  her 
father  and  mother,  which  were  lent  by 
her  for  the  use  of  the  Court  in  the  late 
Trial  at  Bar  of  the  Ticliborne  Claimant, 
and  as  to  which  repeated  application  liave 
been  made  in  vain  to  all  the  authorities 
concerned  in  the  maWAT"^ 
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Mk.  ASSHETON  CE0S8,  in  reply, 
flaitl,  thattochnically  the  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  given  him  Notice  of  his  Question  bj 
the  mere  fact  oFhis  having  placed  it  on  the 
Paperofthe  House;  but  until  fiveminutes 
ago,  wbea  he  entered  the  House,  he  had 
not  seen  it.  So  far  as  hia  memory  was 
ooncemod,  he  could  not  chaise  it  with 
a  knowledge  of  anything  about  Urs. 
Jury's  paintings,  but  he  would  make 
inquiry  into  the  matter. 

Ma.  WHALLEY  said,  he  would 
repeat  hia  Question  to-morrow. 

EXPIRING  LAWS  (CONTUT  DANCE) 

BILL— [Bill  281.] 

(Jfr.  WiUiam  Heiirg  Smith,  Mr.  Sfcrttary  Crou.) 

COUUITTEE. 

Bill  tmaidertdia  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Ub.  butt,  referring  to  th«  discus- 
sion wliich  took  place  two  years  ago, 
and  the  pledge  that  no  Billa  of  import, 
ance  should  be  renewed  In  this  manner, 
said  that  all  the  Bills  in  the  Schedule, 
and  some  of  them  were  of  importance, 
would  remain  in  force  until  the  end  of 
next  Session.  He  thought  that  it  would 
be  better,  in  order  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
practice  he  had  referred  to,  that  the 
Bills  should  remain  in  force  until  the 
31st  of  December,  instead  of  the  end  of 
the  then  next  Session  of  Parliament. 
Ho  would,  therefore,  more  as  an  Amend- 
ment, that  the  2nd  clause  which  dealt 
with  tho  matter  should  he  altered  by 
substituting  the  words  "  until  the  thirty- 
first  of  December  next "  for  the  words 
"  and  to  tho  end  of  the  then  next  Session 
of  Parliament." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QnElt  assented  to  the  alteration. 

Clause  amended  accordingly. 


APl'ELL.VTE  JURISDICTION  BILL. 

[/.orrf.]-[B.LL  111.] 

(JTr.    Allornry    UtMral.) 

cossiheratiox. 

Bill,  as  amended,  comidtred. 

Mu.  MOEGAN  LLOYD  moved  the 
insertion  of  a  new  clause,  to  provide 
that— 

"  In  liny  ranso  trit^  at  tho  AasinoB,  an  n 
cation  for  a  new  trial  or  to  set  amdc  the  v( 
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judgment,  m  to  enter  anv  othar  TStucto 
judgment,  may  bo  mado  witnin  thfl  flnt  foor 
days  of  the  sittings  of  the  High  Court  d  Jntica 
in  Middleeei  next  after  the  triaL" 

Clause  (Application  for  naw  trill  is 
cases  tried  at  the  assizes,) — (Jfr.  Mmyn 
Lhyd,) — broHsht  up,  and  rmd  the  fint 

If  otion  made,  and  Question  piopoacd, 
"That  the  said  Clause  be  noT  itui  t 
second  time." 

Thb  attorney  general  oV 
jected  to  the  claase,  and  oonridered  tbe 
matter  one  of  procedure,  which  ought 
to  be  left  in  the  bands  of  the  Jndgw,  ts 
be  regulated  by  Bules  of  Court, 

Mb.  WATKIN  WILLIAMS  aud, 
that  while  approving  the  object  d(  tha 
clause,  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General. 

Uotion  and  Clause,  by  leare,  m&- 
drawn. 

Ms.  MARTEN,  with  the  leave  of  tha 
Committee,  withdrew  a  clause  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice,  giving  pown  t> 
stay  execution  pending  appeal. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pa^  i, 
line  3,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  m  tiw 
same  manner  in  all  respects  aa." — 
(Jfr.  Charley.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Coluam  O'Loon- 
LEX,  Amendment  made,  in  Clause  8, 
page  3,  line  39,  by  inserting  after 
"Lords  of  Appeal,"  "in  the  name  of 
the  House  of  Lords." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  A, 
line  19,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  except 
so  far  as  may  be  authorised  by  ordeia  of 
the  House  of  Lords." — {Sir  Cdwiam 
O'Loghhn.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdrawn. 

Mr.  BEBESFOED  HOPE  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  S,  line  21, 
the  omission  from  ^e  IStli  olanae  itf  the 
words  relating  to  the  w^ointment  of 
Episcdpal  asseeeon  of  the  JodidslComp 
I  mittee,  contending  Uiat  tha  Oonrt  oog^ 
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to  be  a  lay  Court  and  deal  only  with 
questionB  of  law,  and  that  it  ought  to  be 
left  a  tribunal  of  the  same  character  as 
was  constituted  under  the  Public  Eegu- 
lation  Act.  Having  lately  in  Committee 
snoYod  the  omission  of  the  provision  for 
providing  the  'Judicial  Committee  with 
£pi80opu  assessors  at  the  hearing  of 
eodesiastical  appeals,  he  had,  as  he 
eonoeived,  been  really  supported  by  the 
independent  opinion  of  the  House.  It 
was  true  that  on  the  division  there  was 
a  tie,  and  that  according  to  the  etiquette 
which  governed  his  actions,  the  Chair- 
man was  at  that  stage  compelled  to  give 
Lis  voice  for  the  retention  of  the  provi- 
sion, because  another  opportunity  would 
be  afforded  for  again  considering  the 
question.  But  in  that  tie  one  side  was 
oomposed  of  Members  voting  according 
to  their  convictions,  while  the  other  was 
largely  made  up  of  the  occupants  of  the 
Treasury  Bench,  who  had  no  option  as 
to  their  votes ;  with,  indeed,  the  excep- 
tion of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  who  had  signifi- 
eantly  walked  out  of  the  House.  He, 
himself,  had  upon  that  occasion  so  fully 
given  Ids  reasons  why  Parliament  ought 
not  to  consent  to  a  mixed  Court  of  law- 
yers and  ecclesiastics  to  deal  with  legal 
questions,  and  he  had  so  clearly  proved 
tke  unanimity  of  the  House  upon  the 
matter  in  1873,  that  he  would  not 
repeat  his  reasons.  Only  he  must  re- 
fer to  an  argument  which  he  had  then 
overlooked.  Under  the  Public  Wor- 
Bhip  Begulation  Act  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee stood  without  Episcopal  mem- 
bers or  assessors.  He  did  not  pretend 
that  he  had  liked  that  Act,  but  Parlia- 
ment had ;  and  after  so  enthusiastically 
passing  it,  it  was  bound  consistently  to 
carrv  out  its  principles,  one  of  which 
would  be  violated  by  the  retention  of 
the  words  of  which  he  again  moved  the 
omission. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5> 
line  21,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"Majesty  "  to  the  word  "  Whereas,"  in 
page  6,  June  ^.^(^Mr,  Bere^ford  Eope,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
pvoposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

bn  WILLIAM   HARCOURT   said, 
M  not  often  that  he  agreed  with 
Knend  opposite  (Mr.  Beresford 


Hope)  on  ecclesiastical  matters,  and  he . 
was  glad  on  this  question  to  be  in  ac- 
cordance with  him,  and  he  cordially 
approved  of  and  supported  the  Amend- 
ment to  strike  out  the  lay  element  from 
the  Bill.  It  was  never  intended  that 
the  Judicial  Committee  should  be  re- 
garded as  a  theological  tribunal.  The 
great  lawyers  knew  quite  as  much  of 
theology  as  the  Bishops.  It  was  almost 
impossible  to  have  a  greater  concurrence 
of  opinion  than  there  was  on  this  sub- 
ject. If  the  Court  should  require  any 
knowledge  on  theological  points  they 
would  easily  be  able  to  obtain  it.  He 
could  see  no  reason  for  not  following 
the  arrangement  come  to  in  1874  when 
they  passed  the  Public  Worship  Regu- 
lation Act. 

Mb.  CHAELEY  said,  that  the  move- 
ment to  reject  the  Bishops  from  the 
Court  sprang  from  those  cler^men  of 
the  Church  of  England  who  desired  to 
disobey  the  judgments  of  the  Privy 
CouncU.  If  the  Bishops  were  removed, 
these  clergymen  would  insist  that,  as 
the  Privy  Council  was  a  purely  secular 
tribunal,  it  had  no  right  to  expect 
obedience  from  spiritual  persons. 

Mb.  WATKIN  WILLIAMS  wished 
to  explain  that  the  vote  which  he  was 
now  about  to  give  was  different  from 
the  one  which  he  gave  on  the  previous 
night  on  the  same  question.  He  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  question 
was  between  a  purely  legal  tribunal  on 
one  side  and  a  mixed  tribunal  of  lawyers 
and  ecclesiastics  on  the  other ;  but  that 
was  not  so,  as  the  Bishops  were  to  be 
merely  assessors,  and  would  form  no 
part  of  the  Court.  Certain  persons  in 
the  Church  of  England  supported  the 
Amendment  because  they  made  the 
purely  legal  character  of  the  tribunal  a 
g^und  for  repudiating  its  decisions 
altogether.  The  presence  of  Bishops  as 
assessors  would  go  a  long  way  to  defeat 
this  objection. 

LoBD  HENRY  SCOTT  did  not  think 
that  the  presence  of  the  Bishops  in- 
spired any  additional  confidence  in  the 
judgments  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  because  they  did  not  sit 
as  Judges  with  responsibility,  but  simply 
as  Assessors.  For  his  part,  he  would 
rather  have  the  judgment  of  lay  Judges 
free  from  the  infiuence  of  irresponsible 
Assessors. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  held  that  the  pre- 
sence of  the  Biftbo^^  \^d.  V^  nQ^^smi^  \i>^ 
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.confusion.  He  would  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Denbigh 
(Mr.  Watkin  Williams)  to  consider 
whether  any  possible  constitution  of  the 
Court  could  satisfy  those  whom  it  was 
its  object  to  control,  and  who  avowed 
that  they  remained  in  the  Church  of 
England  for  the  express  purpose  of  Ro- 
manizing the  Church.  y^Laughtefj  and 
cries  of  **  Agreed  I "]  He  claimed  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  which  he 
thought  ought  to  be  allowed  to  him  as 
a  layman.  He  considered  the  clause  a 
monstrous  proposition  to  bring  religious 
*'  experts  "  in  to  assist  the  Judges.  He 
could  not  conceive  anything  more  mon- 
strous. Ho  was  glad  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  had  come 
to  the  rescue  of  the  Constitution. 

The  ATTOKNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  was  unable  to  consent  to  the  Amend- 
ment. The  clause  did  not  make  the 
Archbishops  and  Bishops  Judges  of 
the  Court,  but  enabled  Her  Majesty  to 
make  them  Assessors  in  order  that 
they  might,  if  it  should  be  necessary, 
g^ve  advice  to  the  Court  on  ecclesiastical 
matters.  For  those  reasons  he  thought 
it  better  that  the  whole  of  the  clause 
should  stand  as  it  was.  Experience 
showed  that  judgments  gave  more  satis- 
faction to  moderate  men  when  the  Court 
had  Episcopal  assistance. 

Mr.  MORGAN  LLOYD  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  tlie  Member  for 
tlie  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Beresford  Hope).  The  object  of  intro- 
ducing the  Archbishops  and  Bishops  as 
Assessors,  was  either  to  assist  the  Judges 
in  the  interpretation  of  the  law,  or  else 
for  the  purpose  of  modifying  the  law  by 
the  introduction  of  extraneous  matters 
and  opinions  not  based  upon  the  fair 
and  grammatical  construction  of  the 
Articles  and  formulas  of  the  Church. 
For  the  former  purpose  the  help  of  the 
Archbishops  and  Bishops  was  unneces- 
sary, and  the  latter  was  objectionable 
on  principle,  inasmuch  as  the  tribunal 
was  to  declare  and  not  make  or  alter 
the  existing  law.  He  should  certainly 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cambridge 
Universitv. 

Colonel  MAKINS  supported  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  WHITWKLL  did  not  see  anv 
objection  to  Bishops  sitting  as  Assessors, 
so  long  as  they  did  not  induence  the 
judgment  of  the  C'ourt. 

Jlr,  WhdUty 
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Mr.  HENLEY  was  glad  the  Oovern. 
ment  had  determined  to  abide  by  their 
clause. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ajes  55;  Noes 
42:  Majority  13. 

Sib  WILLLA.M  HARCOURT  said, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Attomej 
General  had  promised  to  reconsider  the 
clause  increasing  the  allowance  to  re- 
tired Indian  and  Colonial  Judges  at- 
tending  the  Privy  Council.  He  wished 
now  to  ask  him  whether  there  would  be 
any  advantage  in  raising  the  salaries 
of  these  Assessors  from  £400  to  £1,000 
a-year  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  proceeding  to  comment  on  tlie 
subject,  when 

Mr.  speaker  pointed  out  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  not 
be  in  Order  unless  he  meant  to  conclude 
with  a  Motion. 

Sir  WILLLVM  HARCOURT  saii 
that  in  that  case  he  would  move  to  omit 
the  clause.  The  services  of  those  Judges 
might  not  be  required,  and  he  did  not 
like  to  see  hypothetical  offices  with 
£1,000  a-year  created  for  persons  whose 
services  might  not  be  required  at  all. 
Such  a  proceeding  would  tend  to  en- 
courage jobs. 

Amendment  proposed,  That  the  Clause 
be  omitted. — (Sir  ITilUam  IlarcoHrt,^ 

The  ATTOKNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  had  considered  the  subject,  and 
thought  that  the  clause  should  Le 
adopted.  The  existing  Act  contem- 
plated a  time  when  the  Lords  in  Ordi- 
nary might  not  have  among  their  body 
any  Members  with  special  knowledge  of 
Indian  and  Colonial  law.  There  were 
now  two  judicial  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privv  Council  who  were  con- 
versant  with  Indian  law,  and  there  would 
be  no  necessity  at  present  to  fill  up  these 
appointments.  These  assessors  would 
be  appointed  not  under  this  Bill,  but 
under  the  existing  Act,  and  the  clause 
would  enable  them  to  receive  a  more 
adequate  remuneration  than  £400  a- 
yoar  by  substituting  the  salary  of  £1,000 
a-year. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  the  principle 
proposed  was  an  entirely  new  one.  The 
Guvorumeut  were  making  this  Bill  a 
money  Bill — a  mere  speculataw 
tion.  The  proposal  was  nuMt 
tutiuual  and  anomalous. 
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Mb.  LOWE  eaid,  a  salary  of  £400 
a-year,  inserted  in  the  original  Bill,  was 
now  proposed  to  be  raised  to  £1,000 
a-year.  He  should  have  thought  that 
increase  of  salary  was  only  justified  when 
earned  by  services.  He  would  appeal 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
■  sav  whether  it  was  desirable  to  raise 
■alaries  prospectively  for  places  which 
were  not  intended  at  present  to  be  filled 
np.  When  the  occasion  occurred,  the 
Gfovemment  could  come  to  the  House 
&r  the  salary.  He  protested  in  the 
name  of  the  taxpayers  against  a  proceed- 
ing which  was  contrary  to  the  whole 
ffenius  of  our  finance,  and  might  be 
uaught  with  the  grossest  jobbery. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  said, 
that  after  the  appeals  made  to  him,  he 
would  yield  his  own  opinion,  and  consent 
to  the  clause  being  negatived. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  clause  struck 
out  accordingly. 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  must  now  appeal  to  the  House  to 
read  the  Bill  a  third  time,  as  the 
matter  was  one  of  urgency.  He  would 
accordingly  move  the  third  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time.'' — (J/r.  Attorney  General,) 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  that,  under 
the  circumstances  upon  which  he  then 
addressed  the  House,  at  a  time  when  it 
was  laying  unhallowed  hands  upon  the 

n*  tciples  of  the  Constitution  as  em- 
ied  in  the  Common  Law,  he  could 
scarcely  call  it  a  privilage,  for  he  rather 
thought  it  a  misfortune  that  he  happened 
to  be  a  Member  of  it.  He  had  had 
much  experience  as  a  lawyer,  and  in  that 
House,  and  he  must  say  that  although 
that  subject  had  been  under  considera- 
tion for  some  years,  he  had  failed  to 
master  it.  Four  or  &ye  years  ago  the 
House  was  called  upon  to  pass  a  Bill, 
and  it  had  since  been  led  on  from  Ses- 
aion  to  Session  until  they  were  now  told 
that  unless  they  passed  the  present  mea- 
flure  all  would  be  thrown  into  confusion. 
He  appealed  from  those  benches  to  the 
Jadges  of  the  land,  and  he  exhorted 
lliam  to  persevere  in  the  policy  tl^ey  had 
adopted  of  protesting  against  the  igno- 
tandmoit  ill-considered  action  of  the 
jUm  in  dinreffarding  and  subverting 
JBOSgim  ofour jurisprudence.  For 
mtkdpeo^  of  tluB  country  had 


had  to  contend  against  the  insidious  en- 
croachments of  those  enemies  of  the 
Common  Law,  the  jurists  and  members  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  Some  of  these 
learned  gentlemen  were  no  more  to  be 
regarded  as  custodians  of  the  law  and 
liberties  of  the  people  than  a  pack 
of  wolves  were  to  be  considered  as  guar- 
dians of  a  flock  of  sheep.  He  entered 
his  protest  against  destroying  a  system 
of  law  which  had  no  parallel  in  tlie 
history  of  the  world,  and  which,  once 
destroyed,  could  not  be  restored.  The 
result  of  these  efforts  would  be  to  reduce 
the  Common  Law  to  the  state  of  the  civil 
law.  While  entering  this  protest,  he 
must  also  express  a  hope  that  the  Judges 
would  have  sufficient  strength  of  cha- 
racter and  good  sense  to  adhere  to  the 
principles  characteristic  of  the  system  of 
Common  Law.  In  conclusion,  he  could 
not  help  bearing  his  testimony  to  the 
ability  which  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  had  shown  in  conducting 
the  measure  through  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
with  Amendments. 

CRUELTY    TO    ANIMALS    BILL   [Lords.] 

{^fr.  Aaaheton  Cross.) 

[bill    250.]       SECOND   HEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  that  in  the  observations  ho 
had  to  make  he  hoped  he  would  not 
wound  the  most  sensitive  feelings  of 
those  who  were  engaged  in  the  medical 
profession,  or  in  the  pursuit  of  scientific 
inquiry.  They  lived  now,  as  had  been 
well  said,  in  an  age  of  progress,  and 
probably  in  no  intellectual  pursuit  had 
greater  progress  been  made  than  in 
medical  science  and  scientific  inquiry. 
One  of  the  results  of  that  great  advance 
had  no  doubt  been  a  tendency  to  in- 
crease experiments  made  for  scientific 
and  medical  purposes  upon  living  ani- 
mals, for  the  purpose  of  finding  out 
something  that  might  tend  to  alleviate 
human  suffering  and  prolong  human 
life.  Such  experiments  had  prevailed 
very  much  more  abroad  than  they  had 
in  England;  but  even  here,  for  some 
years,  the  tendency  to  pursue  this  pecu- 
liar branch  of  study  had  been  on  the 
increase ;  and  the  inet^bA^  ^^%  tiqX.  q\^i 
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present,  but  also  prospective.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  m  some  of  the 
principal  medical  schools  experiments  by 
way  not  only  of  original  research,  but 
as  demonstrations  to  students,  were 
growing  to  a  considerable  degree,  and 
that  a  strong  feeling  had  been  raised 
throughout  the  country  by  the  circula- 
tion of  reports  of  many  painful  experi- 
ments that  had  been  made,  and  also  by 
the  publication  of  a  JSandhook  of  Phy- 
siological Science,  intended  for  begin- 
ners, which  described  very  many  such 
experiments.  The  word  **  beginners  " 
misled  many  persons,  and  it  was  thought 
that  a  great  number  of  unqualified  per- 
sons were  allowed  to  perform  experi- 
ments which  they  could  not  perform 
properly,  and  of  which  they  did  not 
know  the  value.  From  all  those  cir- 
cumstances a  very  strong  feeling  arose 
in  the  country  against  this  practice,  and 
the  result  of  that  feeling  was  tested  by 
a  meeting  which  was  held  in  London  in 
1874,  soon  after  which  a  Bill  was  brought 
into  the  other  House  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Henniker),  and  another  one  in 
this  House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  some  control  on  a 
practice  which  was  growing,  and  was 
likely  to  grow.  He  wished  to  explain 
what  the  course  of  the  Government  had 
been  in  the  matter.  Well,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  knew  that  there  were  two 
sides  taken  on  this  as  on  all  other  mat- 
ters of  a  strongly  marked  and  very  op- 
posite character.  There  were  a  great 
number  of  persons  of  the  very  highest 
character  who  desired  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  experiments  altogether,  and  there 
were  a  great  number  of  persons  who 
were  entirely  and  very  properly  devoted 
to  scientific  research  who  took  a  dis- 
tinctly opposite  view,  and  who  thought 
that  any  control  or  check  put  upon  this 
practice  was  to  be  deprecated,  because 
it  would  injure  the  progress  of  scientific 
investigation.  In  this  matter,  as  in  many 
others,  perhaps,  the  House  would  be  of 
opinion  that  the  truth  lay  between  the 
two  extremes.  Parliament  had  no  know- 
ledge as  to  the  extent  or  nature  of  the 
practices  in  question,  and  there  was 
reason  to  believe  that  the  country  was 
equally  not  well  informed  upon  the  mat- 
ter ;  and  the  Government  were  therefore 
of  opinion  that  before  legislation  could 
be  proposed  on  the  subject  a  tliorough 
investigation  by  the  most  competent  per- 
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sons  ought  to  be  made.  In  the  intereiti, 
therefore,  not  only  of  humanity,  bnt  also 
of  science,  Her  Majesty's  Ooyemmeni 
appointed  a  Eoyal  Commisaion  to  inaiiire 
into  the  question.    It  was  not  foroim, 
having  had  something  to  do  with  the 
appointment  of  that  Commission,  to  aaj 
much  about  it;  but  he  believed  the  gene- 
ral feeling  had  been,  and  was  still,  that 
those  who  were  appointed  were  fully  ana- 
lified  to  make  a  careful  and  impartial  in- 
vestigation of  the  facts,  and  to  pot  them 
before  Parliament  in  such  a  way  as  to 
insure  a  wise  and  proper  condasion  being 
arrived  at  upon  the  question.     The  Com- 
missioners had  made  their  Report,  ha?ing 
taken  a  great  deal  of  evidence.    It  was 
not  his  intention  to  enter  fully  into  that 
evidence,  but  a  considerable  amount  of 
evidence  was  brought  before  the  Com- 
missioners,  some  very  strong    reaaoni 
were  given  why  experiments  should  be 
made,  and  the  whole  matter  was  tho- 
roughly investigated.     He  did  not  pro- 
pose to  go  into  details  on  this  part  of 
the  question,  but  he  thought  a  comaA^ 
able  part  of  the  Report  must  be  aatii- 
factory  to  the  House.  The  Ck>mmi88ionen 
bore  testimony  to  the  general  feeling  of 
humanity  that  prevailed  among  all  elaww 
in  this  country,  and  they  did  not  confine 
that  statement  to  the  laity  and  the  un- 
learned, but  extended  it  to  those  who 
were  actually  practising  the  pursuit  of 
scientific  inquiry  and  research  in  con- 
nection with  the  medical  profession,  and 
the  general  result  of  the  inquiry  that 
had  taken  place  was,  that  among  those 
persons  who  performed  scientific  experi- 
ments and  carried  on  medical  investiga- 
tions there    was  a   general   feeling  of 
humanity  prevailing.    The  Secretary  of 
the  Cruelty  to  Animals  Society  gave  his 
opinion,  in  which  he  said  that  he  readily 
acknowledged  that  he  had  discovered  no 
single  case  of  wanton  cruelty  committed 
during   experiments  for   scientific  pur- 
poses ;  and  that  anoesthetics  were  used 
where  it  was  consistent  with  the  success 
of  the  experiment.     It  was  therefore 
only  just  to  the  scientific  world  and  to 
the  medical  profession  to  adopt  the  view 
of  the  Commissioners  not  only  as  to  the 
general   tendency  to   humane    feelings 
which  j)revailed  among  the  laity,  but 
among  those  who  pursued  the  investi- 
gations in  question.     A  ereat  distinction 
must  be  drawn  between  the  way  in  which 
those  matters  had  been  treated  abroad 
and  in  this  coimtry.     He  believed  that  a 
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preat  deal  of  the  horror  and  strong  feel- 
ing that  had  arisen  was  caused  by  what 
had  taken  place  abroad;  but  in  this 
ocmntiy  there  had  been  very  few  of  these 
omel  experiments  practised,  though  at 
ihe  same  time  there  had  been  a  strong 
iiseling,  no  doubt,  that  the  tendency  to 
make  experiments  of  the  kind  was  grow- 
ing in  this  country,  and  that  some  con- 
trol should  be  put  upon  it  with  a  view 
to  preyent  those  horrid  practices  here 
which  were  but  too  frequent  abroad. 
The  feeling  of  the  scientific  world  upon 
the  matter  was  well  shown  by  a  series 
of  resolutions  which  were  passed  at  a 
meeting  of  the  British  Association  which 
was  held  at  Edinburgh  in  1871.  The 
reaolutions  were  passed  by  men  of  great 
eminence  in  the  scientific  world  directly 
interested  in  the  subject,  and  they  said 
that  no  experiment  which  could  be  per- 
formed under  the  influence  of  aneesthe- 
tics  should  be  otherwise  performed ;  that 
no  painful  experiment  was  justifiable  for 
the  mere  purpose  of  illustrating  a  law 
or  fact  already  demonstrated ;  that  when- 
ever it  was  necessaiy  for  the  investiga- 
tion of  a  new  truth  to  make  a  painful 
experiment,  every  effort  should  be  made 
that  the  sufferings  inflicted  should  be  as 
little  and  as  brief  as  possible ;  that  every 
effort  should  be  made  to  ensure  success 
in  order  that  the  suffering  inflicted  might 
not  be  wasted ;  that  for  that  reason  no 
painful  experiment  ought  to  be  per- 
formed by  unskilled  persons,  or  with 
insufficient  instruments  or  assistance,  or 
in  a  place  not  suited  for  that  purpose ; 
and  that  operations  ought  not  to  be 
performed  on  living  animals  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  attaining  greater  pro- 
fessional dexterity.  In  those  resolutions 
thev  had  a  law  which,  if  properly  car- 
ried out  and  enforced,  would  greatly 
mitigate  the  evils  arising  from  the  prac- 
tice referred  to,  and  they  at  all  events 
showed  that  the  tendency  of  those  gen- 
tlemen was  towards  humanity,  and  that 
nothing  was  further  from  their  minds 
than  the  needless  infliction  of  pain.  It 
might,  then,  be  asked,  if  such  was  the 
general  tendency  of  those  by  whom  the 
mvesdgations  were  carried  on,  what  was 
the  need  of  legislation  at  all?  Well, 
the  fact  of  those  resolutions  having  been 
passed  showed  the  necessity  of  some  re- 
gulation being  laid  down,  and  there 
oooM  be  no  security  that  the  resolutions 
or  anything  like  them  would  be  regarded 
or  enfbroed  unless  there  was  legislation. 


There  was  no  question  that  even  in  the 
highest  quarters — he  spoke  especially  of 
foreign  countries  —  cruelties  had  been 
practised  by  scientific  persons,  and  it 
would  be  found  in  the  Report  that  Dr. 
Sharpey  spoke  of  **  that  infamous  ex- 
periment of  Majendie,"  while  Dr.  Car- 
penter mentioned  that  in  experiments  he 
had  witnessed  cases  of  '^  perfect  callous- 
ness to  animal  suffering."  Another 
celebrated  person  said  that  he  had  no 
regard  for  the  sufferings  of  the  animals 
experimented  upon ;  he  had  no  time  to 
think  of  that  whilst  conducting  the  ex- 
periment, his  only  object  being  to  per- 
form the  experiment  and  to  learn  as 
much  from  it  as  possible.  It  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  it  was  not  intended 
that  they  should  legislate  for  the  best 
class  of  persons  who  performed  these 
experiments  in  this  country,  but  for 
those  who  might  be  tempted  to  make 
these  experiments  without  proper  know- 
ledge and  without  any  definite  object, 
and  also  without  proper  appliances,  and 
without  that  general  instruction  which 
was  absolutely  necessaiy  to  justify  the 
making  of  such  an  experiment.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  it  had  been 
reported  that  many  of  these  experiments 
had  been  made  **  for  no  purpose  that 
could  possibly  merit  the  name  of  legiti- 
mate scientific  research."  It  should  also 
be  borne  in  mind  that  they  were  legis- 
lating not  simply  as  against  one  class, 
but  rather  that  they  were  endeavouring 
to  put  in  practice  and  carry  out  simply 
the  resolutions  of  the  British  Associa- 
tion. He  would  say  one  word  with  re- 
gard to  those  persons  who  wished  that 
these  practices  should  not  continue  at 
all.  Any  one  who  read  the  Report 
would  see  that  so  far  as  the  prolonga- 
tion of  human  life  and  the  mitigation  of 
human  suffering  were  concerned,  much 
had  been  learned  by  experiments  of 
this  kind ;  and  if  we  were  permitted  to 
inflict  pain  at  all  upon  dumb  animals,  it 
surely  must  be  allowed  for  the  attain- 
ment of  objects  like  these.  He  did  not 
mean  that  every  experiment  that  took 
place  could  possibly  be  expected  to  add 
to  the  result  to  which  he  had  alluded. 
The  Commissioners  reported  that  it  was 
impossible  to  prevent  experiments  upon 
living  animals  for  the  attainment  of 
knowledge  which  would  be  applicable  to 
the  mitigation  of  human  suffering  or  the 
prolongation  of  human  life;  and  that 
even  if  we  could  do  so,  ^^  ^Yiox^X^l^Scl^^c^^-^ 


891 


Cruelty  to 


{COMMONS} 


Animah  JBttt. 


89S 


drive  our  students  to  foreign  countries. 
Absolute  prevention,  also,  if  possible, 
would  not  be  reasonable  if  the  greatest 
benefit  as  to  human  suffering  could  be 
derived  from  such  experiments.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  joined  in  those 
conclusions,  and  with  no  wish  to  throw 
any  stigma  or  slur  upon  any  one  who 
practised  medical  science,  he  must  still 
say  that  we  must  do  something  to  pre- 
vent those  things  happening  in  England 
that  undoubtedly  had  happened  abroad ; 
and  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  place 
under  necessary,  but  under  no  unneces- 
sary, control  or  restriction  those  who 
should  perform  experiments.  Now,  let 
them  see  how  the  Bill  would  work.  The 
principle  upon  which  it  went  was,  that 
persons  should  not  perform  experiments 
on  living  animals  calculated  to  give  pain, 
except  under  the  restrictions  laid  down 
in  the  Bill.  The  first  restriction  was, 
that  they  should  be  performed  with  the 
view  only  of  the  attainment  of  new  dis- 
coveries in  pliysiolog}',  or  knowledge 
that  would  tend  to  the  prolongation  of 
human  life,  or  the  mitigation  of  human 
suffering.  It  tlien  provided  that  the 
experiments  should  be  made  in  some 
registered  place  and  by  persons  who  had 
licences — with  an  exception  he  would 
shortly  mention  —  the  animal  being 
during  the  whole  experiment  under  the 
influence  of  anresthetics  of  suflicient 
power  to  prevent  it  having  pain; 
and  that  if  the  experiment  was  con- 
cluded before  tlie  power  of  the  anrcs- 
tlietic  ceased,  the  animal  should  be  de- 
stroyed. Then  again  tlie  experiment 
was  not  to  be  performed  in  a  hospital  or 
lecture-room,  and  must  not  be  performed 
for  the  obtainment  of  manual  skill.  A 
general  licence  would  be  refused  for  any 
experiment,  bjit  if  for  special  reasons 
that  could  be  sliown  it  were  refused  to 
perform  an  experiment  without  anees- 
tlietics,  then  a  special  licence  would  be 
required.  Again,  if  experiments  were 
necessary,  not  for  the  definite  purpose 
of  obtjiiiiing  knowledge  which  would 
tend  to' the  alleviation  of  human  suffer- 
ing, or  the  ])rolongation  of  life,  but  with 
a  view  to  test  tlie  truth  of  some  alleged 
discovery,  for  these,  too,  special  licences 
would  be  required,  and  it  was  provided 
that  in  no  case  should  there  be  any 
public  exhibition  of  these  experiments. 
Nothing  could  be  more  demoralizing 
than  such  an  exhibition,  and  therefore 
there  was   an  absolute  prohibition   of 
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any  such  exhibition.     Now,  who  was  to 
g^ve  the  certificates  that  would  be  re- 
quired under  the  Bill  ?     Practically  ther 
would  be  given    by  the   Secretaiy  of 
State ;  but  no  one  could  apply  for  any 
licence,   certainly  not  for    any  special 
licence,  except  on  the  recommendation 
of   the    heads    of   the  learned  Bodies 
named  in  the  Bill.     That  wan  practieaUr 
the  whole  of  the  Bill,  except  Clause  5, 
which  was  framed  to  prevent  experi- 
ments being  performed    upon    certain 
animals,  such  as  dogs  and  cats,  without 
there  being  special  certificates,  and  aln 
a  provision  for  inspection.     The  House 
was  aware  that  the  measure  had  been 
much  discussed  in  "  another  place,"  and 
before  the  Medical  Council ;  and  on  one 
occasion  when  it  was  discussed  bv  tbe 
latter  Body  the  discussion  lasted  three 
days,  and  the  result  of  the  discussioni 
had  been  that  without  infringing  on  the 
principles  of  the  Bill,  certain  modifica- 
tions might  be  made  in  it  which  would 
not  at  all  interfere  with  what  the  Go- 
vernment really    wanted  to  do.     The 
first  proposition  which  he  had  to  make 
was  as  to  the  registered  places.    No 
doubt,  every  place  where  public  instnw- 
tion  should  be  given  should  be  regis- 
tered ;  but  it  was  provided  that  every 
person  who  had  a  licence   should  also 
register  the  place  where  the  experiment 
was  to  be   performed.      Now,    it  had 
been  represented  according  to  the  fact 
that  many    of   the   highest    and  meet 
eminent    men    in    their    Professions— 
the  most    fitted,  probably,  to  perform 
those  experiments — had  no  special  places 
wherein  to  do  so,  and  they  felt  not  un- 
naturally that  there  was  some  indignity 
placed  upon  them  if  they  were  to  have 
their  private   residences    registered—a 
fact  which  would  give  a  totally  false  im- 
pression as  to  their  practices.     After  con- 
sulting many  persons,  therefore,  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  whilst  every 
place  for  the  performance  of  experiments 
for  the   purpose   of   instruction   should 
absolutely  be  registered,  it  should  in  all 
otluT  cases  be  left  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  in  granting  the  licences,  to  say 
that  in  such  cases  the  private  residence 
nt'ed  not  be  registered.  Then,  again,  as  to 
exporimcnts  on  dogs  and  cats.    One  great 
objection  raised  was,  that  persons  per- 
forming experiments  would  always  have 
to  go  for  a  special  certificate  when  they 
wanted  to  touch  these  animals.     There 
was  no  doubt  that  there  were  certain  ex- 
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periments  made  for  the  purpose  of  alle- 
viating suffering  and  prolonging  life 
which  could  only  be  made  on  camivorouB 
animals — rabbits  or  hares  would  not 
answer  the  purpose;  and  so  long  as 
anosthetics  were  used,  and  no  pain  in- 
flicted, it  made  no  difference  what  the 
animal  was ;  but  if  aneesthetics  were  not 
used,  the  Bill  would  be  so  altered  that 
in  that  case  they  would  have  to  get  a 
special  licence  to  experiment  upon  the 
particular  animal.  One  great  grievance 
was,  that  there  must  be  a  special  licence 
for  each  particular  instance;  but  now 
that  would  not  be  required.  In  Clause 
11  be  proposed  that  any  application  for 
a  licence  should  first  of  all  be  submitted 
for  approval  to  the  President  of  one  of 
the  Societies  named  in  the  clause.  The 
licence  having  been  granted,  any-  prose- 
cution instituted  against  a  licensed  per- 
son could  only  be  instituted  by  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State ;  but  as  to 
other  persons,  the  law  could  be  put  in 
force  by  the  police.  There  was  only  one 
other  Amendment  he  need  mention,  and 
it  was  this,  that  in  the  case  of  low-class 
animals — invertebrate  and  cold-blooded 
animals — the  provisions  of  the  Bill  would 
not  apply.  In  those  Amendments  the 
House  would  see  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  not  given  up  a  single 
principle,  while  they  showed  that  there 
was  no  intention  whatever  to  cast  a  slur 
upon  the  Medical  Profession,  to  which 
they  were  all  so  deeply  indebted.  The 
question  was  one  as  to  which,  no  doubt, 
leeling  was  easily  roused  and  excited, 
but  he  could  conceive  nothing  more  to 
be  deprecated  than  that  it  fihould  be 
tiie  subject  of  agitation  throughout  the 
country.  They  would  have  exaggera- 
tions brought  forward ;  those  exaggera- 
tions would  be  denied ;  the  consequence 
being  the  greatest  possible  conflict  be- 
tween the  medical  and  scientific  world  and 
those  who  took  hasty  views  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  would  be  a  misfortune  for 
both  sides.  He,  therefore,  implored  those 
who  were  engaged  in  medical  and  scien- 
tific pursuits  to  accept  what  practically 
had  oeen  already  accepted  by  very  many 
of  their  number — to  consider  the  mea- 
aore,  and  see  whether  it  was  not  in  accord- 
ance with  the  resolutions  to  which  he 
bad  referred.  If  all  the  details  of  the 
experiments  which  had  been  performed 
abroad  were  published  in  England,  it 
would  have  a  most  demoralizing  effect. 
For  all  practical  purposes  the  Bill  would 


carry  out  the  resolutions  of  the  British 
Association  ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
would  implore  those  who  thought  that 
it  would  be  wise  to  put  a  stop  to  these 
things,  that  even  if  the  Government 
wished  this,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
do  it.  The  effect  would  be  to  send  our 
students  to  foreign  parts  instead  of  their 
being  educated  in  England,  and  the  suf- 
ferings of  animals  would  be  by  no  means 
diminished.  The  Bill,  if  passed,  would 
set  an  example  to  the  world  that  the 
medical  and  scientific  men  of  this  country 
had  put  down  the  infliction  of  unneces- 
sary cruelty  and  pain,  under  the  guise 
of  scientific  inquiry,  and  that  they  would 
not  permit  experiments  to  be  performed 
with  no  definite  object  in  view  by  persons 
who  were  not  qualified  to  do  so,  and  in 
places  not  suitable  for  the  purpose.  Ho 
implored  the  House,  in  the  discussion  of 
the  Bill,  to  avoid  all  causes  of  irritation, 
and  said  that  in  passing  it  they  would 
establish  a  principle,  in  the  cause  of 
humanity,  from  which  this  country 
would  never  be  able  to  retreat. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (i/r.  Aisheton  Cross.) 

Dr.  ward  (who  had  placed  on  the 
Paper  a  Motion  for  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill)  said,  he  did  not  like  to  oppose  the 
second  reading  after  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whom  he  thanked 
for  the  generous  way  in  which  he  had 
treated  a  much- abused  Profession  in  the 
face  of  a  popular  outcry,  in  which  they 
had  been  vilified  through  the  gross  ig- 
norance that  prevailed  on  this  matter. 
He  (Dr.  Ward),  however,  felt  that  those 
agitators  who  did  so  much  to  excite  that 
outcry  would  fail  in  the  object  they  set 
before  themselves.  The  Amendments 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  announced  his 
readiness  to  accept  would  almost  entirely 
remove  the  objections  which  the  Medi- 
cal Profession  held  against  the  Bill,  yet 
although  it  had  been  accepted  by  a 
number  of  medical  men,  it  was  in  itself 
most  objectionable.  It  was  the  outcome 
of  an  agitation  which  for  years  had  been 
shown  to  be  unfounded,  for  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commissioners  stated  that 
not  more  that  20  persons  were  engaged 
in  the  practice  of  vivisection  in  this 
country.  The  horrors  that  were  said  to 
be  perpetrated  by  ]^hy«lQlo^«^  \i^\^%^\SL 
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greatly  exaggerated;  and  it  had  been 
shown  that  they  were  as  careful  of  the 
feelings  of  animals  as  any  hon.  Member 
in  that  House,  by  the  constant  use  of 
aneesthetics.  It  was  a  disgrace  to  the 
country  that  such  a  slur  should  have 
been  cast  on  a  body  of  men  who  had 
done  so  much  for  suffering  humanity, 
and  who  had  in  many  instances  operated 
on  .themselves.  He  could  assure  the 
House  that  the  sentiment  of  humanity 
was  as  strong  in  physiologists  as  it  was 
in  those  who  had  agitated  this  question. 
The  Royal  Commission  reported  that 
there  was  not  the  slightest  proof  that 
vivisection  exercised  any  demoralizing 
influence  over  medical  students.  There 
was  no  evidence  to  show  the  necessity  of 
this  legislation,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
that  men  of  position  in  the  Profession 
could  be  trusted  in  the  future,  as  they 
had  been  in  the  past,  to  carry  out  these 
experiments.  It  was  necessary  that  ex- 
periments should  be  made  upon  living 
animals  in  order  to  the  furtherance  of 
physiological  science,  and  the  question 
came  whether  surgeons  should  experi- 
ment upon  dumb  animals  which  had 
been  placed  under  the  influence  of  anees- 
thetics,  or  upon  their  patients.  Accord- 
ingly, there  had  been  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  cases  of  vivisection  arising 
out  of  the  increase  of  anoesthetics,  but 
there  had  been  no  increase  of  cruelty 
and  pain  to  the  animals  operated  on. 
This  was  not  a  question  between  hu- 
manity on  the  one  hand,  and  modern 
science  on  the  other,  and  the  anti-vivisec- 
tionists  had  no  right  to  arrogate  to  them- 
selves the  defence  of  the  cause  of  hu- 
manity against  those  who  had  done  more 
for  suffering  humanity  than  any  other 
body.  Far  greater  cruelty  was  practised 
towards  animals  in  field  sports  and  in 
preparing  them  for  food,  and  yet  it  was 
proposed  to  legislate  only  for  that  small 
class  by  whom  experiments  were  con- 
ducted carefully,  scientifically,  and  com- 
paratively painlessly,  and  there  was  no 
attempt  to  put  Martin's  Act  in  force  in 
those  other  directions.  For  one  case  of 
suffering  inflicted  by  the  Medical .  Pro- 
fession there  were  millions  of  cases  in 
field  sports ;  but  he  challenged  the  anti- 
vivisectionists  to  legislate  against  cruelty 
in  sports.  The  agitation  against  vivi- 
section was  utterly  fallacious,  and  it  was 
founded  on  false  grounds  in  order  to 
cast  insult  and  calumny  on  those  who 
had  laboured  in  the  cause  of  humanity. 

-flr.  JTard 


The  Bill  would  probably  be  a  liannlflH 
one,  and  therefore  he  should  not  pnnae 
his  opposition  to  it ;  but  as  the  agitation 
had  been  found  to  be  false  and  absnrd, 
80  he  feared  the  legislation,  coining  cat 
of  it,  would  also  be  absurd,  inasmuch  at 
it  would  only  deal  with  a  small  branch 
of  the  subject.  Many  disooveries  which 
had  resulted  in  good  to  humanity,  and 
had  also  lessened  the  8u£ferings  of  ani- 
mals, had  followed  upon  experimenti 
in  vivisection,  and  he  saw  no  reason  why 
legislation  should  be  specially  directed 
against  a  branch  of  inquiry  which  had 
done  80  much  of  good.  By  the  practice 
of  vivisection  the  circulation  of  the  blood 
was  discovered,  and  vaccination,  heart 
disease,  and  other  maladies  ameliorated ; 
and  now  they  were  called  inhuman  be- 
cause a  couple  of  donkeys  and  other 
animals  had  been  sacrificed  in  order  to 
obtain  the  required  knowledge.  The 
result  of  passing  stringent  measnzea  of 
this  kind  would  be  to  turn  the  ezperi* 
ments  by  bad  and  inexperienced  practi- 
tioners on  man  instead  of  on  <^niwiRV 

Amendment  proposed  to  leave  out 
''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question 
to  add  the  words  ''this  day  month."— 
(2>r.  Ward,) 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK :  Sir,  we  enter 
on  the  discussion  of  this  painful  subject 
with  one  great  advantage — namely,  that 
we  are  all  anxious  as  far  as  possible  to 
adopt  a  course  which  may  tend  to  dimi- 
nish suffering.  This  is  the  object  with 
which  the  Bill  has  been  introduced,  and 
I  hope  that  before  this  discussion  is  closed 
this  House  and  the  country  will  also  feel 
that  the  Medical  Profession  are,  to  say 
the  least,  as  anxious  to  avoid  all  un- 
necessary suffering  as  any  other  class  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects.  Mr.  Darwin 
expressed,  I  am  sure,  the  general  senti- 
ments of  English  men  of  science  when 
he  said  that  to  perform  painful  experi- 
ments without  antesthetics,  when  the 
same  investigations  might  have  been 
made  with  them,  deserved  detestation 
and  abhorrence.  We  must,  however, 
approach  the  subject  calmly,  and  consider 
the  real  facts  with  which  we  have  to 
deal.  We  often  hear  of  tempering  jus- 
tice with  mercy ;  in  this  case  we  must 
not  allow  our  natural  feeling  for  mercy 
to  lead  us  into  injustice,  and  we  must 
be  careful  that  in  the  endeavour  to 
diminish  pain  and  suffering  we  do  not 
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defeat  the  Tezy  object  we  have  at  heart. 
Many  persons,  for  instance,  really  ap- 
pear to  believe  that  medical  students  are 
in  the  habit  of  performing  experiments 
involving  pain  in  their  own  houses. 
Witness  after  witness,  however,  assured 
the  Commission  that  this  was  not  the  case, 
and  it  is,  at  any  rate,  absolutely  certain 
that  they  are  not  encouraged  to  do  so  by 
their  teachers.  But  perhaps  the  strongest 
evidence  on  this  point  is  that  of  Mr. 
Crolam,  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Society  for 
the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Animals, 
who  told  the  Commission  that  in  the 
whole  course  of  his  inquiry  he  had  only 
met  with  one  instance  of  a  case  of  vivi- 
section performed  by  a  student.  Much, 
certainly,  of  the  feehng  which  has  been 
aroused  throughout  the  country  has 
arisen  from  an  impression  that  painful 
operations  are  performed  on  living 
animals  before  students  for  purposes  of 
instruction ;  but  the  evidence  taxen  be- 
fore the  Royal  Commission,  on  the  con- 
trary, proves  clearly  that  in  such  cases 
the  animals  are  always  rendered  in- 
sensible by  anesthetics.  The  Commis- 
sion examined  witnesses  representing 
Oxford,  Cambridge,  Edinburgh,  the 
great  London  and  various  other  medical 
schools,  all  with  the  same  result.  Drs. 
Burden  Sanderson  and  Foster  state  that 
in  all  experiments  which  are  used  for 
demonstrative  purposes  the  animals  are 
ansBsthetized.  Dr.  Ferrier,  of  King's  Col- 
lege, hadneverheardofan  experiment  for 
demonstration  which  was  performed  with- 
out aneesthetics.  Mr.  Schafer,  of  TJniver- 
sity  College,  was  asked  whether  his  ex- 
periments were  always  performed  under 
ansBsthetics,  and  he  said  always.  He 
was  then  asked — "  So  that  the  animals 
suffered  no  pain  ?"  He  said — **  Not  the 
least."  Dr.  Leffge,  of  St.  Bartholomew's 
Hospital,  wasasked  whether  all  hisexperi- 
ments  were  performed  under  anaesthetics. 
He  replied  that  they  were.  Dr.  Gamgee, 
of  Owens  College,  stated  that  in  no  case 
had  pain  been  inflicted  on  any  animal 
for  the  purpose  of  demonstration.  I  am 
reluctant  to  weary  the  House  by  quoting, 
and  these  answers  may  be  taken  to 
represent  the  rest,  so  that  the  evidence 
is  conclusive  that  in  experiments  for 
educational  purposes  antosthetics  are 
used.  Perhaps,  however,  I  may  refer 
to  one  other  witness — namely,  the  Secre- 
taiy  of  the  Society  for  the  Invention  of 
Cruelty  to  Animals — as  the  strongest 
that  oould  be  brought  forward.      He 
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stated  that  he  had  made  inquiries  at 
every  school  in  London,  and  found  that 
the  animals  operated  on  were  previously 
placed  imder  the  influence  of  narcotics. 
Again,  in  experiments  made  for  pur- 
poses of  research,  it  comes  out  clearly 
from  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Eoyal  Commission  that  ana38thetic8  are 
used  as  much  as  is  possible.  Con- 
sidering all  the  hard  things  which  have 
been  said  of  physiologists,  it  is,  I  think, 
very  remarkable  that,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  not  a  single  case  of  wanton  cruelty 
has  been  established,  and  that  it  has 
been  shown  that  anaesthetics  have  always 
been  used  whenever  this  could  bo  done 
without  invalidating  the  experiment. 
This  fact,  again,  rests  on  evidence  which 
for  this  purpose  must,  I  think,  bo  deemed 
most  conclusive — namely,  on  the  au- 
thority of  the  Secretary  of  the  Royal 
Society  for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
Animals.  As  regards  medical  men,  Mr. 
Colam  was  asked — 

"Now,  in  your  own  ponional  experience, 
which*  you  say  has  existed  for  about  15  years, 
have  you  known  instances  yourself  where 
cruelty  has  been  practised  by  j)rivato  medical 
men  in  their  own  houses  towards  animals  P" 

to  which  he  answered,  **  Not  any."  He 
was  then  asked  whether  one  such  case 
had  come  to  the  knowledge  of  one  of  the 
officers  of  the  Society,  to  which  he  re- 
plied that,  as  far  as  he  knew,  it  had  not. 
And  now  as  regards  the  diminution  of 
suffering  which  has  resulted  from  ex- 
periments on  living  animals.  Many  im- 
portant discoveries  have  been  made  by 
means  of  vivisection  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  whole  Medical  Profession,  could 
not  have  been  arrived  at  in  any  other  way. 
Harvey's  great  discovery,  for  instance, 
of  the  circulation  of  the  blood  was  made 
by  means  of  experiments  on  living  ani- 
mals. This  statement  rests  not  only  on 
the  authority  of  the  Commissioners,  but 
upon  that  of  Harvey  himself.  To  vivi- 
section, again,  wo  owe  Sir  Charles  Bell's 
important  discoveries  on  the  functions 
of  the  different  nerves  of  the  face  :  pre- 
vious to  which  discoveries  it  was  the 
common  practice  of  surgeons  to  divide 
the  facial  nerve  for  the  euro  of  neu- 
ralgia, whereas  it  is  now  known  that 
this  nerve  exercises  no  influence  on  sen- 
sation, and  that  the  division  for  the 
relief  of  pain  is  consequently  a  useless 
operation.  To  the  researches  of  Hunter 
we  owe  the  [tresent.  kuo^Vft^^^  oi  ^^ 
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mode  of  recovery  of  an  artery  after  lig^a- 
ture,  previous  to  whicli  knowlege  many 
lives  were  lost  from  our  ignorance  of  the 
nature  of  the  process  of  repair.  Gal- 
vani's  experiments  on  the  frog,  simple 
as  they  may  appear,  have  led  up,  through 
the  genius  of  Volta,  Oersted,  and  our  own 
countrymen,  Davy,  Faraday,  Thompson, 
Tyndall,  and  others,  to  all  that  we  know 
about  electricity  and  magnetism.  With- 
out experiments  on  living  animals,  we 
should  never  have  had  the  use  of  ether  or 
of  chloroform,  for  the  discovery  of  which 
we  are  indebted  to  our  illustrious  coun- 
tryman. Sir  James  Simpson.  Lastly,  I 
might  refer  to  the  discovery  of  vaccina- 
tion, which  has  not  only  caused  an 
immense  diminution  of  a  very  painful 
disease,  but  has  been,  I  believe  truly, 
said  to  have  saved  more  lives  than  the 
wars  even  of  Napoleon  destroyed.  Turn- 
ing to  its  legal  aspect,  there  is  certainly 
no  more  dreadful  crime  than  that  of 
secret  poisoning.  Of  such  cases,  few 
have  taken  a  deeper  hold  of  the  public 
mind  than  that  of  Palmer,  and  it  js  not 
too  much  to  say  that  the  conviction  of 
that  man  rested  mainly  on  evidence  de- 
rived from  the  experiments  made  on 
living  animals.  If  I  am  told  that  it  is 
better  that  criminals  should  escape  than 
that  a  few  animals  should  suffer,  I  might 
refer  to  another  case,  mentioned  by  Dr. 
Taylor,  in  which  a  poor  woman  was  ac- 
cused of  having  poisoned  her  stepchild 
with  arsenic.  That  the  child  had  died 
of  this  poison  was  undoubted.  The 
woman  had  arsenic  in  her  possession, 
and  her  defence  was  that  she  had  rubbed 
the  child's  head  with  an  ointment  of 
white  precipitate  mixed  with  arsenic. 
At  that  time  it  was  not  believed  possible 
that  poison  thus  applied  to  the  outside 
of  the  body  could  find  its  way  into  the 
stomach,  and  this  poor  woman  would 
certainly  have  been  tried  for  murder, 
and  perhaps  convicted,  if  Dr.  Taylor  had 
not  found  by  experiments  on  living 
animals  that  this  actually  could  happen. 
Sir  George  Duckett,  the  President  of  the 
Society  for  the  Abolition  of  Vivisection, 
tells  us  that  medical  science  has  arrived 
at  its  extreme  limits,  and  has  little  to 
learn.  Those,  however,  who  are  most 
profoundly  acquainted  with  the  present 
state  of  our  medical  knowledge  will  most 
entirely  disagree  with  this  opinion ;  and 
though  it  is,  of  course,  never  easy  to 
foresee  the  course  of  future  progress, 
still  there  are  some  cases  in  which  we 
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seem  to  be  on  the  Tsiry  0Fe  of  nnpottui 
discoveries.     Thus  that  fatal  and  di*> 
tressing  malady,  angina  poetoru^  teems 
likely  to  be  broueht  within  the  domain 
of  medical  control  by  means  of  nitrite  of 
amyl  and  other  remedies.     Again,  tbs 
Indian  Government  is  making  experi- 
ments with  the  view  of  diacoverinff  some 
antidote  to  snake  poisons,  from  iniich  it 
is  estimated  that  in  India  alone  no  fever 
than  20,000  of  Her  Majesty's  subjeets 
annually  perish.    Let  us  suppose  that 
even    without    experiments    on   living 
animals,   by  some  happy  accident,  so 
antidote  may   be  discovered  25  yesn 
hence ;    still,  in  the  meantime,   lialf-s- 
million  of  lives  will  have  been  sacri- 
ficed, an  immense  amount  of  suffering 
will  have  been  caused,  and  many  thou- 
sands of  families  will  have  been  Drooglit 
to  misery.     We  must  remember  thit 
even  now,  alas,  all  medical  treatment, 
all    surgical    operations,    still   paitake 
somewhat  of  tne  nature  of  an  experi- 
ment.    As  our  medical  knowledge,  in- 
deed, enlarges,  this  character  beoomei 
less  and  less   experimental ;    but  until 
our  knowledge  becomes  perfect,  to  a 
certain  extent  it  must  so  continue.    It  if 
not,  then,  a  question  whether  experi- 
ments shall  be  performed  or  not;  that 
is  a  decision  beyond  human  power  to 
control;  the  real  question   is,  whether 
experiments  shall  be  performed  upon 
animals  or  upon  men  ?    The  Beport  of 
the  Hoyal  Commission  contains  a  long 
list  of  experiments  brought  forward  by 
the  Society  for  the  Abolition  of  Vivisec- 
tion in  support  of  their  views.     These 
experiments  may  be  divided,  I  think,  into 
three  classes.     By  far  the  greater  num- 
ber were  performed  under  anaesthetics. 
Against  these,  therefore,  no  tenable  accu- 
sation can  be  brought.     The  second  class 
— a  very  small  one — contains  certain  ex- 
periments, undeniably  painful  and  made 
without  anocsthetics,  but  made  under  a 
deep  sense  of  responsibility,  and  under 
the  conviction  that  a  certain  amount  of 
suffering  infiicted  on  a  small  number  of 
animals  miglit  be  the  means  of  saving  a 
larger  amount  of  suffering  to  a  much 
greater  number  of  animals  and  to  those 
of  a  higher  order.     Those  of  the  third 
class,  I  must  say,  are  very  trivial ;  such, 
for  instance,    as  taking   a  little  blood 
from  the  tail  of  a  newt,  or  scraping  a 
thin  shred  from  the  gums  of  a  mammal 
— an  operation  similar  to,  if  not  identi- 
cal with,  that  which  we  perfonn  upon 
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ounelTM  every  moming  of  our  liyes. 
To  put  forward  such  oases  as  these  as 
eriaenoes  of  diabolical  cruelty  is  really 
childish.  A  good  deal  has  been  said 
irith  reference  to  the  cruelty  of  sport. 
For  my  own  part,  however,  I  do  not 
think  there  is  much  in  the  iu  quoque 
argument.  If  cruelty  there  be  in  the 
one,  it  cannot  bo  defended  merely  by 
showing  that  there  is  cruelty  in  the  other 
also.  It  has  been  said  by  a  witty 
Frenchman  that  if  an  Englishman  were 
to  see  an  angel  from  Heaven  his  first 
idea  would  be  to  get  a  gun  and  shoot 
him.  As  far,  indeed,  as  mere  suffering 
is  concerned,  it  cannot  be  denied  that 
one  day's  battue  will  often  inflict  as 
much  torture  as  all  the  physiological  ex- 
periments of  a  year.  It  is  not  so  much 
the  animals  which  are  killed  as  those 
which  are  wounded.  Physiologists  tell 
118  of  many  cases  in  which  hares,  for  in- 
stance, have  been  sent  to  them  suffering 
from  painful  diseases  caused  by  a  single 
shot  com  having  been  lodged  in  the 
serious  cavities,  thus  producing  acute 
inflammation,  lasting  for  weeks,  during 
which  no  doubt  the  animal  must  have 
suffered  extreme  pain ;  nor  will  I  enlarge 
on  the  dreadful  sufferings  of  animals 
which  are  caught  in  traps,  and  which 
have  often  been  known  in  their  torment 
to  gnaw  off  the  limb  by  which  they  were 
held  fast.  Still  I  trust  I  may  be  per- 
mitted  to  express  a  hope  that  one  result 
of  the  strong  sentiments  which  have 
grown  up  on  this  subject  may  be  to  alter 
the  state  of  feeling  in  which  men  of  high 
character,  and  I  do  not  doubt,  really, 
most  kind-hearted,  think  it  a  legitimate 
subject  of  pride  to  boast  of  the  greatest 
number  of  lives  which  they  have  been 
able  to  destroy  in  the  course  of  a  day's 
so-called  sport ;  and  we  must  remember 
that,  while  in  the  one  case  it  is  the  death 
itself  of  these  animals  which  is  the  ob- 
ject in  view,  the  aim  of  physiologists 
IB  the  relief  of  suffering.  And  now  let 
me  ask  the  House  whether  there  are 
not  two  sides  to  this  question.  For 
months  past,  most  sensational  attacks 
have  been  made  on  medical  men  and 
physiologists.  Thus,  Miss  Cobb,  in  a 
paper  on  the  moral  aspects  of  vivisec- 
tion, states  that — 

"  Physiolopfists  are  indulging  a  maleficent 
tendency  which  already  exists  in  their  puj)ils* 
dispositions,  -when  they  invite  mere  lads  of  the 
Bob  Sawyer  type  to  watch  their  frightful  ex- 
periments ;  the  more  frightful,  so  much,  alas ! 
vud  more  attractive.'* 


Mr.  Hoggan,  in  his  evidence  before  the 
Hoyal  Commission,  though  he  is  good 
enough  to  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  physi- 
ologists are  not  the  monsters  some  people 
picture  them  to  be,  and  that  they  do  not 
gloat  over  torture,   states  that   "their 
glaring  fault  is  an  entire  want  of  feel- 
ing," and  that  "their  feelings  are  en- 
tirely blunted."    Mr.  Jesse  asserts  that 
he  could  prove  the  existence  of  cruelties 
not  surpassed  by  any  in  the  history  of 
mankind,  and  Sir  George  Duckett  does 
not  hesitate  to  speak  of  the   "  hellish 
practices  "  of  physiologists.     Such  lan- 
guage is  quite  unjustifiable,  still  it  ought 
not  to  influence  us.  I  for  one,  while  con- 
vinced that  vivisection  is  in  some  cases 
justifiable,  feel  deeply  that  it  ought  only 
to  be  resorted  to,  if  other  methods  fail, 
under  a  deep  sense  of  responsibility,  and 
with  every  precaution  to  avoid  all  unne- 
cessary suffering.     The  Bill  now  before 
the  House  expresses  the  earnest  desire 
of  the  country  that  no  unnecessary  suf- 
fering should  be  inflicted  ;  it  requires  the 
use  of  anrosthetics  wherever  possible  ; 
and  though  I  hope  to  see  some  imT)n)ve- 
ments  introduced  in  Committee,  I  shall 
certainly  support  the   second   reading, 
which  will  make  obligatory  those  pre- 
cautions which,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  are 
even  now  practically  adopted.     In  doing 
so,  however,  I  desire  to  say,  in 'conclu- 
sion, for  myself,  and  I  believe  I  may 
add  for  not  a  few  other  hon.  Members 
of  this  House,  that  so  far  from  wishing 
to  imply  any  condemnation  of  an  honour- 
able Profession,  so  far  from  considering 
that  medical  men  are  justl}'  open  to  any 
imputation  of  callousness  or  of  cruelty, 
I  believe  that  their  earnest  desire,  as, 
indeed,   it  is  the  very  object  of  their 
lives,  is   to  mitigate   suffering   and   to 
diminish  pain. 

Mr.  holt*:  Sir,  I  have  taken 
great  interest  in  the  question  now  before 
the  House  and  have  been  permitted  to 
introduce  a  Bill  on  the  subject.  It 
would  not  be  in  Order  to  discuss  on  this 
occasion  the  provisions  of  my  Bill.  I 
will  only  say  that  my  proposals  aim  at 
a  general  amendment  of  the  law  of 
cruelty  to  animals,  and  a  special  prohi- 
bition of  painful  experiments  in  scien- 
tific investigation.  It  is  my  conviction 
that  we  cannot  effectually  deal  witli  this 
question  in  any  otlier  way.  That  being  so, 
it  will  not  be  surprising  to  the  House  if  I 
have  but  little  to  say  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  of  the  Qtovetiim^iA..    \  ^Ti^  t«n^j^ 
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in   a   difficult    and    somewhat   painful 
position  with  reference  to  it.     The  Bill 
comes  to  us  recommended  by  my  right 
hon.   Friend    the    Home    Secretary  in 
whose  integrity  of  purpose  and  humanity 
of  feeling  I  have  great  confidence ;  who 
deserves  my  thanks,  and  the  thanks  of 
those  who  oppose    vivisection,    and  a 
frank  acknowledgment  of  our  obligations 
to  him  for  taking  up  the  subject,  and 
attempting  to   grapple  with    its    diffi- 
culties.     On  the  one   hand,  with  the 
Preamble  of  the  Bill  and  its  1st  clause 
I  find  no  fault.     They  recognize  a  prin- 
ciple  which    I    warmly    approve,    the 
principle  that  cruelty  in  the  pursuit  of 
science  is  as  detestable,  as  much  to  be 
condemned,  as  cruelty  in  any  other  form : 
— a  principle  which  I  hope  the  House 
will  not  hesitate  to  affirm.     But,  Sir,  on 
the  other  hand,  I  cannot  approve  the 
manner  in  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
proposes  to  efi'ect  his  object.     I  regard 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  at  variance 
with    the   spirit  and    principle  of   the 
Preamble,  and  am  compelled  to  express, 
in  the  strongest  terms,  my  objection  to 
this  mode  of  dealing  with  the  question 
of  vivisection.     I  must  also  express  my 
regret  that  the  Bill  has  been  left  to  the 
last  days  of  the  Session.     There  is  not 
time  for  full   discussion.      Were  I  to 
attempt  to  address  myself  to  the  whole 
question,  or   to  follow    the   arguments 
employed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  (Dr.  Ward)  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Maidstone  (Sir  John  Lubbock),   I 
should  occupy  an  amount  of  time,  for 
which  I  cannot  ask,  at  this  period  of  the 
Session.      My   endeavour    shall    be   to 
explain  to  the  House  my  own  position, 
and   to    keep    my  remarks  as    closely 
as  possible  to  the  Bill  under  considera- 
tion.    That  my  position  may  be  fully 
understood,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  look 
upon    this  as  a    moral  question,    and 
therefore  one  that  does   not   admit  of 
compromise ;    and  that,  if  I  am  asked 
to  accept  an  incomplete  measure  with 
reference  to  it,  such  a  measure  must  be 
based  on  cleared  and  definite  principles, 
.  in  harmony  with  the  moral  view  of  the 
case.     Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  say  that  all 
infliction  of  pain  is  cruelty ;    but  I  do 
maintain  that  all  unauthorized  infliction 
of  pain  is  cruelty.     When  we  take  up 
this   subject   as  a  moral  question,    we 
have  not  merely  to  ask  ourselves  what 
suits  our  own  convenience,  or  hurts  our 
feelings,   hut,  what  are  the  terms  on 

Mr.  Molt 


which  the  Creator  has  placed  the  animal 
world  in  our  power.     Has  He  assigned 
any  limits  to,  or  imposed  any  ooDditioDB 
upon  the  exercise  of  that  power  ?  When 
my  right  hon.  Friend  speaks  of  holding 
the  balance  between  contending  parties, 
he  must  permit  me  to  remind  him  that, 
from  our  point  of  view,  it  is  not  a  ques- 
tion in  which  a  balance  has  to  be  sbrudt 
between  conflicting  opinions,  but  one  in 
which  a  decision  has  to  be  formed  be- 
tween right  and  wrong ;  he  has  not  to 
hold  a  balance  between  sentiment  and 
science,  but  to  make  his  decision  as  I 
maintain,  notwithstanding  the  obsem- 
tions  of'  the  hon.  Member  for  Oalwaj 
(Dr.  Ward),  between  the  principle  <rf 
humanity    and    the    spirit    of   cmeltj. 
And  when  my  right  hon.  Friend  speaks 
of  the  results  as  justifying  the  practices, 
I  ask  him  how  far  he  is  prepared  to 
extent  that  principle  in  legislation  ?    Is 
he  prepared  to  admit  a  plea  on  the  part 
of  a  pickpocket,  that  the  contents  of  the 
purse  which  he  stole  saved  his  fami^ 
from  starvation,  and  therefore  justified 
his  act  in  taking  it  ?    My  objection  to 
the  details  of  this  Bill  is  that  science  is 
set  above   humanity.      The    Preamble 
admits  that  humanity  has  claims  to  be 
heard  against  science: — The  Bill  pro- 
vides a  system  of  licences  and  certificates 
under  which  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
authorized  to  legalize  cruelty  in  the  pur- 
suit of  science.      What  the  Bill  gives 
with  one  hand  it  takes  away  with  the 
other.      It  recognizes    that    cruelty  is 
possible — nay,  I  may  say  probable,  in 
scientific  experiments  on  animals,  and 
provides  licences  to  place  physiologists 
under  certain  restrictions;    and  then  it 
actually  proceeds  to  provide  a  ^stem 
of   certificates   to    release    them    from 
those  restrictions.     I  contend  that  this 
system  of  licences  and  certificates  will 
prove    no     adequate     security    against 
cruelty.     Is  my  right  hon.  Friend  pre- 
pared to  undertake  to  sit  in  judgment 
on  the  theories  and  proposals  of  scientific 
men  ?    Is  he  prepared  to  say  that  this  or 
that  theory  shall  not  be  tested  by  ex- 
periment?    When  I  know  that  he  is 
already  over- worked  with  the  business 
of  his  Department  I  am  convinced  that 
he    cannot    undertake    this    additional 
labour,  and  that  he  must  rely  upon  the 
opinions  of  the  scientific  men  whom  he 
may  consult.     He  has  told  us  that  he 
proposes  to  amend  the  Bill,  by  introduc- 
ing a  provision  requiring  a  certificate 
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from  one  of  the  learned  bodies  enume- 
rated in  Clause  11,  before  he  issues  a 
licence :  and  I  maintain  that  when  that 
certificate  has  been  given,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  have  very  little  option.  He 
will  feel  bound  to  issue  his  licence :  yet, 
Sir,  what  security  has  he  for  the  sound- 
ness of  judgment  or  humanity  of  feeling 
of  the  learned  body  which  is  to  be  au- 
thorized to  issue  the  certificate  ?  When 
I  turn  to  the  Report  of  the  Hoyal  Com- 
mission I  find  that  eminence  in  physio- 
logy is  no  guarantee  against  inhumanity. 
Page  17 — *'  It  is  not  to  be  doubted  that 
inhumanity  may  be  found  in  persons  of 
Terr  high  position  as  physiologists." 
And  when  I  read  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Commission  I  find  that  the 
scientific  witnesses  act  upon  principles 
which  enable  them  to  claim  for  them- 
selves, and  require  them  to  extend  to 
other  experimenters,  the  very  widest 
latitude  in  their  practice.  Further,  on 
what  ground  can  the  Secretary  of  State 
suspend  a  certificate?  If  he  question 
the  decision  of  one  of  these  learned 
bodies,  they  will  tell  him  that  there  are 
grave  scientific  reasons  which  justify  the 
experiment  which  he  questions,  that  the 
blame  must  rest  with  him  if  he  retard 
the  progress  of  science,  and  hinder  dis- 
coveries calculated  to  mitigate  human 
sofifering.  Unless  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is  prepared  to  sot  at  nought  the  scientific 
world  he  cannot  help  himself.  You  may 
tell  me  he  will  have  his  Inspectors 
through  whom  he  can  regulate  experi- 
ments. I  should  like  to  know  wliat  tlio 
value  of  this  inspection  will  bo.  I  am 
told  that  inspection  under  the  anatomy 
Act  is  a  sham.  I  fear  this  will  be  a 
sham.  If  the  Inspector  be  a  physiologist, 
even  if  he  do  his  duty,  he  will  see  no 
abuse  and  no  cruelty ;  if  he  be  a  layman, 
and  venture  to  report  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  some  instance  of  cruelty,  the  ex- 
perimenter will  at  once  allege  that  the 
Inspector  is  no  competent  judge  as  to 
cruelty  in  scientific  investigations.  He 
will  maintain  that  there  is  a  great  scien- 
tific purpose  to  be  served  in  which  the 
infliction  of  pain  is  inevitable;  that  a 
licence  and  certificate  have  been  pnmded 
by  Act  of  Parliament  for  the  yevy  pur- 
pose that  pain  may  be  inflicted  with  im- 
punity, under  the  protection  of  the  law. 
iLnd  he  will  add  that  no  man  except  the 
operator  can  judge  of  the  amount  of  pain 
which  is  necessary  to  render  the  experi- 
-ment  perfect.    Now,  Sir,  these  are  no 


imaginary  arguments.  I  have  made  use 
of  terms  and  opinions  taken  from  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Royal  Com- 
mission by  scientific  witnesses,  and  I  ask 
how  is  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  judge  in 
such  a  case?  I  believe  the  grossest 
cruelties  will  never  come  to  his  ears,  but 
if  they  do  will  he  not  be  placed  in  a 
great  difiiculty?  He  will  feel  that  to 
suspend  the  certificate  and  withdraw  the 
licence  will  affix  a  stigma  to  the  charac- 
ter, possibly,  of  an  eminent  man,  which 
he  will  be  loth  to  do.  He  will  be  told 
that  the  charges  are  exaggerated  and 
cannot  be  proved,  and  what  can  he  do  ? 
My  fear  is  that  the  Bill  will  prove  practi- 
cally inoperative ;  and  I  desire  to  ex- 
press the  strongest  objection  to  a  system 
of  licences  and  certificates  the  practical 
effect  of  which  will  be  to  legalize  cruelty 
in  this  country.  It  may  be  the  opinion 
of  some  hon.  Members  that  my  remarks 
would  be  more  properly  made  in  Com- 
mittee. Under  ordinary  circumstances  I 
should  place  Amendments  on  the  Paper, 
and  discuss  them  in  Committee;  but 
when  I  observe  that  Amendments  to 
meet  my  views  of  the  case  would  be  so 
numerous  as  to  amount  almost  to  a  re- 
modelling of  the  Bill ;  when  I  observe, 
considering  the  period  of  the  Session  at 
which  we  have  arrived,  that  they  could 
not  bo  fully  discussed,  nor  the  sense  of 
the  House  fairly  ascertained,  I  am  in- 
duced to  abstain  from  anj'  such  course 
in  deference  to  the  opinion  of  those  more 
experienced  than  myself,  and  to  cast  en- 
tirely on  my  right  hon.  Friend  all  re- 
sponsibility as  to  details.  I  wish,  how- 
ever, plainly  to  say,  that  I  cannot  regard 
this  measure  as  in  any  sense  a  settlement 
of  the  question — not  even  a  temporary 
settlement  of  the  question.  There  must 
be  no  mistake  as  to  any  supposed  com- 
promise in  the  matter.  No  compromise 
has  been  offered  to  the  opponents  of 
vivisection:  all  the  concessions  made 
have  been  made  to  the  doctors,  all  the 
alterations  made  tend  to  secure  advan- 
tages for  physiologists,  and  every  one  of 
them  has,  in  my  opinion,  made  the  Bill 
worse  than  it  was  before.  But  no  doubt 
my  right  hon.  Friend  will  say  that  the 
Bill  is  based  on  the  Eeport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission.  I  therefore  ask  leave  to 
state  the  reasons,  or  some  of  them,  why 
we  cannot  accept  the  conclusions  of  the 
Report.  In  so  doing  I  desire  to  speak  with 
all  respect  of  the  Commission.  I  should 
be  very  sorry  to  bnn^  ^^uxcksX  «si^  Q\i.^  «iL 
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the  Commissioners  a  charge  of  intentional 
partiality ;  but  when  I  know  that  two 
eminent  physiologists  who  are  favour- 
able to  vivisection  were  on  the  Commis- 
sion, and  that  there  was  on  the  Commis- 
sion no  professional  man  competent  to 
discuss  the  question  with  them,  I  cannot 
feel  any  surprise  that  the  Heport  should 
be  tinged  with  a  vivisectional  colour; 
indeed,  I  am  rather  surprised  that  it  is 
not  more  so.  I  imagine  the  lay  influ- 
ence must  have  kept  the  phyisologiste  in 
check.  My  first  objection  to  the  Beport 
is  that,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  founded  on 
a  fallacy.  It  assumes  that  which  re- 
quires to  be  proved.  Both  the  witnesses 
in  their  evidence,  and  the  Commission 
in  their  Heport,  assume  that  there  is  a 
necessity  for  vivisection.  We  are  not 
prepared  to  admit  this ;  to  assume  it 
begs  the  whole  question.  I  submit  that 
if  the  evidence  be  fairly  examined  it 
maybe  shown  that  there  is  (1)  no  insu- 
perable necessity  for  the  practice  of  vi- 
visection, and  (2)  that  there  exist  suffi- 
cient reasons  why  on  moral,  social,  and 
even  scientific  grounds  the  practice 
should  not  only  be  discouraged  but  pro- 
hibited. The  moral  sense  of  the  coun- 
try- has  been  shocked  by  the  details 
which  have  been  published  ;  and  the 
more  people  see  and  hear  of  them  the 
more  convinced  they  are  of  the  difficulty 
of  dealing  with  the  subject  except  by 
prohibiting  it  altogether.  I  have  a 
further  objection  to  the  Report.  It  seems 
to  me  that  it  has  a  bias — I  do  not  say 
an  intentional  bias — but  none  the  less 
a  decided  bias,  in  favour  of  the  physio- 
logists. I  will  endeavour  to  prove  this : 
— One  of  the  great  authorities  which  the 
Commissioners  quote  in  favour  of  vivi- 
section— indeed  the  authority,  as  I  un- 
derstand it.  which  they  adduce  to  estab- 
lish its  ne<'essitv — is  Haller.  He  was 
the  groat  physiologist  of  the  last  century ; 
and  on  page  9  they  give  us  an  extract 
from  his  writings.  But  I  ask  why  is 
there  no  reference  to  Dr.  RoUeston's 
evidence  in  connection  with  this  extract 
from  Haller's  writings?  He  had  told 
the  Commission  that     .     .     . 

**  Th*^  famous  Hallor  did  at  one  time  prat'tioo 
\'i\'i3»'cti«  >ns.  in  his  own  words  fupra  Hdtm  ct'rte 
nutuT"**!*  :  .  .  .  as  he  arew  older  he  grew 
mor»'  st-nsitivo  to  the  inriiotion  of  pain;  and,  as 
is  staud  by  Kruir.  n:iller  fell  in  his  later  age 
into  a  permanent  ancniish  of  conscience,  which 
is  shown  in  his  epistles,  reproaching  himself 
most  bitterly  for  his  vivisections,  ...  I 
ahoold  wish'  to  state  that  Haller  was  by  no 
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There  is  also  a  passage  in  the  evidence 
of  Sir  William  Fergosaon,  oontaiiiiiig  a 
similar  sentiment.  He  sajre,  in  answer 
to  the  Question — 

*'  Did  I  rightly  understand  from  voa  juit  now 
that  your  own  opinion  in  mature  life  was  mocli 
less  uivourable  to  these  experimenta  than  it  was 
when  yon  were  young  ? — Yes,  because  I  bad  not 
the  same  grasp  of  the  subject  at  thai  one.  I 
was  more  periiapt  influenced  by  wbat  other 
people  had  done,  and  by  the  wish  to  come  up  to 
what  they  had  done  in  regard  to  such  mattoi, 
but  the  more  matured  judgment  of  recent  jean 
has  led  me  to  say  to  myself  now  tbafc  I  woaU 
not  perform  some  of  the  <^)eratiooa  at  this 
present  time  that  I  performed  myself  in  earlier 
days."     (1031.) 

From  this  I  draw  the  inference  that  the 
cultivation  of  the  moral  sense  and  the 
growth  of  experience,  do  not  dispose 
men  to  favour  the  practice  of  vivisec- 
tion, but  rather  to  reg^ard  it  with  dis- 
favour. When  eminent  pbysiologisti 
grow  old,  they  reproach  themselves  fat 
their  practices,  and  affirm  that  Tivies^- 
tion  '*  has  not  been  of  that  immense 
value  to  human  nature  that  some  claim 
for  it."  (1015.)  Would  a  remark  to 
that  effect  have  been  out  of  place  in  the 
Report  ?  Has  not  the  fact  an  important 
bearing  on  its  conclusions  ?  Then  I  take 
another  case.  As  an  instance  of  the  ad- 
vantages derived  from  vivisection,  the 
Report  brings  prominently  forward  that 
of  the  discovery  of  the  circulation  of  the 
blood  by  Harvey.  This  is  the  great  in- 
stance of  the  value  of  vivisection,  which 
the  physiologists  are  perpetually  quot- 
ing in  proof  of  their  views.  In  the 
Report  it  is  stated  as  an  absolute  cer- 
taintv,  that  the  circulation  of  the  blood 
was  discovered  by  vivisection.  I  ask, 
whv  is  the  evidence  of  Dr.  Acland  on 
this  point  wholly  overlooked  ?  Dr. 
Acland  is  a  man  of  position  and  learn- 
ing. He  says,  in  answer  to  a  Question 
on  that  subject — 

**  It  is  not  quite  certain  what  argumentation 
led  Harvey  to  that,  whether  it  was  the  obeerra- 
tion  of  the  li\'infir  structure  or  the  contemplation, 
of  the  dead  structure. "     (99 1 .) 

Why,  again,  is  no  reference  made  to  the 
cinumstanee.  given  in  evidence  by  Dr. 
Sharper  ,394;^  and  Mr.  Turner  (8025), 
that  it  was  Malpighi  who  really  estab- 
lishtni  the  doi'trine  in  question,  by  means 
of  the  microscope  ?  D'  I  understand  the 
evidence  aright,  there  was  a  link  want- 
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ini^  in  the  chain,  which  Harvey,  not- 
withstanding his  great  attainments, 
could  not  supply :  that  yivisectiou  failed 
to  achieve  the  discovery,  and  that  it  is 
in  truth  due  to  anatomy  and  the  micro- 
scope. Let  me  correct  that  somewhat — 
for  I  have  no  wish  to  hide  the  fact  given 
in  Mr.  Turner's  evidence,  that  Malpighi 
was  a  vivisector,  and  that  his  observa- 
tions  with  the  microscope  were  made  on 
the  lungs  of  a  frog — but  on  turning  to 
Dr.  Acland's  evidence  I  find  that  the 
foot  of  a  frog  under  the  microscope  is 
sufficient  for  the  purpose ;  and  I  say  that 
the  evidence  proves  that  the  great  dis- 
covery of  the  circulation  of  the  blood 
might  have  been  obtained  without  vivi- 
section, by  means  of  anatomy  and  the 
znicroscoi>e.  This,  however,  is  not 
noticed  in  the  Beport.  To  take  another 
instance  of  apparent  bias  in  favour  of 
yivisectors — the  Beport  in  page  10  seeks 
to  establish  the  humanity  of  physiolo- 
gists. It  refers  to  a  passage  in  Dr. 
Sharpey's  evidence — that  he  was  ''utterly 
repelled  "  as  a  young  man  by  Majendie's 
experiments  in  Paris,  and  tliat  he  does 
not  now  hesitate  to  speak  of  one  of  them 
as  his  **  infamous  "  experiment.  Now, 
Sir,  1  would  gladly  give  Dr.  Sharpey 
all  the  credit  he  deserves  for  his  humane 
feelings ;  but  when  the  Royal  Commis- 
sioners hold  him  up  as  an  example  of 
humanity,  I  ask  why  no  reference  is 
made  to  the  opinions  exprei*sed  by  him 
in  answer  to  Questions  (576)  and  (o81)  ? 
He  says — 

*'  I  think,  for  a  great  scientific  rnd,  I  Hhould 
joetify  it  (a  lingering,  painful  oxiierini<;nt)  pro- 
vided you  could  show  that  it  wa8  u  great  scienti- 
fic end"  .  .  .  and  "who  is  comjx'tent  to  in- 
spect and  say  what  is  a  scientific  result  or  not  'f 
1  ou  must  trust  16  the  persons  that  you  permit 
to  make  these  experiments ':  '* 

If  I  understand  that  aright,  there  are 
principles  laid  down  which '  go  far  to 
justify  all  that  Majendie  ever  did.  Dr. 
Sharpey's  humanity  seems  to  consist  in 
sparing  his  own  feelings.  True  humanity 
surely  regards  the  feelings  of  the  sufferer, 
not  of  the  spectator.  The  examination 
of  Mr.  Lewes  confirms  this  view  of  the 
humanity  of  physiologists.  He  does  not 
propose  to  interfere  with  the  practice  of 
vivisectors ;  but  he  says,  ^ '  I  could  not 
bear  to  experiment  on  dogs  and  cats." 
I  do  not  understand  the  reason  to  be 
that  they  would  suffer  pain :  it  would  be 
painful  to  him :  others  may  experiment, 
and  if  he  do  not  see  it,  he  has  no  objec- 


tion. Is  that  humanity  ?  Sir,  it  is  this 
spurious  humanity — this  hard-hearted 
humanity,  which  we  dread  in  a  medical 
man.  So  long  as  his  own  feelings  uro 
not  touched,  he  sees  no  pain,  no  abuse. 
We  dread  the  application  of  that  prin- 
ciple of  action  to  the  human  subject; — 
that  the  sufferings  of  the  patient  are  to 
be  of  no  consideration  compared  with 
the  success  of  the  operation,  the  reputa- 
tion of  the  operator,  and  the  advance- 
ment of  science; — that  all  to  be  considered 
is  the  feeling  of  the  bystanders,  and  the 
possible  indignation  of  the  public.  And, 
let  me  ask,  how  do  these  gentlemen 
really  differ  from  Dr.  Klein?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  spoke  of  Dr.  Klein 
as  having  been  rather  hardly  treated. 
I  agree  with  him.  I  do  not  sympathize 
with  Dr.  Klein's  opinions,  but  I  believe 
he  honestly  spoke  the  truth.  He  know 
enough  of  the  English  language  to  speak 
the  truth :  possibly  not  enough  to  veil 
his  meaning  under  a  cloud  of  ambiguous 
words.  He  said  that  the  consequences 
to  be  considered  were  those  which  con- 
cerned himself;  not  those  which  con- 
cerned animals :  and  that  English  physio- 
logists took  the  same  view.  I  think  I 
have  already  shown  that  Dr.  Klein  is 
correct  in  that  particular.  But  how  does 
this  bear  on  the  question  of  uniestliotics  ? 
Is  there  nut  reason  to  think  that  if  the 
physiologist  has  no  fear  of  being  ])itten 
or  scratched,  he  will  be  careless  as  to  the 
administration  of  an  anrosthetic?  It 
appears  to  me  to  establish  the  opinion 
of  Dr.  Haughton.  He  was  exauiine<l 
on  this  point,  to  the  following  effect : — 

"  You  stated  that  you  had  no  confidonce  in  a 
mere  n^gulation  that  experiments  should  be  per- 
formed under  aniesthetics.  Could  you  jnve  us 
any  further  reasons  why  you  think  thuth  1 
need  not  tell  you  that  it  is  a  must  imp4jrtHnt 
part  of  tho  nuitter — well,  that  is  notorious 
amongst  physiologists.  Unless  the  tiling  1h>  in- 
spected, I  would  not  trust  to  it  that  complete 
anaesthesia  would  bo  produced.  I  would  not 
trust  the  enthusiast  who  is  dissecting  to  keep 
it  up  always  as  long  as  it  was  necdtKl."    (1892.) 

"  Wo  have  heard  that  he  would  bo  likely  to 
do  it  for  the  sake  of  the  o])eration  itself  because 
he  woulil  perfonn  it  ^ath  much  greater  eawj 
under  anjesthesia ':  If  it  would  facilitate  his 
operation  it  would,  of  course,  always  be  used 
by  him,  but  not  always  if  it  would  not  facilitate 
it'."     (1893.) 

"  You  would  not  approve  of  its  being  taken 
out  of  the  operation  of  the  criminal  Acts  against 
cruelty  if  auwsthesia  was  used  h — Most  certainly 
not,  because  I  know  the  practice  is  to  use  tho 
anaesthesia  very  imperfectly,  and  when  the  con- 
trolling eye  is  gone  to  drop  the  use  of  it  alto- 
gether."   {\^^,) 
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Does  not  this  render  the  recommenda- 
tion in  the  Eeport,  as  to  the  use  of 
anrosthetics,  of  doubtful  value?  Does 
it  not  add  force  to  the  opinion  expressed 
by  Sir  William  Fergusson  ? — 

"I  think  there  is  a  great  weakness  on  the 
part  of  those  who  try  to  make  it  appear  that 
vivisection  on  the  lower  animals  may  now  be 
more  readily  done  than  it  could  be  before  because 
an  experiment  at  the  time  of  an  animal  being 
inAcnsible  is  really  of  little  or  no  value." 
(1080.) 

All  this  confirms  my  belief  in  the  accu- 
racy of  the  opinion  expressed  by  a  well- 
known  physiologist  (Dr.  Hoggan)  that 
aneesthetics  are  rather  a  curse  than  a 
blessing  to  the  lower  creatures,  because 
they  tend  to  lull  public  feeling  towards 
vivisectors  rather  than  pain  in  the  vivi- 
sected. Again,  on  page  1 3  of  the  Report, 
I  find  the  opinion  of  Sir  James  Paget  is 
quoted  on  the  subject  of  snake  poison  in 
India.     Sir  James  is  of  opinion  that  it 
will  be  impossible  to  discover  an  anti- 
dote without  experiments  on  animals. 
It  seems  to  me  worthy  of  note,  that  no 
reference  is  made  to  the  opinion  of  Dr. 
Swaine  Taylor  on  this  subject,  as  given 
in  answer  to  Question  1206.    Dr.  Taylor 
is  a  great  authority  on  poisons,  and  his 
opinion  may  surely  be  considered  as  of 
some  weight.     Dr.  Taylor  was  expressly 
questioned  upon  this  subject.     He  was 
informed  as  to  Sir  James  Paget's  opinion, 
and  was  asked  to  say  whether  he  agreed 
with  it.      The  reply  was  *'  I  do  not." 
Yet  the  Report  does  not  refer  to  this 
opinion  expressed  by  Dr.  Taylor.     On 
page  16,  I  find  that  Sir  James  Paget's 
opinion  is  again  quoted,  with  reference 
to  legislative  interference  with  vivisec- 
tion.    He  advocates  the  establishment 
of  a  medical  council  to  authorize  experi- 
ments ;    being  of  opinion  that  though 
one  man  might  do  something  unreason- 
able or  unnecessary,  the  joint  opinion  of 
three  or  four  members  of  the  Medical 
Profession  would  be  a  guarantee  against 
such  abuses.     Now,  Sir,  this  bears  on 
the  Bill  under  consideration.     The  idea 
of   Sir  James    Paget  is  in   some  sort 
adopted  in  Clause  11.     I  ask,  why  is 
there  no  reference  in  the  Report  to  the 
fact    given  in    evidence    by    Professor 
Haugliton  ? — 

"  The  recent  trial  at  Norwich  has  established 
the  fact  that  in  a  public  medical  cong^ss  and 
sanctioned  by  a  majority  of  the  members,  an 
experiment  was  tried  which  has  since  been 
formally  pronounced  by  two  of  the  most  emi- 
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nent  sur^ns  in  the  kingdom  to  have  been 

*  cruel  and  unnecessary.'  "   (1867.) 

Has  this  no  bearing  on  the  reoommenda- 
tion  of  the  Royal  Commission?  Once 
more,  on  page  16,  Dr.  Ratherfoid  ii 
brought  forward  as  an  authority  for 
experiments  without  ansBsthetics,  in  lec- 
tures to  students.  He  says  that  it  is  im- 
portant to  exhibit  to  a  class  the  action  of 
strychnine.  When  the  Commission  quote 
Dr.  Rutherford,  why  do  they  not  also 
quote  Dr.  Taylor  ?  Is  not  he  an  equaUj 
good  authority  ?    What  does  he  say?— 


''  With  regard  to  strychnine  I  think  in 

of  the  evidence  alreaay  before  ns  it  hat  been 
said  that  it  lA  important  that  medical  practi- 
tioners, when  they  are  students,  ahoold  eee  tki 
operation  of  8try<mnine  upon  aniwiale  to  eeehov 
it  causes  death.  Is  that  your  opinion?— I 
really  do  not  consider  it  aMolutely  neoetnir. 
(1218.)  .  .  .  There  is  something  very  dreadlil 
in  the  operation  of  strychnine  upon  an  animal; 
no  doubt  it  suffers  agonizing  pain."    (1219.) 

**  In  your  judgment  at  the  present  day  an 
the  symptoms  of  poisoning  by  strychnine  so  wtQ 
established  that  it  is  unneoesaary  to  riiov 
students  the  operation  itself,  in  order  to  enabk 
them  to  see  what  the  effect  of  strychnine  ia^— I 
think  it  quite  unnecessary."  (1222.)  .... 
"There  really  is  no  point  to  be  gained  by 
poisoning  an  animal  with  strychnine ;  we  gam 
nothing  by  it,  and  in  my  opinion  it  ia  a  end 
experiment."     (1179.) 

There  is  one  other  instance  which,  in  my 
opinion,  affords  proof  of  a  bias  in  the 
Report  in  favour  of  yivisection,  to  which 
I  must  refer.  There  was  given  in  eri- 
dence  a  remarkable  opinion  by  the  late 
Sir  Charles  Bell  with  reference  to  the 
value  of  vivisection.  No  notice  is  taken 
of  it  in  the  Report.  Sir  Charles  Bell  is 
reported  to  have  said  or  written  (see  Th$ 
Timesy  August  1 3th,  1863,  quoted  by 
Mr.  Colam  in  his  evidence) — 

"  Experiments  (vivisections)  have  never  beem 
the  means  of  discovery ;  and  the  survey  of  what 
has  been  done  of  late  years  will  prove  that  the 
opening  of  li\'ing  animals  has  done  more  to  per^ 
petuate  error,  than  to  enforce  the  just  views 
taken  from  anatomy  and  the  natural  motiona." 

But  Sir,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  there  was 
no  searching  cross-examination  of  any- 
body, to  ascertain  when  this  opinion  was 
given — under  what  circumstances  and 
how  it  was  given,  what  is  the  authority 
for  it  and  the  value  of  it.  Sir  Charles 
Bell  was  a  great  physiologist.  The  Re- 
port does  not  mention  his  opinion. 
Haller  is  quoted — Harvey  is  quoted-— > 
not  Bell.  Is  it  surprising,  with  this  ten- 
dency to  ignore  the  evidence  of 
unfavourable    to    vivisection,   that 
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dumld  be  unable  to  accept  the  conclu- 
sions and  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mission ?  I  say,  Sir,  that  this  Bill, 
based  on  the  Report  of  the  Hoyal  Com- 
mission, will  not  satisfy  the  country.  I 
know  that  if  we  pass  this  Bill  the  dis- 
appointment of  many  persons  will  be 
Terr  great :  they  would  rather  have  no 
Bill  at  all.  The  vast  majority  of  those 
who  have  petitioned  this  House  on  the 
sabjeot  are  in  favour  of  the  total  pro- 
hibition of  vivisection.  A  Betum  has 
been  recently  laid  on  the  Table,  showing 
that  the  number  of  petitioners,  asking 
for  prohibition,  is  146,889,  whilst  only 
1,520  ask  for  restriction  to  be  placed  on 
the  practice.  I  ask,  what  will  be  the 
practical  effect  of  this  Bill  if  it  pass  into 
law  ?  Will  not  Dr.  Ferrier  continue  to 
slice  away  the  brains  of  his  unfortunate 
monkeys,  bit  by  bit — and  under  a  cer- 
tificate— I  presume  he  will  have  one,  if 
he  choose — without  ansssthetics,  even  in 
the  presence  of  the  Inspector;  and  to 
apply  his  electrodes  to  the  tenderest 
of  the  body  of  his  miserable  victim  ? 
Oh ! "]  Have  hon.  Members  read 
le  accounts  given  in  evidence  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Dr.  Ferrier  ?  [**Oh!"t  It 
may  be  disagreeable ;  it  is  very  painful  to 
read  and  to  hear  these  details  —  but  I 
must  refer  to  them.  I  quote  from  ''  Pro- 
oeedings  of  the  Eoyal  Society."  (Page 
276  of  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sion.)— 

**  The  ganglia  were  subjected  to  experimenta- 
tion in  the  following  seven  cases  .  .  .  .  YI. 
In  this  case  irritation  of  the  right  anterior 
tubercle  (nates^  caused  intense  dilation  of  both 
puj^ls — especially  beginning  in  the  left— elova- 
tioni  of  the  eyebrows,  and  turning  of  the  eye- 
iMdLi  upward  and  to  the  left,  at  the  same  time 
that  the  head  was  turned  in  the  same  direction, 
with  an  intensely  pathetic  expression.  Mo- 
mentary application  of  the  electrodes  to  the 
posterior  tubinrdes  (testes)  caused  the  animal  to 
Dark  loudly,  the  sound  passing  with  longer 
■timnlation  into  erery  conceivable  variation  of 
bowling  and  screaming. .  .  .  XII.  .  .  .  when  the 
^Tiimftl  was  nearly  dead,  irritation  of  the  testes 
caused  only  powenul  retraction  of  the  angles  of 
the  mouth,  so  as  to  shew  the  firmly  clenched 
teeth.*' 

Sir,  I  read  that  account  with  disgust  and 
indignation.  I  know  they  say  these  ex- 
periments were  performed  under  ansE^- 
tketics,  and  would  make  it  appear  that 
the  animal  suffers  no  more  than  the 
wires  of  a  pianoforte.  They  will  not 
persuade  the  public  of  that.  The  im- 
pgssston  will  prerail  that  there  was  at 
'  mm xmte imperfeot  narcosis:  and  people 
«^«iffl  not  mgei  Dr.  Feaier^s  evidence; 


when  they  obserre  his  experiments.  He 
said  (3246)— 

*'  I  should  say that  where 

the  administration  of  an  anoDsthetic  would  pre- 
judice the  object  for  which  the  experiment  was 
conceived,  then  the  experiment  is  still  justifiable, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it  might  infiict  a 
certain  amoimt  of  pain  on  the  animal." 

I  repeat  that  I  read  the  account  of  these 
experiments  with  disgust  and  indigna- 
tion. They  manifest,  in  my  opinion,  a 
refinement  of  cruelty,  to  be  punished, 
not  to  be  protected,  by  law.  They 
manifest  a  refinement  of  cruelty  which 
renders  the  operator,  in  my  opinion, 
quite  unfit  to  be  trusted  with  the  care  of 
an  animal,  much  less  of  a  human  being. 
When  it  comes  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
public  that  these  are  the  practices  of  a 
medical  man  who  has  free  access  to  the 
lunatic  asylums  of   the  West    Biding, 

?ublic  indignation  will  know  no  bounds, 
wish  to  know  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend  whether  he  considers  that  the 
published  accounts  of  Dr.  Ferrier's  pro- 
ceedings disqualify  him  from  holding  a 
licence  or  a  certificate  under  this  Bill  ? 
If  not,  it  may  well  be  regarded  as  a 
Physiologist's  Protection  Bill.  Dr. 
Sibson,  in  like  manner,  under  the 
theory  that  **  there  is  veiy  little  suffer- 
ing inflicted"  in  baking,  freezing,  or 
"carefully  starving"  (they  are  his  own 
words)  animals,  may,  if  he  chooses, 
practice  these  experiments,  which  are 
m  his  estimation  ''the  reverse  of  pain- 
ful." (4745.  4749.)  Dr.  Rutherford, 
under  this  Bill,  may  go  on  with  his 
biliary  fistula,  and  subject  not  40  but 
100  dogs,  if  he  likes,  to  protracted  pain, 
of  which  Dr.  McKendrick  tells  us  that 
it  is  "  very  considerable."  Dr.  Legg  may 
gratify  his  scientific  crotchets  on  an  un- 
numbered series  of  wretched  cats  left  to 
pine  away  in  misery — and  all  with  im- 
punity, under  the  protection  of  the  law ! 
When  all  this  is  understood ;  when  it  is 
understood  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
can  only  withdraw  a  licence  in  extreme 
cases  and  that  the  secrets  of  the  torture- 
chambers  will  rarely  reach  his  ears ; 
when  the  public  read  the  Blue  Book, 
and  the  details  of  the  horrible  practices 
come  to  be  known ;  when  they  under- 
stand that  in  registered  places,  and  by 
licensed  persons,  these  practices  may  be 
pursued  with  impunity,  I  do  not  doubt 
the  result.  England  will  ring  from  one 
end  to  the  other  with  the  ci^  that  they 
shall  be  stopped.    1.  c«xm.o\i  X^^^^  Vk^^ 
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Englishmen  will  ever  permit  cruelty  to 
be  perpetrated  in  the  name  of  science. 
I  regret,  Sir,  that  the  doctors  have  taken 
up  the  subject  in  the  way  in  which  they 
have  done  ;  that  the  leaders  of  the  Pro- 
fession Iiave  identified  themselves  with 
tlie  practice  of  vivisection.  They  think 
they  have  great  power,  it  is  true.  I 
admit  that  their  influence  is  very  power- 
ful ;  but  there  are  things  more  powerful 
than  the  influence  of  the  doctors,  and 
one  of  them  is,  that  English  feeling 
which  has  been  outraged.  I  cannot  be- 
lieve that  Englishmen  will  suffer  cruelty 
to  be  veiled  under  the  guise  of  science, 
or  will  tolerate,  in  England,  in  the 
nineteenth  century,  practices  worthy 
only  of  the  dark  ages. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  that  the  question 
before    the  House  was   whether    they 
should  read  that  Bill  the  second  time  or 
not,  and  that  depended  on  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  itself  and  on  the  character  of 
the  persons  who  were  to  be  affected  by 
them.     As  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
itself,   the  right    hon.  Gentleman    the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  gained  rather  more  advantage 
than  he  was  entitled  to  by  the  very  con- 
ciliator}' manner  in  which  he  had  opened 
that  discussion,  because  no  doubt  he  had 
persuaded  hon.  Members  who  had  not 
looked   carefully  into   the  matter,  that 
the  Bill  was  oxoot^dingly  mild  and  gentle ; 
that  it  was  a  Bill  to  which  no  reasonable 
j>orson  would  ol)ji.H.'t,  and  one  from  which 
the  sting  had  been  taken  by  the  sugges- 
tions that  he  had  made,  and  that  there- 
fore the  House  ought  to  accept  it  as  a 
satisfactory  settlement  of  the  question. 
Now,  for  himself,  he  was  sorry  to  say 
that,  with  everj-  wish  to  meet  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  half-way,  his  opinion  on 
that  matter  would  not  allow  him  to  do 
so.     Ho  regarded  that  measure  as  a  very 
harsh  and  severe  measure,  and  thought 
its  harshness  and  severity  were  aggra- 
vated by  the  character  of  the  pei»ple 
against  whom — and  against  wliom  alone 
— it  was  dirtvted.     It  began  by  declar- 
ing an   entirely   new  oll'ence — namely, 
that  of  performing  on  an   animal  any 
experiment  caleulattHi  to  give  pain.   The 
House   was    pn>bably    aware    that    no 
punishment  by  the  law  of  England  was 
attached  to  the  moral  offence  of  giving 
pain,  and  therefore  the  present  Bill  was 
an   attempt    to    make  a  new  criminal 
offence.      Having  commenced    by   this 
rather  strong  measure,  the  Bill  went  on 
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to  set  out  Severn  different  things  that 
must  be   done  in  order   to  avmd  the 
penalties  it  imposed.     In  addition  to  thai 
there  were  four  different  means  bj  war 
of  certificate  by  which  a  person  oodd 
obtain  a  relaxation  of  the  seren  different 
things  with  which  they  were  called  npot 
to  comply.      Very  g^at   powers  was 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  no 
experiment  could  be  performed  exo^ 
upon  licensed  premises.     The  langnagt 
of  the  Bill  was  such  as  to  lead  to  IIm 
supposition   that   the    persons   agaisfC 
whom  it  was  directed  were  persons  en- 
gaged   in    a  disreputable  or   doabtfd 
trade,  who  were  unworthy  of  trust  and 
had  wicked  propensities,   and    agsiut 
whom  the  most  stringent  precautionB  had 
to  be  taken.    There  was  no  precedent 
for  any  Bill  of  this  kind  except  by  that 
furnished  by  measures  directed  agtiaflt 
persons  who  in  years  gone  bj  need  to  he 
called  '' body-snatchers,"  and  this  fiMt 
was  by  no  means  complimentary  to  tiis 
Medical  Profession,  against  whom  thu 
measure  of  exceptional  severity  was  pro- 
posed to  be  enacted.      Had  the  Homo 
Secretaiy  thought  fit  to  incorporate  in  a 
Bill  the  four  excellent  rules  laid  down 
by  the  British  Association,  he  oould  hare 
entertained  no  objection  to  it.    Itvai 
one  thing  to  make  the  laws  for  putting 
down  wicked  or  immoral  or  cmel  prac- 
tices, and  it  was  another  to  estabhsL  a 
machinery'  of  inspection  and  supervinon 
which  was  to  the  last  degree  an  insult  t<> 
an  educated  and  scientific  body  of  men. 
and  which  imposed  a  stigma  upon  them 
which  nothing  could  wash  away.    He 
objected  to  the  Bill  because  it  was,  in 
his  opinion,  one  of  the  most  stringent 
and  degrading  character  directed  againi-t 
the  Medical  Profession,  telling  them  in 
so  many  words  that  they  were  not  to  be 
trusted    to    conduct    experiments,    an<l 
placing  them  in  the  hands  of  a  daai  of 
officials.     If  wrong,  he  should  be  mort 
happy  to  be  corrected ;  but  he  challenged 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretair 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  ^) 
produce  any  precedent  for  the  measure 
except   in    the  case  of    those  directed 
against    persons    labouring    under  the 
gravest  suspicion.      The  next  question 
was  —  who   were  the  persons  against 
whom  the    Bill   was    dfirected?     Thej 
were  the  physiologists.     And  who  ware 
the  physiologists?    They  were  almost 
without  exception  medical  men.    If  psr- 
!  s^ius  possessing  no  medical  Imovleofft 
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took  upon  themselves  to  tamper  with  the 
Kfe  or  the  sensations  of  inferior  animals, 
he  should  not  object  to  a  measure  being 
pftased  to  put  a  stop  to  such  a  practice ; 
out  what  he  objected  to  was  that  a  num- 
ber of  gentlemen  who  had  received  the 
Shest  medical  education,  who  had 
en  degrees  of  the  highest  merit,  men 
to  whom  the  most  precious  lives  and  the 
noei  important  secrets,  involving  the 
liappiness  of  families,  were  entrusted, 
who  often  had  to  exercise  judicial  and 
fUMt-judicial  functions,  and  who,  with 
zare  exceptions,  justified  the  confidence 
reposed  in  them,  were  to  be  subjected  to 
■apervision  and  restraint  as  though  they 
were  capable  of  the  most  cruel  and 
wicked  acts.  He  was  surprised  that  any 
Amount  of  popular  clamour  or  expression 
of  feeling  on  the  part  of  ignorant  per- 
eons  oould  have  induced  ^r  Majesty's 
Gh)yemment  to  introduce  a  measure  that 
was  so  manifestly  unfair  and  unjust  as 
the  present.  While  the  possession  of  the 
memoal  degree  did  not,  perhaps,  insure, 
it  gave  sound  and  reasonable  ground  for 
beUeving  that  men  who  had  passed 
■evere  examinations,  and  who  had 
proved  themselves  to  be  of  competent 
■kill  oould  be  trusted  in  matters  of  this 
kind  without  their  being  fettered  by  the 
zestrictions  now  proposed  to  be  imposed 
upon  them.  If  there  were  any  doubt 
upon  the  point  he  need  only  appeal  to 
the  Beport  of  the  Commission  to  remove 
it.  Although  he  was  unable  to  agree  in 
the  recommendations  of  that  Commis- 
aion,  yet  he  must  say  that  their  Eeport 
bore  the  most  ample  testimony  to  the 
humanity  and  the  good  feeling  of  the 
Medical  Profession  and  also  to  that  of 
the  medical  students.  In  these  circum- 
stances, he  was  entitled  to  ask  where 
was  the  ground  for  this  extraordinary 
legislation,  for  this  inspection  and  re- 
peating, for  this  creation  of  a  new  of- 
fenee,  and  all  the  machinery  contained 
in  the  Bill  ?  What  had  the  Medical 
Profession  done  that  it  should  be  sub- 
jected to  such  insulting  and  degrading 
restrictions  ?  It  might,  perhaps,  be  said 
that  notwithstanding  their  high  opinion 
of  the  Medical  Profession,  the  Oommis- 
siou  had  recommended  that  some  strin- 
gent measure  should  be  passed,  but  let 
ue  Oommissioners  answer  that.  He 
soof essod  that  it  certainly  was  inexpli- 
uhle  to  him  that,  entertaining  that  high 
^mk  of  the  Profession,  they  should 
such  a  conclusion.  Plato 


had  said  that  the  people  of  his  Republic, 
being  well  trained  up,  would  require  but 
few  laws ;  yet  here  were  a  class  of  edu- 
cated gentlemen,  admirably  trained  up, 
for  whom  the  House  of  Commons  was 
asked  to  legislate  in  the  most  stringent 
manner.  Turning  to  another  branch  of 
the  subject,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
this  Bill  was  drawn  up  without  the 
slightest  reference  to  the  existing  state 
of  the  law  in  England,  insomuch  that 
that  law  was  entirely  confined  to  do- 
mestic animals.  Under  the  present  law 
any  person  who  cruelly  illtreated  a 
domestic  animal  was  liable  to  a  penalty 
of  £5,  or  to  two  months'  imprisonment, 
and  that  was  the  whole  of  the  law  on 
the  subject  of  cruelty  to  animals  in  this 
country,  with  the  exception  of  some  pro- 
visions against  bull- baiting,  badger- 
drawing,  and  cock-fighting,  which  were 
directed  rather  against  riotous  assem- 
bling^ and  breaches  of  the  peace  than 
in  favour  of  humanity.  The  law  did 
not  say  a  word  in  favour  of  non-domes- 
tic animals ;  so  far  as  they  were  con- 
cerned, their  charter  of  freedom  and 
mercy  had  not  yet  been  begun  to  be 
written  in  the  legislation  of  this  coun- 
try. By  the  Bill  two  blacks  were  made 
a  white — that  was  to  say,  the  infliction 
of  pain,  which  was  not  a  crime,  and  the 
trying  of  an  experiment,  which  was  not 
a  crime,  when  added  together  made  a 
crime,  and  the  result  was  that  —  in 
which  it  was  justified — in  the  only  case 
in  which  the  suffering  of  animals  could 
be  entirely  justified  by  the  end  in 
view  the  infliction  of  it  was  made 
penal.  The  crime  created  by  the  Bill 
was  not  the  infliction  of  pain  upon  an 
animal,  but  the  infliction  of  that  pain 
for  the  purposes  of  experiment  for  the 
benefit  of  mankind.  Let  him  put  a  case 
by  way  of  illustration.  It  was  said  that 
by  the  infliction  of  torture  upon  a 
monkey,  the  animal  in  its  agony  could 
be  made  to  make  the  most  extraordinary 
and  grotesque  g^maces.  Supposing  a 
medical  man,  in  the  interests  of  human 
life,  inflicted  such  torture  upon  a  monkey 
by  way  of  experiment,  he  would  come 
within  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  and 
would  be  Hable  to  punishment.  But 
where  a  man  for  mere  amusement,  and 
to  gratify  a  morbid  curiosity,  inflicted 
the  same  torture,  in  order  to  witness 
these  grotesque  grimaces,  he  would  not 
come  within  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
and  would  not  be  UabVb  \a  ^xiscisSt^ssi^'^ 
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under  it.  Was  it  possible  to  reduce 
legislation  to  a  lower  depth  of  absur- 
dity ?  The  only  parallel  to  it  was  the 
defence  of  the  persons  charged  under 
the  Act  against  wounding  with  intent  to 
disfigure  that  they  had  wounded  a  man 
with  the  intent  not  to  disfigure  but  to 
murder  him.  Terrible  cruelties  were 
practised  in  the  preparation  of  food  for 
man  which  were  not  punishable  by  law. 
Thus,  turtles  were  hung  by  the  feet 
with  their  heads  downwards  for  24  hours 
before  they  were  killed,  in  order  that 
the  blood  might  settle  in  the  head  and 
the  meat  be  white  for  the  table,  and 
crabs  were  put  into  cold  water  and  were 
gradually  boiled  alive.  What,  then, 
was  the  course  that  ought  to  be  pur- 
sued? It  had  been  indicated  in  the 
Petition  presented  to  that  House  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Edinburgh,  which  had 
been  signed  by  upwards  of  3,000  medi- 
cal men,  in  which  they  urged  the 
Government  to  deal  with  the  general 
law  of  cruelty  to  animals,  and  to  lay 
down  rules  which  would  include  them- 
selves in  the  event  of  their  being  guilty 
of  wanton  cruelty,  but  not  to  pass  a 
measure  that  would  put  them,  as  £stinct 
from  the  general  community,  under  a 
peculiar  stigma.  He  also  ventured  to 
recommend  the  adoption  of  that  course 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  for  he 
was  satisfied  that  the  benefit  of  the 
human  race,  and  even  of  animals,  was 
concerned  in  the  advancement  of  phy- 
siology, and  that  they  would  be  acting 
cruelly  if  they  put  a  stop  to  it.  He 
therefore  trusted  that  they  would  in- 
troduce a  Bill  prohibiting  all  acts  of 
cruelty  towards  inferior  animals,  whe- 
ther domestic  or  non-domestic,  and  pre- 
vent them  being  subjected  to  any  suffer- 
ing at  human  hands  at  all.  But  even  if 
such  a  measure  were  passed,  it  should 
contain  an  exception  in  favour  of  the 
very  men  against  whom  the  present 
measure  was  directed,  who  should  be 
allowed  under  proper  restrictions  to  make 
experiments  which  had  for  their  object 
the  benefit  not  only  of  the  human  race 
but  of  the  animals  themselves.  They 
would  thus  do  away  with  all  the  inspec- 
tion and  certification,  and  the  law  would 
then  work  in  the  old  English  way — it 
would  work  itself.  They  would  not  only 
have  then  adopted  an  efficient  way  of 
putting  down  all  real  cruelty,  but  would 
have   proclaimed  the  great  charter  of 
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mercy  to  the  whole  creation.  Tkej 
would  then  have  done  far  more  to  make 
it  impossible  that  any  cruelty  could  be 
practised  in  particular  cases  than  if  they 
multiplied  all  these  small  precantioiis  lo 
as  to  form  the  staple  of  the  BilL  Ht 
protested  against  a  measure  of  this  kind, 
which  was  framed  upon  spurious  ideti 
of  mercy,  and  hoped  that  the  Hoom 
would  not  allow  it  to  pass,  at  all  erenti, 
in  its  present  shape. 

Me.  PERCY  WTNDHAM,  in  op- 
posing  the  Bill,  said,  he  wished  to  poiat 
out  that,  even  if  the  number  of  eentie- 
men  who  would  be  affected  by  this  M 
was  only  12  or  20  it  was  none  the  k« 
incumbent  upon  the  House  to  see  that 
justice  was  done  them  irreepeotife  of 
any  clamour  which  might  have  ariten 
on  this  subject  out-of-doors.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  just  al- 
luded to  the  Heport  of  the  Oommiaakak 
and  it  appeared  that  by  the  adoption  of 
a  very  unusual  course  the  GK>yenuiuat 
measure  went  far  beyond  the  reoon- 
mendations  which  that  Report  oontaioad. 
It  was  quite  evident  that  the  Ghyron- 
ment,  doubtless  owing  to  pressure  that 
had  been  broueht  to  bear  upon  than 
from  influential  quarters,  had  intmdfid 
at  one  time  to  make  this  measure  erei 
more  stringent  than  it  was  at  present, 
and  he  had  seen  with  considerable  aatii- 
faction  the  Amendments  proposed  by  the 
Government  as  an  indication  of  their 
intention  to  somewhat  retrace  their  steps 
in  that  direction.  Those  who  advocated 
these  restrictions  being  placed  upon 
medical  men,  on  the  ground  that  to  an- 
thorize  vivisection  was  to  legalize  cruelty, 
should  not  forget  that  the  laws  of  na- 
ture in  connection  with  animal  life  were 
all  cruel,  and  therefore  everything  whidi 
was  done  as  regarded  it  must  neceaaarilr 
be  connected  with  torture.  But  the 
motive  with  which  these  experiments 
were  undertaken  more  than  palliated— 
entirely  removed  —  any  cruelty  which 
might  be  supposed  to  attend  them ;  and. 
in  his  opinion,  it  was  perfectly  astounding 
that  men  who  spent  their  lives  and  their 
fortunes  in  inflicting  death  and  pain  in 
some  shape  or  another  on  the  inferior 
animals,  as  a  matter  of  sport,  should 
have  taken  an  active  part  in  the  agita- 
tion in  favour  of  this  Bill.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill  on  three  grounda— 
flrst,  that  it  proposed  to  enact  that  plaeea 
should  be  registered  for  the  purpoae  of 
experiments  instead  of  Hcencea  bmng 
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giT«nio  indiTidnals  to  oonduot  them; 
Moondly,  tliat  it  authorized  the  appoint- 
ment of  Inspectors  by  the  Home  oecre- 
tftiT ;  and  thirdly,  that  it  exempted  dogs 
•ad  cats  from  experiments.  In  his  opi- 
aion,  there  should  be  no  exemptions  in 
a  Bill  of  this  character. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIE :  Sir,  there 
are  two  Bills  relating  to  vivisection  before 
liiia  House.  The  Government  Bill  ad- 
mits its  necessity,  but  regulates  its  prac- 
tice so  as  to  prevent  or  diminish  animal 
suffering.  Tne  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lancaster  (Mr.  Holt)  is  of  muctf 
wider  scope,  both  in  what  it  prevents 
and  admits.  It  wholly  prohibits  physi- 
elogists  from  making  experiments  on 
living  animals ;  but  it  proposes  to  give 
the  sanction  of  the  law  (I  think  for  the 
first  time)  to  all  those  cruel  cuttings  and 
mutilations  which  man  performs  on  do- 
mestic animals  to  make  them  of  more 
use  to  him.  Now,  these  two  Bills  fairly 
xepreeent  the  phases  of  public  feeling  on 
this  subject.  The  thorough  prohibition 
of  scientific  vivisection  is  aimed  at  the 
praotioes  of  about  a  dozen  physiologists 
all  through  the  Kingdom,  although  not 
one  instance  of  cruelty  has  been  esta- 
Uiahed  against  them  during  the  three 
jears'  agitation  of  the  subject.  And  the 
Mone  Bm  throws  a  legal  mantle  of  pro- 
ieotion  around  the  thousands  of  our 
eountrymen  who  hunt,  who  slaughter, 
who  maim  animals  either  for  pleasure 
or  profit.  I  know  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man thinks  he  has  Scriptural  warranty 
in  the  gprant  of  animals  to  man  for  food, 
bnt  it  is  difficult  to  include  in  such 
a  warranty  the  hunting  of  foxes  or  even 
ordinary  sport.  There  is  another  Scrip- 
tural authority  which  tells  us  that  we 
Oiften  strain  at  gnats  and  swallow  camels, 
and  the  Bill  to  my  mind  rather  illustrates 
that  it 

M  Cknnpoimds  the  sins  it  is  inclined  to. 
By  H^THTiing  those  it  has  no  mind  to." 

The  OoTemment  Bill,  on  the  other  hand, 
eettles  itself  on  one  portion  of  the  field 
of  omelty  and  resolves  to  regulate  that. 
13iere  is  this  full  justification  for  such  a 
oourse,  that  all  unavoidable  animal  suf- 
fsring  ought  to  be  repressed.  Only  do 
not  let  us  be  under  a  misapprehension. 
We  propose  to  regulate  one  minute 
oomer  of  the  vast  field  of  the  cruelty  of 
the  world.  When  we  do  so  we  are 
liound  to  survey  the  whole  field  for  legis- 
lation on  a  future  occasion.  Because 
when  onr  legislative  consdence^has  been 


once  awakened  it  cannot  be  stifled  by  a 
mere  action  of  infinitesimal  magnitude. 
Let  us  then  understand  that  we  are  now 
occupied  with  the  discussion  of  an  insig- 
nificant and  scarcely  perceptible  corner 
in  the  great  field  of  cruelty  in  the  world. 
All  nature  is  red-handed.  Animals  prey 
upon  each  other  and  even  rejoice  in  tor- 
ture. Their  very  instincts  are  formed  in 
the  attempt  of  one  class  of  animals 
chasing  others  to  eat  them  alive,  and  of 
the  latter  trying  to  escape  being  caught. 
Man  is  no  exception.  He  is  an  omnivo- 
rous animal,  with  carnivorous  propen- 
sities. He  chases,  fishes,  hunts,  slaugh- 
ters, with  a  keen  zest  for  enjoyment.  In 
the  midst  of  his  daily  exercise  of  cruelty, 
he  hears  with  horror  that  a  dozen  physi- 
ologists in  this  country  inflict  sufl'ering 
on  animals,  not  in  the  warm  pursuit  of 
the  chase,  but  in  what  seems  to  him  a 
cold-blooded  pursuit  of  knowledge ;  and 
his  conscience  is  aroused  against  them, 
but  not  against  himself.  He  forgets 
that  it  is  not  only  in  the  excitement  of 
the  chase  that  cruelty  is  inflicted.  Agri- 
culturists are  vivisectors  on  a  huge 
scale.  We  scarcely  eat  a  mutton  chop 
unless  the  sheep  has  been  cruelly  cas- 
trated. Cattle  are  treated  in  the  same 
way  ;  and  even  female  animals,  such  as 
sows,  are  subjected  to  a  severe  operation 
when  they  are  spayed.  The  very  horses 
which  we  ride  have  been  mutilated  by  a 
cruel  and  painful  operation  when  young. 
Minor  vivisections  are  of  constant  occur- 
rence. Farmers  cut  off  the  tails  of  sheep, 
or  snip  out  portions  of  the  ears  of  ani- 
mals, but  no  one  calls  them  vivisectors. 
Cruelty  in  supplying  us  with  food  has 
hitherto  not  been  subject  to  legislation, 
though  I  hope  it  will  be  as  a  sequel  to 
this  Bill.  I  know  nothing  more  cruel 
than  the  mode  of  suplying  rabbits  to  the 
Billingsgate  market.  They  are  caught 
in  traps,  and  struggle  through  the  whole 
night  in  cruel  anguish,  often  with  broken 
legs,  till  the  keeper  comes  in  the  morning 
to  put  them  out  of  their  misery.  We 
crimp  salmon,  cod,  and  skate,  when 
alive.  We  throw  lobsters  into  boiling 
water,  or,  what  is  worse,  put  the  living 
lobster  into  cold  water  and  gradually 
boil  it.  Now,  if  one  of  our  dozen  physi- 
ologists was  to  describe  a  single  experi- 
ment made  with  such  a  reckless  disre- 
gard of  animal  suffering  as  is  daily  per- 
petrated in  preparing  animals  for  food, 
he  would  be  scouted  by  his  brother 
physiologists  and  be  dxiN^u  Q\i\.  ^1  >^^ 
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Kingdom.    Against  suoli  wholesale  and 
wanton  acts    of   cruelty    as    these    no 
clamour    has    been    raised.      A    mere 
ministration  to  the  appetite  of  one  man 
is  thought  to  justify  any  amount  of  ani- 
mal suffering ;  but  the  profit  to  the  whole 
human  race  of  a  successful   and  well- 
devised  physiological  experiment  is  no 
excuse  to  the  man  of  science  if  he  inflict 
suffering  in  the  pursuit  of  knowledge. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary 
intends  to  modify  this  Bill  materially, 
but  had  it  passed  into  law  in  its  present 
form,  see  how  different  would  have  been 
the  position  of  two  men  in  regard  to 
cruelty.     Let  us  take  an  oyster  for  illus- 
tration.    Any  man  to  gratify  his  appe- 
tite may  do  what  he  likes  with  a  living 
oyster.     He  vivisects  it  when  he  cuts  its 
muscular  attachment  to  the  shell;  he  may 
subject  it  to  as  intense  pain  as  its  low  or- 
ganization is  susceptible  of  by  covering 
it  with  vinegar  and  pepper.     He  may 
vivisect  it  in  his  mouth  by  the  action  of 
his  teeth,  or  he  may  swallow  it  whole 
to  be   slowly  killed  in  his  stomach  by 
the  gradual  action  of  its  gastric  juice, 
just  as  fishing  birds  do  with  the  fish 
which  they  swallow.     Now  turn  to  the 
physiologist.     Had  this  $ill  become  law 
in  its  present  form,  if  my  friend   Dr. 
Sharpey,  in    his  researches  on  ciliary 
movements,  were  to  cut  an  oyster  and 
put  it  under  the  microscope,   without 
registering  his  house  and  receiving  ,a 
certificate  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  < 
this  Bill  would  have  fined  him  £50  or 
£100  pounds,  or  have  given  him  three 
months'  imprisonment.     What  I   want 
the  House  clearly  to  understand  is,  that 
all  the  animal  suffering  which  will  be 
prevented  when  this  Bill  becomes  law  is 
quite  microscopic  when  contrasted  with 
the  suffering  which  will  continue  outside 
its  operations.      Nevertheless,   I    fully 
admit    that    is    no    argument    against 
legislation.     All  that  it  justifies  me  in 
contending  is,  that  we  must  not  legislate 
unreasonably  under  the  influence  of  a 
sentimental  panic,    which    arose    from 
an    imperfect  acquaintance  with   facts, 
although    now   the  Royal  Commission 
has  done  much  good  service  in  putting 
them  in  their   true  light.     There   are, 
however,     well-grounded     reasons     for 
legislation,  and  these  operated  upon  me 
last  year  when  I  introduced  a  Bill  on  the 
same  subject.     Though  the  Bill  was  in- 
troduced by  me,  it  was  in  reality  pre- 
pared   by  very  eminent  physiologists, 
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among  whom  I  may  mentioii  Iffr.  Dinria, 
Mr.  Huxley,  and  Dr.  Bordon  SandenoBi 
and  was  approved  by  the  beads  of  tiie 
two  Colleges  in  London.     It  is  obvioiii, 
therefore,  that  physiologists  themsdfw 
were  early  in  the  field  in  recognitiQn  of 
the  necessity  for  legislation ;    and  I  will 
explain  why  they  were  so.     Thej  kMv, 
as  the  Boyal  Commission  has  sinoe  toU 
the  public,  that  they  uniformly  adopted 
methods  for  preventing  animal  suffBring 
or  for  mitigating  it  in  the  few  instanoei 
in  which  it  is  inevitable,  and  they  desnd 
^hat  this  customary  obligation  should  be 
made  statutory  in  order  to  inform  and 
relieve  the  public  mind.  It  is  an  obviooi 
duty  of  men  of  science  to   use  all  the 
means  for  the  relief  of  animal  sofferinc 
which  their  own  researches  have  placed 
at  their  disposal.  For  instance,  the  great 
physician   Sir  James  Simpson  was  an 
active  experimentalist  on  animals,    la 
his  desire  to  relieve  animal  suffering  he 
discovered  the  use  of  chloroform  aa  aa 
anassthetic.      After  that  discoveiy  Iw. 
and  every  other  physiologist,  were  bond 
to  use  this  scientific  discovery  to  prerent 
pain,  especially  when  it  was  inflicted  br 
themselves.     This  moral  obligation  vai 
recognized  by  the  Medical  Profeaaioa, 
and  was  acted  upon  by  physiologiita 
This  the  Hoyal  Commission  fully  adnuti. 
The  custom  of  using  anaesthetics,  wba 
experiments  are  made   on   animali,  if 
already  universal  in  this  country,  and 
physiologists   are  willing  to   convert  a 
customary   into   a  statutory  obligatioo. 
But  this  will  not  satisfy  those  who  deaire 
to  abolish  vivisection.     There  are  some 
persons  both  inside  and  out<(ide  of  tliis 
House  who  honestly  think  that  experi- 
ments on   animals  are   unjustifiabia  at 
all  times,  and  that  they  never  produce 
benefit  to  man.     To  them  all  the  arravof 
beneficial  discoveries   described  in  the 
evidence  given  before  the   Hoyal  Com- 
mission have  no  meaning.      They  assert 
that   even  the   discovery   of  the  use  of 
chloroform  was  not  derived  through  ex- 
periments on  animals,  but  by  direct  ex- 
periment of  Sir  James  Simpson  on  him- 
self and  his  assistant.     This  may  be  so, 
for  he  was  a  bold  experimentalist;  but  I 
have  often  seen  him  try  experiments  for 
now  anajsthetics  on   animals.     Let  me 
instance   one  of  these.     I  drew  his  at- 
tention to  a  new  etherial  liquid  which  I 
thought  might  have  antesthetic  qualities. 
Sir  James  Simpson  was  so  struck  with  it 
that  he  desired  at  once  to  try  it  in  mj 
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UbomUn^.  I,  however,  refuted  to 
topply  him,  imlees  he  promised  me  to 
tij  it  first  on  rabbits.  On  administer- 
ia^  it  to  them  they  quickly  became  in- 
MnriUe,  and  duly  recovered.  Next 
aominff  Sir  James  Simpson  was  about 
to  inhale  it  himself,  but  on  looking  into 
ike  rabbit  hatch  he  found  all  the  animals 
dead.  Now,  the  extreme  anti-vivisec- 
ikmists  would  think  this  an  unjustifiable 
experiment.  I  do  not.  I  thmk  it  was 
m  amall  matter  that  the  rabbits  died,  but 
X  a  great  matter  that  the  life  of  my  dis- 
tmgoished  medical  friend  was  saved, 
and  that  for  years  after  he  lived  to  re- 
Ueive  the  sufferings  of  humanity  by  his 
MLperience  and  his  discoveries.  There 
ia  a  considerable  misapprehension  in  the 
public  mind  as  to  the  term ''  vivisection." 
It  does  not  mean  that  animals  are  cut 
open  to  see  what  goes  on  in  their  inside. 
Tnat  used  to  be  the  meaning  ages  ago  in 
the  infancnr  of  physiological  knowledge. 
Perhaps  that  was  the  method  of  learn- 
ing anatomy  in  the  primitive  University 
of  Alexandria,  for  even  at  a  later  period 
criminals  were  handed  over  to  the 
aorgeon  to  be  operated  on.  But  these 
praoticee  are  matters  of  history.  The 
axperiments  now  performed  are  on  in- 
dividual  parts,  and,  with  very  few  ex- 
oeptions,  are  made  upon  an  animal 
rendered  as  insensible  to  pain  as  a  log 
of  wood.  Experiments  are  of  three 
kinds.  First,  tnere  are  those  which  are 
made  to  acquire  a  further  and  deeper  in- 
sight into  the  laws  of  life ;  second,  those 
xeqaired  to  elicit  the  action  of  poisons  or 
mnedies ;  third,  those  performed  to  as- 
oertain  the  nature  and  progress  of  va- 
rious diseases.  The  simple  enumeration 
of  these  purposes  contains  within  them 
their  justification  to  all  reasonable  minds. 
For  if  animals  are  properly  used  by  man 
for  his  food,  and  may  be  hunted  and 
slaughtered  with  this  object,  surely  a 
few  of  them  may  be  used,  in  a  state  of 
insensibility,  to  discover  new  knowledge 
which  is  of  infinite  importance  for  the 
weU-being,  not  only  of  man,  but  also  of 
the  domestic  animals  with  which  he  is 
brought  into  close  relations.  No  argu- 
ment is  necessary  to  convince  an  enlight- 
ened audience  of  the  reasonableness  of 
this  proposition.  The  question  here  be- 
fiore  us  is — Does  this  Bill,  while  putting 
no  unwise  obstructions  in  the  way  of 
sndi  experiments,  secure  to  the  animals 
sn  immunity  from  unnecessary  suffer- 
ing?   I  do  not  admity  in  fact  I  wholly 


deny,  that  there  has  been  any  indifference 
to  animal  suffering  in  the  experiments 
of  physiologists.  But  if  the  public  con- 
science requires  to  be  satisfied  that  no 
future  indifference  may  arise,  physiolo- 
gists ought  to  be  the  last  to  resist  any 
securities  which  may  be  taken  for  the 
prevention  of  cruelty.  And  I  understand 
that  they  desire  this  Bill  to  pass,  if  the 
Amendments  indicated  in  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  are 
adopted  by  the  House.  In  fact,  their 
scientific  work  is  interrupted  by  an  agi- 
tation, so  cruel  and  unjust  to  themselves, 
that  I  believe  I  am  right  when  I  state 
that  there  is  not  a  single  experimental 
physiologist  in  the  Kingdom  who  does 
not  desire  the  agitation  to  be  ended  by  a 
reasonable  law,  which  will  satisfy  the 
public  conscience  that  they,  as  physiolo- 
gical experimentalists,  are  using  all  the 
precautions  of  science.  All  the  leading 
physiologists  of  the  country  have  assured 
me  that  this  is  their  feeling  either  per- 
sonally or  by  letter.  The  Medical  Pro- 
fession at  large  was  much  dissatisfied 
with  this  Bill  in  its  first  form.  The 
Medical  Faculty  of  my  own  University 
did  not  even  like  the  Bill  which  I  intro- 
duced last  year,  and  they  thought  this 
Bill,  as  originally  introduced,  was  an 
insult  to  medical  science.  But  I  admit 
that  the  concessions  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment have  materially  modified  the 
feelings  of  the  Medical  Profession.  They 
were  jealous  of  the  honour  of  physiolo- 
gists, who,  they  think,  have  been  at- 
tacked in  an  unjustifiable  way,  and  in  a 
generous  spirit  of  professional  pride  they 
at  first  desired  to  defeat  the  Bill.  '  They 
felt  that  the  charge  of  inhumanity  which 
has  been  brought  against  the  most  hu- 
mane of  all  Professions  was  one  keenly 
to  be  resented.  I  have  no  title  to  speak 
for  medical  men  generally,  even  although 
3,500  of  them  have  to-day  asked  me 
to  present  their  Petition ;  but  I  can 
say  that  many  of  my  constituents  who 
have  addressed  me  on  the  subject  will 
be  gratified  by  the  large  concessions 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, who  has  now  ranged  himself  on 
the  side  of  humanity  with  the  physiolo- 
gists themselves,  and  has  removed  those 
provisions  of  the  Bill  which  obstructed 
science  and  were  thought  to  insult  its 
followers.  But  I  think  that,  after  the 
Amendments  promised  by  the  Gt)vem- 
ment,  if  this  Bill  be  thrown.  o>it^  ^j^^Xat 


927 


Cruelty  to 


{August  9,  1876} 


Anmmb  BUI. 


tion  will  largely  imorease,  and  that  a 
reasonable  Bill  in  the  future  will  be  at- 
tainable with  more  difficulty.  The  force 
of  public  opinion  on  the  subject  is  under- 
rated by  many  of  my  medical  friends. 
No  doubt  it  is  an  exaggerated  and  unin- 
structed  public  opinion,  but  this  very 
fact  renders  it  more  dangerous  to  the 
progress  of  science.  Had  this  Bill  been 
what  it  was  when  first  introduced,  me- 
dical men  would  have  been  fully  justified 
in  continuing  to  give  it  an  uncompro- 
mising opposition.  But  now  the  pro- 
posed Amendments  will  confine  it  to 
making  statutory  the  very  precautions 
against  suffering  which  physiologists  in 
this  country  have  made  customary.  Why, 
then,  should  it  be  met  in  a  spirit  of  op- 

?osition,  if  we  can  amend  its  provisions  ? 
t  seems  to  me  to  be  a  mistake  to  bring 
physiological  science  into  collision  with 
public  opinion,  simply  because  that  is 
uninstructed  and  does  not  know  that 
what  it  demands  as  law  is  exactly  what 
physiologists  already  do  by  custom.  If 
public  conscience  be  satisfied  by  a  statu- 
tory security  that  men  of  science  will 
continue  to  employ  these  precautions, 
there  is  no  real  objection  in  our  conces- 
sions to  a  public  demand.  The  first  of 
the  changes  which  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  consents 
to  introduce  into  his  Bill  is  to  limit  its 
operation  to  **  warm-blooded"  animals. 
With  this  definition,  mammals  and  birds 
will  come  under  the  operation  of  the  Bill ; 
but  reptiles,  amphibia,  and  fishes  will 
be  excluded.  Such  an  exclusion  is  con- 
sistent with  the  recent  advances  of  phy- 
siology. For  although,  from  the  nature 
of  the  case,  it  is  nearly  impossible  to  de- 
monstrate that  the  lower  animals  have 
complete  insensibility  to  pain,  there  is 
strong  reason  for  believing  that  cold- 
blooded animals  have  a  far  less  sensibi- 
lity than  warm-blooded  animals.  A 
salmon  caught  with  a  fiy  pulls  in  a  way 
which  would  be  impossible  to  a  creature 
of  sensitive  organization.  In  fact,  if  we 
had  not  some  assurance  of  this,  many  of 
our  common  practices  would  be  intole- 
rably cruel.  Thus  a  worm  writhing  on 
a  hook,  or  fishes  piled  up  in  a  heap  to 
die  of  suffocation,  would  be  utterly  re- 
pulsive to  humanity  if  these  creatures 
possessed  high  sensibility  to  pain.  A 
fisherman  places  a  live  frog  on  a  hook  to 
troll  for  pike,  and  could  only  do  so  on  the 
assurance  that  it  has  not  acute  suffering. 
Mere  refiex  motions  of  an  active  charac- 
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ter  do  not  indicate  pain.  A  sea  anemoiM 
in  a  pool  clutches  and  swallows  its  pr^ 
with  the  same  avidity  as  a  sentient  tad 
intelligent  animal,  though  there  it  no 
reason  to  believe  that  it  has  more  feelings 
than  a  sensitive  plant.  But  this  Bill,  bj 
its  original  terms,  would  have  made  u 
experiment  on  a  sea  anemone  as  penil 
as  that  on  a  oat  or  a  do^.  By  it  i 
naturalist  going  for  a  holiday  to  the 
seaside  could  not  have  experimented  on 
a  jelly  fish,  or  on  a  limpet  whioh  he 
pulls  off  a  rock,  unless  he  obeyed  all  iti 
provisions.  This  want  of  definition  of 
an  animal  placed  both  the  natnralirt 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  an  ab- 
surd position.  The  right  hon.  G^tlemaa 
is  a  great  official  entrusted  with  high 
functions  and  responsibilities,  but  i 
Home  Secretary  as  a  protector  of  th« 
lower  forms  of  animal  life  —  a  great 
officer  of  State  charged  to  protect  jelly 
fish  and  limpets — is  an  absuidity.  HehM 
therefore  done  right  to  confine  the  Bill 
to  warm-blooded  animals  of  senntiTe 
organization,  and  to  trust  to  the  physio- 
logist that  he  will  not  exercise  cmellj 
on  any  form  of  animal  life.  The  evidence 
before  the  Commission  shows  that  thii 
is  an  acknowledged  rule  even  in  regtfd 
to  frogs,  which  have  much  more  coi- 
sideration  at  the  hands  of  pbjsiologiats 
than  of  fishermen.  I  observe,  in  psM- 
ing,  that  the  intended  modification  of 
the  Bill  in  regard  to  prosecutions  — 
against  which  the  Home  Secretary  mij 
issue  his  veto,  if  they  are  trivial  and 
vexatious — will  be  as  welcome  to  medictl 
men  as  the  increased  trust  to  be  reposed 
in  them  in  regard  to  the  places  in  whidi 
experiments  may  be  made.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  modifies  the  clauses  as 
to  the  power  of  experimenting  on  do- 
mestic animals,  such  as  the  cat  and  dog. 
Doubtless  they  are  highly  sensitiTe 
creatures,  but  both  are  readily  placed 
under  the  influence  of  chloroform.  If 
they  were  excluded,  as  originally  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill,  the  most  valuable  results 
of  such  experiments  to  the  benefit  of 
man  would  have  been  lost,  for  the  expe- 
rience derived  from  the  action  of  reme- 
dies and  poisons  on  herbivorous  animals 
is  little  applicable  to  man.  A  poison 
acts  quite  differently  on  a  rabbit  and  on 
a  man.  A  rabbit  will  eat  belladonna 
without  much  injury,  but  that  poison 
acts  on  dogs  and  cats  as  it  does  upon 
man.  It  is  right  that  with  sensitiTe 
creatures  like  dogs  and  cats,  eveiy  pe- 
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imatum  agamst  pain  should  be  taken ; 
Irat  to  hare  preyented  physiologists  from 
experimenting  upon  them  would  have 
been  a  fatal  blow  to  the  progress  of 
physiology.  In  conclusion,  I  think,  after 
the  statements  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, his  Bill  has  assumed  a  form  which 
will  make  it  more  acceptable  to  men  of 
Mienoe  than  it  was  when  first  introduced. 
Physiologists  have  always  admitted  in 
ihia  country  that  they  were  under  a 
moral  obligation  to  use  all  the  resources 
of  adence  to  prevent  or  to  lessen  the 
infliction  of  pain  in  their  experiments. 
They  also  have  fully  admitted  that  such 
earoeriments  should  be  confined  to  quali- 
fied and  skilled  persons,  and  that  reck- 
less, ill-considered,  and  purposeless  ex- 
periments should  be  prohibited.     As  I 
understand  the  Bill  in  the  light  of  the 
explanations  which  we    have  received 
to-day,  this  is  now  the  motive  and  ex- 
tent of  the  Bill  which  we  are  asked  to 
£i8S.     By  it  we  will   have  the  surety 
at  physiological   research   on   living 
animals  will  in   the  future  be  limited 
to  the  competent  scientific  investigator, 
who  is  ready  to  bring  all  the  resources  of 
adence  to  prevent  or  mitigate  the  suffer- 
infc  attendant  on  the  experiments.    You 
will  have  far  more  security  that  this 
will  be  accomplished  by  reposing  more 
confidence  in  the  humane  spirit  of  in- 
vestigators than  you  would  have   had 
under  the  original  stringent  clauses  of 
the  Bill.    For  a  statute   cannot   rege- 
late individual  motives  and  consciences, 
when  these  have  been  placed  in  anta- 
gonism to  its  provisions ;  but  a  statute 
which  asks  physiologists  to  co-operate 
with  the  State  in  preventing  cruelty  to 
animals  will  be  obeyed  wi^  alacrity, 
when  its   chief  purpose   is  to  convert 
into  law  the  humane  precautions  which 
the  investigators  had  already  imposed 
upon  themselves  by  custom. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  he 
agreed  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 
(Mr.  Lowe)  that  it  was  desirable  to  put 
down  all  kinds  of  cruelty  in  the  world, 
l>at  the  difficulty  was  how  that  was  to 
be  done.  The  duty  the  Commissioners, 
of  whom  he  (Mr.  Forster)  was  one,  had 
to  perform  was  simply  to  consider  whe- 
ther there  was  a  case  for  stopping  the 
■nffering  and  pain  caused  by  scientific 
•zperiments;  and  the  conclusion  at  which 
Le  had  arrived  in  course  of  the  inquiry, 
was  that  the   evU  in  question  was  in 
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some  degree  a  necessary  one.    To  his 
mind,  it  was  proved  most  clearly  that 
less  pain  was  caused  by  vivisection  in 
this  country  than  he  had  imagined  to 
be  the  case,  and  he  was  convinced  that 
the  process  of  science  did  to  a  certain 
extent  depend  upon  experiments  made 
on  living  animals,  and  that  it  would  be 
wrong  and  foolish  to  attempt  to  put  a  stop 
absolutely  to  vivisection.    It  was  clearly 
proved  that  such  an  endeavour  would 
prevent  discoveries  in  the  healing  art 
tending  to  save  life  and  diminish  pain 
both  in  man   and  the  lower  animals. 
They  learnt  that  physiologists  on  the 
Continent  inflicted  a  great  amount  of 
agony  in  the  course  of  their  experiments; 
and  such  things  naturally  affected  the 
public  sentiment.     Unnecessary  cruelty 
was  a  different  thing.  It  was  impossible 
to  hear  of  experiments  causing  misery 
for  hours  without  feeling  that  unless 
absolutely  necessary  they  ought  to  be 
stopped  ;  and  he  was  glad  to  say  that 
physiologists  agreed  with  the  Commis- 
sioners in  the  opinion  that  painful  ex- 
periments ought  not  to  be  performed  for 
the  mere  purpose  of  teaching,  and  that 
anaesthetics  ought,  whenever  possible, 
to  be  resorted  to.    The  only  question, 
then,  was  whether  it  would  be  better  to 
legislate  on  the  subject,  or  to  trust  to 
the  force  of  public  opinion  for  the  pre- 
vention of  abuses.     Well,  he  believed 
he  was  not  going  too  far  when  he  said 
that,  in  recommending  the  former  course, 
the   Commissioners  carried   with  them 
the  sentiment  of  the  Medical  Profession. 
Medical  men  felt  that  a  reasonable  law 
would  to  a  certain  extent  be  a  protec- 
tion for  them,  and  that  if  the  four  reso- 
lutions of  the  British  Association  were 
passed  into  law  there  would  be  some- 
thing very  like  the  present  Bill.     It  was 
true  that  a  large  number  of  them  had 
uttered  a  protest,  but  that  was  against 
the  Bill  as  originally  drawn.    For  him- 
self, he  would  suggest  that  if  it  was  to 
be  provided  that  wherever  in  the  investi- 
gation of  truth  it  was  thought  to  be 
necessary  to  make  a  painful  experiment, 
an  exception  should  be  made  against 
unskilled  persons,  some  definition  ought 
to  be  given  of  who  was  a  skilled  and 
who  was  an  unskilled  person.      With 
regard  to  the  distinction  between  warm 
and  cold-blooded  animals,  he   did  not 
hold  quite  the  same  view  as  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Edinburgh  ^^x.  \i^wi  "^X^-^- 
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fair)  in  tlie  definition  of  animals,  and 
therefore  be  hoped  the  words  '*  cold- 
blooded "  would  not  be  used.  A  very 
large  proportion,  amounting  it  was 
said  to  nine-tenths,  of  the  experiments 
on  animals  was  made  on  frogs;  and 
authorities  who  came  before  him  most 
distinctly  declined  to  say  that  frogs  did 
not  feel  pain.  The  only  thing  dear  to 
his  mind  was  that  common  anees- 
thetics  had  no  effect  on  the  frog,  and 
therefore  its — the  frog's — position  was 
probably  worse  than  that  of  other  ani- 
mcds.  On  the  whole,  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  right  to  lay  down  any  dis- 
tinction which  would  exclude  frogs.  It 
was  very  easy  to  say,  as  an  argument 
against  the  Bill,  that  a  vast  amount  of 
cruelty  was  left  untouched,  but  that  was 
no  reason  why  a  remedy  should  not  be 
provided  for  the  particular  kind  of 
cruelty  dealt  with  in  the  Bill.  He 
hoped  this  would  be  the  beginning  of  a 
new  course  of  legislation  K>r  diminish- 
ing the  amount  of  cruelty  inflicted  on 
the  animal  creation,  whether  domestic 
animals  or  not.  Even  sportsmen  might 
in  the  course  of  time  find  it  their  duty 
to  give  up  sport,  or  at  all  events  to  con- 
duct it  on  more  humane  principles  than 
they  did  at  present.  Hundreds  and 
thousands  of  cases  of  cruelty  could  be 
shown  to  arise  from  the  mere  love  of  kill- 
ing living  creatures,  and  the  simple  pro- 
vision— to  adopt  the  words  of  the  Com- 
misioners — that  sport  should  not  be 
practised  by  **  unskilled  persons,"  or  by 
anybody  with  **  insufficient  instruments  *' 
might  alone  do  a  great  deal  of  good. 
Believing  that  the  iBill  would  have  a 
decidedly  beneficial  effect,  he  trusted 
Parliament  would  be  able  to  pass  it 
this  Session. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  House  would  allow  a  decision 
to  be  come  to  at  that  stage  of  the  Bill, 
adding  that  hon.  Members  who  wished 
to  speak  on  the  subject  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  doing  so  on  the  third 
reading. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 
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Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  piopotri, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  iMTetbt 
Chair."^  Viscount  Sandon) 

Mb.  baring  was  proceeding  to  call 
attention  to  its  provisions,  when — 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  honr  bebn 
Six  of  tiie  clock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed till  To-morrow, 


HotLse  adjourned  at  five 

before  Sixo^docL 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Thursday,  l^th  AuguH,  1876. 


Mr.  W.  E.  Forstcr 
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MINUTES.]  — PcBLic  'BiLLH—FSrtt 
Comi>aziie8  Acts  (1862  and  IdST)  Anflbdp 
ment*  (218):  Legal  Practiti<mer»»  (»); 
Suez  Canal  (Shares)  *  ^221)  ;  War  DcnBi> 
ment  and  Post  Office  (Kemiineraticii,  ic)* 
(219). 

Second  Reading^  Municipal  Priyileges  firs- 
land)  (211)  ;  Police  (Expenaes)  Act  Con- 
tinuance* (212);  Tramways  (Ireland)  Adi 
Amendment  (Dublin) «  (213)  ;  Fortflitiiit 
ReHef  (210). 

Committee — Elementary  Education  (204-220]; 
PoUution  of  Rivers*  (207-227). 

Third  Reading  —  Cattle  Disease  (Iz«laiid)  * 
(196) ;  Eme  Ix)Uf?h  and  River*  (189) ;  Aid- 
glass  Harbour*  (193);  Metropolitan  Bond 
of  Works  (Loans)  •  (190) ;  Exhausted  PttiA 
Lands*  (186) ;  Tralce  Savings  Bank*  (202), 
and  passed. 


MUNICIPAL  PRIVILEGES  (IBELAITO) 
BILL— (No.  211.) 

{The  Lord  Waveney.) 

SECOND      BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Lord  WAYENEY,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  same  sab- 
ject  was  introduced  into  their  Lordflhipi' 
Mouse  in  the  year  1874.     That  Bfll, 
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however,  was  rejected.  The  objects  of 
the  Bill  of  1874  were  larger  than  the 
present  Bill,  and,  besides  dealing  with 
the  appointment  of  sheriffs,  dealt  with 
the  question  of  clerks  of  the  peace.  The 
present  Bill  had  passed  through  the 
other  House  with  the  assent  of  all  parties, 
•ad  its  object  was  to  give  to  the  muni- 
dpalities  of  Dublin,  Cork,  Limerick, 
Waterford,  Kilkenny,  and  Drogheda, 
which  were  counties  in  themselves,  the 
right  of  appointing  sheriffs,  now  enjoyed 
by  such  corporations  in  England.  Care 
limd  been  taken  to  eliminate  from  this 
Bfll  the  features  which  had  excited  sus- 
picion and  disapproval  among  their 
liordships  in  a  similar  measure.  For 
example,  instead  of  giving  to  the  six 
manicipalities  the  sole  right  of  appoint- 
ing a  sheriff,  they  were  merely  to  select 
three  Qualified  persons,  one  of  whom 
would  be  appointed  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. Another  point  which  this  Bill 
dealt  with  was  the  jury  panels.  The 
sheriff  now  had  the  power  of  partially 
appointing  the  jury,  and  this  measure 
now  proposed  to  do  away  with  that 
power.  It  was  further  provided  that  the 
office  of  sheriff  shoula  not  be  deemed 
one  of  profit,  and  that  no  person  should 
be  disqualified  from  being  elected  an 
alderman  or  a  councillor  of  the  borough 
by  reason  of  his  having  been  appointed 
■heriff,  nor  should  any  person  be  dis- 

Salified  from  being  sheriff  by  reason  of 
\  being  an  alderman  or  councillor. 
Another  provision  in  the  Bill  would 
onable  corporations  in  Ireland  to  grant 
the  honorary  freedom  of  their  boroughs. 
At  present  they  could  not  confer  this 
honour,  but  there  seemed  no  valid  reason 
why  they  should  be  subject  to  this  dis- 
ability. For  reasons  also  which  their 
Lordships  would  understand,  Clause  10 
of  the  Bill  provided  that  no  person  who 
had  been  convicted  of  felony  should  be 
capable  of  being  elected  to  the  rank  of 
honorary  burgess.  The  advantages  of 
the  Bill  were  so  manifest  that  he  had 
little  doubt  it  would  receive  favourable 
oonsideration  at  the  hands  of  their 
Lordships,  and  therefore  he  moved  with 
fbll  confidence  the  second  reading  of  the 
measure. 

M0v$d,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
*-(I%#  Lord  JTaveniff,) 

Ths  Eabl  of  limerick,  in  moving, 
as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read 


a  second  time  that  day  month,  said,  he 
was  intimately  acquainted  with  one  of 
the  cities  in  Ireland  affected  by  the  BiU, 
and  he  must  say  that,  affcer  making 
careful  inquiries,  he  had  not  found  that 
there  was  any  great  anxiety  felt  about 
this  Bill.  Nor  was  he  aware  that  any 
Petitions  had  been  presented  to  their 
Lordships  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  He 
admitted  that,  to  some  extent,  this  mea- 
sure was  an  improvement  on  the  Bill  of 
1874 — namely,  that  the  clerks  of  the 
peace  were  not  included  in  it.  But  some 
of  the  other  provisions  rendered  it  more 
objectionable  than  the  other  Bill  was. 
His  noble  Friend  opposite  had  not  in 
any  way  attempted  to  state  that  the  elec- 
tion of  sheriffs  by  town  councils  would 
be  good  in  itself,  but  simply  advocated 
it  because  he  said  it  existed  in  some 
towns  in  England,  and  therefore  he 
thought  it  ought  to  exist  in  Ireland. 
Now,  he  thought  that  nobody  would 
urge  more  strongly  that  the  circum- 
stances of  England  and  Ireland  were  not 
exactly  similar  than  the  hon.  Qentlemcm 
(Mr.  M.  Brooks)  who  introduced  this 
Bill  in  **  another  place."  He  must  say 
that  he  thought  the  election  of  sheriffs 
by  municipcd  corporations  would  add 
considerably  to  the  difficulties  which 
already  existed.  He  feared  that  persons 
would  not  be  chosen  because  of  their 
personal  fitness  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  the  office,  but  that  they  would  be 
chosen  to  carry  out  the  law  for  having 
sailed  very  near  the  wind  in  a  political 
sense.  With  regard  to  the  city  with 
which  he  was  most  acquainted,  he  could 
not  feel  any  confidence  that  the  elections 
would  be  conducted  in  a  manner  that 
would  add  to  the  dignity  of  the  city.  He 
remembered  an  election  in  which  the 
room  in  which  the  town  council  met  was 
occupied  by  a  furious  mob,  and  a  town 
councillor  in  a  sworn  examination  said 
he  was  unable  to  exercise  his  vote,  be- 
cause his  life  would  have  been  in  danger 
if  he  had  done  so,  and  he  believed  that 
this  case  was  not  a  solitary  instance.  He 
could  not  believe  that  a  Bill  of  this  de- 
scription would  tend  to  promote  the 
dignity  of  the  sheriffs.  He  knew  it 
would  be  said  that  this  Bill  differed 
from  the  previous  Bill,  inasmuch  as  that 
the  corporations  were  not  to  elect  the 
sheriffs,  but  were  to  recommend  three 
persons  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for  elec- 
tion. He  must  call  the  attention  of  l\v& 
noble  Friend  oppo«i\ft  \^  ^i\na,  X^^icom^^SX. 
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appeared  to  him  that  the  title  of  the  Bill 
was  at  variance  with  the  Preamble.  The 
title  said  that  it  was  a  Bill  to  extend  to 
the  municipal  corporations  of  Ireland 
the  same  privileges  as  those  enjoyed  by 
corporations  in  England.  Now,  he  knew 
of  no  case  in  England  in  which  a  corpo- 
ration or  any  other  body  had  to  recom- 
mend three  persons  for  an  office,  as  was 
proposed  by  this  measure.  He  considered 
such  a  provision  to  be  mischievous,  and 
more  mischievous  than  any  other  provi- 
sion in  the  original  Bill,  because  it 
would  be  perfectly  competent  to  select 
two  men  of  straw  who  would  fulfil  the 
requirements,  and  a  third  person  who 
might  be  most  objectionable.  In  such 
a  case  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  natu- 
rally have  to  elect  the  objectionable  per- 
son, and  it  would  appear  to  the  world  as 
if  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  selected  out 
of  the  three  candidates  the  person  who 
might  be  most  objectionable.  He  should 
like  to  ask  his  noble  Friend  opposite 
why  two  cities,  which  he  believed  were 
also  counties,  had  been  omitted  from  the 
Bill — namely,  Carrickfergus  and  Gal- 
way  ?  Besides  all  the  objections  he  had 
named,  he  should  most  strongly  appeal 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  the 
noble  Duke  who  was  Leader  of  that 
House  (the  Duke  of  Richmond),  whether 
it  was  right  that  a  Bill  which  was  ob- 
jected to,  and  rejected  on  a  division  by 
their  Lordsliips  the  year  before  last, 
should  be  read  a  second  time  on  the  1 0th 
of  August,  when,  if  all  they  heard  was 
true,  the  sitting  of  Parliament  would 
end  on  Wednesday  next.  He  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  not  assent  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  measure. 

Amendment  fworf^f  to  leaveout  ("now") 
and  add  at  the  end  of  the  Motion  (**  this 
day  month  ".) — (^The  Earl  of  Limerick.) 

Earl  SPENCER  said,  the  noble  Lord 
complained  that  the  Bill  came  on  for 
second  reading  at  so  late  a  period  of  the 
Session.  It  was  true  that  his  noble 
Friend  behind  him  (Lord  Waveney)  had 
reproved  the  Government  for  reading 
another  Bill  a  second  time  at  so  late  a 
period  of  tlie  Session  ;  but  he  hardly 
thought  that  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
just  sat  down  could  compare  that  Bill 
with  the  present  measure.  The  Bill  which 
was  now  before  their  Lordships  was  one 
which  had  been  debated  in  that  House 
before,  and  there  could  be  no  difficulty 

The  Earl  of  Limerick 
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in  carrying  a  simple  measure  Hke  thia 
even  at  this  late  period  of  the  SessioiL 
He  thought  they  ought  to  consider  thai 
this  measure  had  excited  consideraUe 
interest  in  Lreland,  and  had  also  attracted 
considerable  attention  "  elsewhere/'  and 
he  therefore  thought   that  some  ali^ 
discussion  should  take  place  on  it.    Ha 
desired  to  put  before  their  Lordships  tlia 
reasons  why  he  should  not  follow  the 
noble  Earl  into  the  Lobby  on  his  Motion 
for  the  rejection  of  the  BilL     He  aaid 
that  whenever  they  found  a  grieTsnoe 
was  felt  by  a  particular  law,  and  when- 
ever they  found  that  by  altering  that 
law  they  were  not  in  any  way  endango^ 
ing  the  State,  then  he  thousrht  it  waa 
right  to  assimilate  the  laws  or  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland.    Then  he  thought 
that  all  those  requirements  were  to  ba 
found  in  the  Bill  now  before  their  Lord- 
ships.   In  England  they  found  a  veiy 
considerable    number,   he    thought  aa 
many  as  20  corporate  towns  which  had 
the  ancient  privilege  of  electing  their 
own  sheriffs.     Some  of  those  towns  waa 
very  small ;  but  when  they  went  acnai 
the  Channel  they  found  larger  and  mora 
important  towns  which  had  that  prin* 
lege  taken  away  from  them ;  and,  fiuther 
than  that,  they  knew  that  it  waa  c(m- 
sidered  to  be  a  great  grievance  by  tboae 
municipalities  across  the  Channel  that 
those  ancient  privileges  had  been  taken 
away  from  them.     There  would  not  poa- 
sibly  be  any  danger  to  the  State  in  canr- 
ing  this  small  measure.     The  sheriflTs 
office  in  Ireland  was  an  office  of  dignity. 
An  Act  had  been  passed  this  year—he 
meant  the  Juries  Act — which  would  now 
become  the  law  of  the  country,  and  he 
felt  sure  it  would  do  great  good  in  Ire- 
land by  removing  the  impression  which 
existed  in  the  minds  of  many  persons  as 
to  partiality  in  the   election   of  juries. 
No  doubt,  the  sherifFs  had  the  power  of 
partially  selecting  the  juries;  but  this 
Bill  would  take  away  that  power  alto- 
gether.    This  Bill  was  introduced  into 
the  other  House  in  1874,  and  after  a 
discussion  was  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  it  came  out  from  that  Com- 
mittee with  some  Amendments.     On  that 
Committee  were  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Micliael  Hicks-Beach),  his 
Colleague,  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Lord  Carlingford),  and  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Chancellor  of    Ireland  (Dr. 
Ball),  and  he  thought  their  Lordships 
would  incur  a  serious  responsibility  if 
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ihffj  rejected  a  measure  approyed  of  by 
«aoh  diBtinguislied  persons.  The  noble 
Earl  opposite  bad  asked  wby  Carrick- 
fBfgus  and  Galwaj  were  not  included  in 
the  Bill  ?  He  believed  tbe  simple  reason 
was,  that  tbej  were  not  corporate  towns. 
He  hoped  tbe  Bill  would  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  said, 
that,  altbongb  tbe  Bill  came  before  the 
House  at  a  very  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
■ion,  tbe  question  with  which  it  dealt 
was  a  very  simple  one.  It  was  intro- 
duced by  a  private  Member  in  the  other 
House,  and  as  such  was  opposed  by  the 
Gbvemment,  but  after  undergoing  a 
eonsiderable  amount  of  modification  they 
were  able  to  accept  it.  The  Bill  in  its 
then  form  contained  the  principles  which 
were  recommended  and  adopted  by  Par- 
liament in  1838-9  for  the  assimilation  of 
the  laws  of  England  and  Ireland  on  the 
subject,  and  the  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  support  it  in  that,  as  they  had 
done  in  the  other  House.  He  must  add 
that  he  thought  there  was  some  ground 
ibr  the  objection  that  it  was  not  alto- 
gether in  accordance  with  its  present 
ttUe  and  Preamble,  and  he  would,  there- 
finre,  suggest  that  those  should  be 
altered. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  it  was  at 
least  unfortunate  that  the  Bill  should 
have  come  up  to  their  Lordships'  House 
at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session,  when 
there  was  hardly  an  Irish  Peer  present. 

On  Question,  "That  *now'  stand 
part  of  the  Motion?''  Their  Lordships 
Mmded: — Contents  41 ;  Not-Contents  14 : 
ICigority  27. 

Bsiolved  in  the  Affirmative. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
T^wwrraw. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  BILL. 
{The  Lord  President.) 

(irO.  204.)     COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clauses  1  to  3,  inclusive,  agreed  to, 
with  Amendments. 

Clause  4  (Declaration  of  duty  of  parent 
to  educate  child). 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
moved,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  1, 


line  11,  to  leave  out  ("the  duty  of") 
and  insert  (**  obligatory  for"),  and  in 
line  13  to  leave  out  ("perform  such 
duty  ")  and  insert  ("  fulfil  such  obliga- 
tion"), because  duty  was  the  highest 
word  in  the  English  language,  and  ap- 
plied only  to  obligations  imposed  by 
Divine  law  and  conscience.  Parliament 
could  not  create  duties  ;  it  might  impose 
obligations,  and  it  would  become  the 
duty  of  the  subject  to  obey  the  law. 
Those  who  objected  to  compulsory  edu- 
cation would  not  be  better  pleased  at 
being  told  that  the  teaching  of  writing 
and  arithmetic  was  a  duty. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON  objected  to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Regulation  as  to  employ- 
ment of  child  under  ten,  and  certificate 
of  education  or  previous  school  attend- 
ance being  condition  of  employment  of 
child  over  ten). 

The  Marquess  of  RIPON  submitted 
that  the  operation  of  the  clause,  as  re- 
garded the  personal  examination  of  chil- 
dren, would  not  work  justly  or  advanta- 
geously. Irish  children  also  coming 
direct  from  Ireland,  where  they  had 
attended  the  National  Schools,  and  the 
Scottish  children  coming  from  Scotland, 
probably,  where  they  had  attended  the 
public  schools,  would  have  to  go  through 
their  full  number  of  attendances  in  Eng- 
lish schools  before  they  would  be  able 
to  undergo  any  examination.  He  sug- 
gested that,  as  regarded  half-timers. 
Boards  of  Guardians  should  have  power 
to  make  bye-laws,  without  the  interven- 
tion of  the  parishes. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  aio) 
GORDON  maintained  that  the  tests 
which  it  was  proposed  that  children 
should  pass  before  going  to  labour  were 
likely  to  work  well.  The  Government 
were  of  opinion  that  it  was  advisable 
that  the  tests  of  knowledge  and  attend- 
ance should  proceed  pari  pasaH,  The 
standard  would  not  be  a  very  high  one ; 
but  the  Government  must  insist  upon  a 
certcdn  nunSer  of  attendances,  because 
it  would  at  least  be  a  guarantee  that 
the  child  had  a  certain  amount  of  know- 
ledge, and  in  the  case  of  boys,  who  were 
naturally  extremely  dull,  the  Inspector 
would  have  a  discretion  to  reduce  the 
standard.    The  dif^eviW.^  «Ai\kiV^^\ft\\r3^ 
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to  this  proposal,  and  against  sucli  an 
array  of  testimony  he  could  not  accept 
Mr.  Sydney  Turner's  authority  as  con- 
clusive. He,  unlike  some  political  eco- 
nomists, approved  of  industrial  day 
schools  supported  by  private  benevo- 
lence. But  perhaps  their  greatest  value 
consisted  in  eliciting  sentiments  of  grati- 
tude in  children  accustomed  to  ill-usage 
and  neglect,  by  making  them  feel  the 
benefits  and  believe  in  the  existence  of 
evidently  disinterested  kindness  and  care. 
Education  and  food,  provided  out  of 
rates  and  taxes,  would  be  grudgingly 
given  and  thankfully  received.  Indus- 
trial day  schools  would  lose  the  most 
valuable  part  of  their  moral  influence 
imder  this  Bill. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  (Establishment,  &o.,  by 
day  industrial  schools). 

The  Marquess  of  EIPON  objected 
to  the  sub-section  which  provided  that 
the  28.  a-week,  if  recovered  from  the 
parent  of  the  child,  should  be  paid  over 
to  the  local  authority.  The  school  might 
be  mainly  established  by  benevolent  per- 
sons, yet  the  fees  were  to  be  paid  over 
neither  to  the  Treasury  nor  to  the  mana- 
gers. It  was  quite  right  that  the  Trea- 
sury should  pay  the  schooling  for  the 
child,  and  be  then  recouped  for  the  ad- 
vance ;  but  he  thought  it  very  wrong  that 
the  managers  should  not  get  the  surplus, 
if  there  were  a  surplus.  The  system 
adopted  in  the  day  industrial  schools  was 
a  much  better  one. 

TuE  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
these  children  could  only  be  sent  to  the 
industrial  schools  whose  managers  were 
willing  to  receive  them,  and  thus  the 
managers  would  be  able  to  make  what 
bargain  they  liked  with  the  local  autho- 
rity. If  they  did  receive  a  child,  they 
could  do  so  on  what  terms  they  pleased. 
It  cost  more  to  restrain  at  school  a  vicious 
child  than  a  well-conducted  one;  but 
that  was  the  nature  of  all  control,  and 
larger  sums  thus  expended  were  a  ne- 
cessary expenditure  that  was  not  in  any 
way  in  the  nature  of  a  premium. 

The  Marquess  of  RIPON  did  not 
think  there  would  be  a  power  for  the 
local  authority  to  make  a  bargain  with 
the  conductors  of  industrial  schools. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  agreed  to, 
JSarl  Fortesctie 


Clause   18  (Contribution   for  fees  of 
children  who  obtain  certificates). 

Earl  FORTESCUE  expressed  his 
apprehension  that  a  too  high  standard 
of  education  would  attract  the  lower 
classes  of  children  to  higher  parBuiti 
than  those  which  thej  had  hitherto 
mostly  followed.  The  really  pre-emi- 
nently able  and  energetic  among  the 
wage  class  had  now  in  this  countiy  &r 
greater  facilities  for  self-culture,  and 
raising  themselves  to  wealth  and  distinc- 
tion than  they  had  eyer  had  before. 
Such  examples,  however,  must  always  be 
few  and  exceptional.  But  there  wti 
great  danger  just  now  of  those  ensaged 
in  what  political  economists  called  the 
work  of  verification  becoming  too  nume- 
rous in  proportion  to  those  engaged  ia 
the  work  of  distribution,  and  above  all 
of  production.  The  verificatory  dsa 
consisting  of  lawyers'  clerks,  accountanti, 
and  such  like,  'together  with  a  large 
number  of  the  distributing  class,  were 
engaged  in  writing,  cyphering,  or  other 
kinds  of  the  lightest  manual  labour; 
and  there  was  now  notoriously  a  severe 
competition  among  those  who  were  he- 
reditarily and  naturally  candidates  for 
snch  employment.  While  of  the  pro- 
ducing class,  upon  the  result  of  whoee 
work  both  the  other  classes  depended, 
the  large  majority  were  engaged  in 
heavy  bodily  labour ;  and  of  these,  ai 
the  great  rise  in  wages  latterly  proved, 
the  supply  was  now  rather  short  It 
was  particularly  unwise,  therefore,  just 
now  by  this  clause  to  tempt  some  of  the 
rather  more  intelligent  boys  all  over  the 
country  to  quit  their  natural  sphere  of 
labour,  where  they  were  wanted,  and 
would  help  to  elevate  and  enlighten  their 
fellows,  for  the  sake  of  pushing  into  the 
already  overcrowded  ranks  of  the  veri- 
fiers and  distributors.  He  must  protest 
against  such  sentimental  legislation  con- 
trary to  sound  principle  and  the  require- 
ments of  the  present  time. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  ajto 
GORDON  repUed  that  the  object  of  the 
clause  was  to  improve  the  education 
of  the  children  by  the  offer  of  what 
corresponded  with  the  small  scholar- 
ships of  the  Universities  for  the  higher 
classes. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  19  to  42,  inclusive,  agreed  U, 
with  Amendments. 
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LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
moyed,  in  page  21,  after  Clause  42,  to 
iiuert  the  following  Clause : — 

"Nothing  in  Clause  14  of  the  Act  of  1870 
dttll  be  oonstraed  as  excluding  the  *  Ten  Ck>m- 
Msndinents,'  the  'Lord's  Prayer,*  and  the 
'Apostles  Creed,'  from  the  teaching  in  schools 
pnmded  by  school  boards," 

aad  pointed  out  that  though  Clause  14 
was  not  intended  to  exclude  the  Ten 
Oommandments  and  Lord's  Prayer,  yet 
it  had  heen  so  interpreted  in  many  cases. 
Only  a  few  weeks  ago  a  member  of  the 
Iicmdon  School  Board  handed  in  a  pro- 
tesfc  against  the  Fourth  Commandment 
liaTingbeen  asked  for  in  an  examination 
of  boys  for  some  prizes,  and  the  Chair- 
man had  received  the  protest.  A  noble 
Iiord  had  told  him  that  a  Government 
Inspeotor  had  upheld  the  view  that 
danse  14  prohibited  the  Ten  Command- 
ments and  Lord's  Prayer ;  another  noble 
Iiord  had  told  him  that  this  view  was 
qoite  wrong,  and  that  if  any  one  applied 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  it  would  upset 
it.  How  was  a  poor  labourer  to  apply 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery — this  was  like 
the  Judge  who,  on  sentencing  a  labourer, 
told  him  he  ought,  instead  of  doing  as 
Le  had  done,  to  have  sued  for  damages, 
and  then  come  to  their  Lordships'  House 
tmt  a  divorce.  Under  the  late  Govern- 
ment the  vicar  of  Macclesfield  had  been 
told  by  the  Education  Office  that  it  was 
illegal  to  have  the  Ten  Commandments 
aospended  in  a  building  temporarily 
need  for  board-school  purposes.  This 
was  to  put  a  sort  of  slur  on  the  Ten 
Commandments,  and  he  would  ask  with 
what  face  could  any  justice  of  the  peace 
sentence  a  boy  for  theft  who  had  been 
brought  up  in  a  board  school  where  the 
Ten  Commandments  were  never  taught  ? 
The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  and 
CK)BDON  said,  he  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment.  In  the  great  bulk  of 
board  schools  throughout  the  country 
the  Ten  Commandments  and  the  Lord's 
Prayer  were  already  taught ;  and  it  was 
not  because  one  of  the  members  of  the 
London  School  Board  protested  against 
the  teaching  of  the  Fourth  Command- 
ment that  such  an  Amendment  as  this 
should  be  passed,  and  to  pass  it  would 
not  advance  religious  teaching  at  all, 
which  the  Government  was  quite  as  de- 
airous  to  advance  as  the  noble  Lord 
oould  be.  Those  who  did  not  desire 
religiouB  teaching  would  remain  as  they 
were  now  and  would  not  give  religious 


teaching,  while  those  who  gave  religious 
education  now  would  not  be  benefited 
by  the  clause. 

The  Aechbishop  of  CANTEEBURY 
thought  the  noble  Lord  would  act  wisely 
in  withdrawing  the  clause,  because  it 
might  throw  doubt  on  that  on  which  he 
hoped  there  was  no  doubt  whatever — 
namely,  that  it  was  competent  to  any 
school  board  to  teach  the  Lord's  Prayer, 
the  Ten  Commandments,  and  the  Creed 
under  the  existing  law.  As  a  matter 
of  fact  they  were  now  taught  in  board 
schools. 

Lord  HAMPTON,  for  the  reason 
given  by  the  most  rev.  Primate,  also 
urged  the  noble  Lord  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment.  K  the  parents  would  not 
permit  their  children  to  receive  such  in- 
struction it  was  not  the  fault  of  the 
school  boards. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  that  after  the  statement  of  the  most 
rev.  Primate  (the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury) which  had  been  anticipated  by  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council),  he  should  be  happy  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House, 
withdratcn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Schedules  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  To-morrow;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed,  as  amended.    (No.  226.) 

APPELLATE   JURISDICTION    BILL. 

COMMONS   AMEia)MENTS. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  considering  the 
Commons  Amendments,  read. 

Lord  DENMAN,  in  pursuance  of  a 
printed  Notice  as  to  Clause  5,  objected 
to  three  Law  Lords  being  necessary  to 
form  a  quorum. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  observed 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  not  relevant  to  the 
BiU. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  as  an 
Amendment  had  been  made  to  the  clause 
in  another  place,  he  had  a  right  to  move 
an  Amendment.  He  accordingly  moved 
that  the  clause  be  not  agreed  to.  By 
this  clause  not  only  Lot^  ]^3ai!^gAQ'^rii/')l 
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he  had  still  been  a  Member  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  would  have  been  in- 
sufficient to  make  up  a  quorum  of  three, 
but  also  the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  (who  had  carried  a  Standing 
Order  to  the  same  effect)  would  have 
been  considered  insufficient,  even  if  de- 
sired by  both  parties  (in  an  Appeal)  to 
be  one  of  three.  He  read  to  their  Lord- 
ships a  letter  from  Lord  Hatherley,  in 
which  his  Lordship  wrote  that  it  would 
be  **  idle  to  call  the  new  tribunal  the 
House  of  Lords,  though  his  Lordship 
hoped  it  might  be  made  a  very  good 
Court."  By  the  measure  the  character 
of  their  Lordships'  House  as  an  Appel- 
late Tribunal  was  entirely  changed,  and 
he  thought  so  important  a  matter  should 
not  be  determined  without  the  fullest 
consideration. 

Lord  EEDESDALE  said,  he  could 
not  agree  with  the  purport  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  (Lord  Denman's) 
Amendment.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  was  wholly  mistaken  in  thinking 
that  the  character  of  the  House  as  an 
Appellate  Tribunal  would  be  altered. 
The  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  House 
would  remain  what  it  was,  and  all  that 
the  Bill  would  do  was  to  secure  the 
necessary  attendance  of  Peers,  who  would 
be  qualified  by  their  legal  attainments 
to  advise  the  House  on  difficult  legal 
questions.  In  1873  the  Leaders  of  both 
Parties  agreed  to  recommend  the  taking 
away  of  that  Jurisdiction  from  their 
Lordships ;  and  that  course  was  approved 
of  in  1874  and  1875.  Then  a  change 
came  over  the  mind  of  the  House,  and 
public  opinion  was  strongly  expressed  in 
a  variety  of  ways  against  the  removal  of 
the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  from  the 
House.  It  was  very  remarkable  that 
•the  change  in  public  opinion  was  spon- 
taneous, and  uninfluenced  by  the  leading 
Parties  on  either  side.  Ultimately,  it 
was  resolved  that  the  Jurisdiction  of 
that  House  should  be  retained,  the  con- 
sideration of  the  manner  in  which  that 
should  be  done  being  deferred  to  the 
present  Session.  The  Bill  did  not  take 
away  the  privilege  of  any  noble  Lord  to 
attend  the  hearing  of  appeals,  and  under 
it  the  Appellate  Court  would  be  as  much 
the  House  of  Lords  as  it  ever  was.  He 
believed  the  countrv  was  satisfied  with 
the  tribunal  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  Bill  would  become 
part  of  the  law  of  the  land  this  Session, 
for  there  was  a  prestige  attaching  to 

Zord  Denman 


that  House  as  a  tribonal  wliidi  eosU 
not  be  acquired  for  generatioiifl  by  nj 
other  Court  of  Appeal  which  mii^  be 
substituted  for  it. 

-The  LOBD  GHANGELLOB  nid, 
that  the  Question  before  the  House  wm 
simply  the  consideration  of  the  Amend- 
ments which  the  Commons  had  made  ii 
that  Bill,  and  he  therefore  oonld  not 
enter  upon  a  discussion  of  its  principle. 
The  great  subject  of  that  Bill  sent  don 
to  the  other  House  was  the  queetioii  of 
this  House  as  the  Tribunal  of  Ultimite 
Appeal  of  the  countiy ;  and  he  thoofffat 
he  was  correct  in  sayinff  that  on  tatt 
subject  the  House  of  Oommons  liad 
made  absolutely  no  alteration  in  the 
measure,  but  had  only  supplemented  it 
by  those  financial  provisions  which  oovld 
only  spring  from  tiie  other  House,  and 
could  not  be  introduced  in  this  "Qsnm, 
He  could  not  refrain  from  ezpresang 
his  feelings  of  gratitude  at  the  ooone 
taken  by  the  other  House  in  the  matter. 
The  provisions  of  the  Bill  on  that  sab- 
ject  were  matters  on  which  diffiBteot 
opinions  might  well  be  entertained,  end 
actually  were  entertained  by  Tariooi 
persons  in  the  House  of  Uommou. 
Those  opinions  were  placed  in  abeyance, 
and  that  Bill  now  came  back  to  their 
Lordships  in  that  respect  exactly  ee  it 
had  been  sent  down  to  the  other  House. 
Though  there  were  several  Amendment! 
made  in  the  Bill  there  were  only  two  of 
importance.  One,  to  which  he  thought 
no  objection  could  reasonably  be  offered, 
related  to  the  Intermediate  Court  of 
Appeal,  and  the  position  of  things  with 
respect  to  that  Court  was  this — Under 
the  Act  of  last  year  the  Lord  Chancellor 
had  power  to  take  from  each  of  the 
three  Divisions  of  Queen's  Bench,  Com- 
mon Pleas,  and  Exchequer  one  Judge 
to  assist  in  the  work  of  the  Intermediate 
Court  of  Appeal.  When  this  Bill  went 
to  the  other  House  considerable  objec- 
tion was  taken  to  that  provision.  It  wu 
said  that  its  working  would  be  nncerttin 
and  unsatisfactory,  that  there  would  be 
a  change  in  the  Judges,  and  that  the 
object  should  be  to  obtain  Judges  who 
would  be  permanent.  The  first  impor- 
tant Amendment  was  to  meet  that  defect 
A  provision  was  introduced  for  the  actoal 
transfer  of  three  primary  Judges  to  the 
Intermediate  Court  of  Appeal,  but  these 
Judges  might  be  required  to  go  on  Circuit. 
The  second  important  Amendment  pro- 
vided that  rules  might  be  made  to  insure 
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to  a  muoli  greater  degpree  than  at  present 
the  hearing  by  a  single  Judge  of  cases  in 
the  Divisions  of  Queen's  Bench,  Common 
Pleas,  and  Exchequer,  so  as  to  produce 
to  a  greater  extent  than  could  now  be 
done  the  same  results  as  were  obtained 
in  the  Chancery  Division,  whereby  points 
of  law  were  decided  at  the  hearing  of 
bases,  and  it  was  rendered  unnecessary 
to  refer  those  points  to  the  Court  in 
jBmtco.  Those  were  the  only  Amend- 
ments of  any  substance  which  had  now 
to  be  considered.  He  hoped  the  results 
of  the  attention  which  had  been  bestowed 
npon  this  Bill  would  be  to  materially 
improve  our  system  of  Judicature. 

LoBD  COLERIDGE  said,  he  thought 
the  compromise  that  had  been  effected 
was  a  reasonable  one,  and  one  which  he 
thought  would  work  well  in  practice. 
He  luul  laid  on  the  Table  a  Notice  that  he 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  working  of  the  Judicature  Act,  and 
move  for  a  Betum  to  supplement  one 
which  had  been  previously  obtained; 
but,  perhaps,  it  would  be  more  conve- 
nient and  save  time  if  he  said  what  he 
had  got  to  say  on  the  consideration  of 
these  Amendments.  Unfortunately,  the 
controversy,  if  controversy  it  ought  to 
be  called  which  dealt  with  matters  of 
£sct,  was  conducted  on  certain  incon- 
yenient  conditions,  because  those  who 
really  knew  about  the  working  of  the 
Act  up  to  this  time  were  not,  with  the 
single  exception  of  the  person  now  ad- 
drMsing  their  Lordships,  able  to  speak 
in  that  or  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  of  course  they  could  not  enter 
on  a  controversy  in  the  newspapers,  and 
those  who,  he  was  quite  satisfied  unin- 
tentionally, had  misrepresented  the  facts 
of  the  case  had  not  that  definite  informa- 
tion which  was  essential  for  dealing  with 
this  very  important  question.  He  was,- 
therefore,  sorry  to  find  from  the  state- 
ments that  had  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers and  which  had  been  made  ''  else- 
where "  that  there  had  been  very  gross 
exaggerations  as  regarded  the  present 
arrears.  The  Act  divided  the  Courts  of 
Justice  into  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
and  the  Court  of  Appeal.  He  would 
take  first,  the  working  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  which,  as  their  Lordships 
would  remember,  was  divided  into  five 
Divisions,  but  for  all  ordinary  purposes 
into  three — namely,  the  Divisions  repre- 
sented by  the  Yice  Chancellors,  by  the 
Qaeen's   Bench,    Common   Pleas,  and 


Exchequer,  and  by  the  Probate  and  Ad- 
miralty Courts.  The  working  of  the 
Chancery  Division  had  been  somewhat 
slow,  because  the  most  salutary  practice 
of  vivd  voce  examination  had  been  intro- 
duced. Anyone  who  knew  anything 
about  the  matter  would  see  that  if  we 
tried  cases  by  vivd  voce  examination, 
they  would  take  up  a  longer  time, ;  but, 
for  all  that,  there  was  no  comparison 
between  that  system  and  the  system  of 
affidavits  for  eliciting  the  truth.  Every 
one  knew  perfectly  well  that  the  result 
of  affidavits  drawn  by  the  score,  settled 
by  the  counsel,  and  sworn  to,  perhaps, 
without  much  examination,  could  not  for 
a  moment  be  compared  with  the  result 
attained  by  examination  and  cross-ex- 
amination vivd  voce.  In  the  Probate 
and  Admiralty  Courts  there  was  very 
little  difference,  except  that  as  the  Judge 
of  the  Probate  Court  could  call  in  the 
Judge  of  the  Admiralty,  he  believed,  on 
the  whole,  more  important  work  had 
been  got  out  of  that  Division.  He  now 
came  to  what  he  understood  better — 
namely,  the  working  of  the  Queen's 
Bench,  Common  Pleas,  and  Exchequer 
Division.  And,  first,  with  regard  to  sit- 
tings in  Banco,  he  had  to  say  that  there 
were,  practicidly  speaking,  no  arrears. 
He  did  not  mean  that  there  might  not 
be  some  few  cases  standing  over,  but 
practically  there  were  no  arrears  at  all. 
Therefore  as  far  as  regarded  two  very 
important  portions  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice,  the  work  had  been  done  to  a 
greater  extent  than  he  believed  had  ever 
been  done  before.  He  quite  admitted 
that  in  trial  by  jury  cases  there  were 
very  considerable  arrears.  He  had  to 
say,  however,  that  as  to  this  matter 
there  had  been  gross  exaggeration.  The 
fact  of  the  exaggeration  was  unques- 
tionable. There  was  no  kind  of  use  in 
disputing  about  the  facts.  He  did  not 
invent  these  statements ;  but  he  desired 
their  Lordships  to  know  the  facts,  in 
order  that  they  might  see  how  far  the 
Amendments  made  in  the  Bill  were 
really  well  founded.  The  question  was 
how  many  cases  were  standing  for  trial, 
audit  was  a  question  of  figures  and 
nothing  else,  and  his  authorities  for  the 
figures  he  had  given  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion, and  was  about  to  gjive,  were  of  the 
best  kind — namely,  the  Associates  of  the 
Courts — Mr.  Campbell,  Mr.  Erie,  and 
Mr.  Pollock.  He  said  then,  and  now 
repeated  a  statement  ^hic^i  ^<^  i»i«  ^^a^ 
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questioned  ''elsewhere" — that,  whereas 
between  November,  1874,  and  Novem- 
ber, 1875,  the  Judges  sat  540  days  in 
London  and  Middlesex  to  try  cases,  they 
sat  for  676  days  from  November,  1875, 
up  to  the  close  of  the  sittings  in  1 876. 
Some  doubt  had  been  cast  upon  his 
meaning  in  the  use  of  the  expression 
"  judicial  days."  What  he  meant  was,  of 
course,  that  if  two  Judges  each  sat  for  30 
days  the  result  was  60  judicial  days;  and 
he  repeated  that  there  had  been  150  or 
thereabouts  more  days  spent  by  the 
same  number  of  Judges  in  the  same 
time  since  the  passing  of  the  Judicature 
Act  compared  with  the  number  of  days' 
sittings  by  the  same  Judges  in  the  same 
time  and  upon  the  same  work  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  Further,  he  stated, 
and  now  repeated,  that  in  the  words  of 
the  Return  furnished  to  him — 

"Every  action  which  has  hoen  entered  for 
trial  since  the  Judicature  Act  came  into  opera- 
tion has  been  tried  within  three  months  of  its 
entry,  and  every  action  now  left  untried  since 
the  beginning  of  the  Long  Vacation  will  have 
been  stending  for  trial  less  than  three  months." 

In  his  statement  he  made  no  distinction 
between  common  jury  and  special  jury 
cases ;  it  applied  unreservedly  to  both 
classes.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
three  months  was  no  time  to  wait  or  that 
the  arrear  was  not  a  large  arrear  ;  but 
he  did  say  that  to  talk  of  the  Act  having 
broken  down,  of  the  state  of  things 
being  unprecedented,  was  to  indulge  in 
extravagant  language  and  to  go  altoge- 
ther beyond  what  the  facts  of  the  case, 
as  he  believed  them  to  be,  warranted. 
Nobody  could  foretell  what  would  happen 
hereafter,  but  as  they  began  last  year 
with  549  cases,  and  as  they  would  begin 
the  next  year  with  600  or  700,  it  was  not 
unlikely  that  by  the  end  of  the  year  the 
arrear  would  be  got  rid  of.  It  was  al- 
leged, first,  that  the  business  was  shown 
to  be  declining,  and  yet  that  more  time 
was  taken  to  try  fewer  cases,  which  was 
said  to  prove  the  bad  working  of  the 
system ;  and,  secondly,  it  was  said  that 
the  sittings  of  the  Judges  had  neither 
been  so  continuous  nor  so  long  as  they 
ought  to  have  been.  Now,  it  was  almost 
a  universal  rule  that  as  you  amended 
procedure  and  made  it  more  reasonable 
and  expeditious,  you  diminished  the 
quantity,  but  increased  the  quality  of 
the  business  that  was  left.  It  was  wholly 
fallacious  to  go  back  a  good  many  years 
and  say  there    were  then   more    writs 
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issued,  and  a  larger  number  of  caaet 
tried.  That  was  true,  but  those  were 
days  when  a  larger  number  of  cases 
were  undefended,  when  a  number  of 
small  technical  questions  arose  for  de- 
cision, and  when  the  parties,  bj  interio- 
cutories  and  discoveries,  did  not  know 
each  other's  hands  as  thej  did  now.  A 
larger  number  of  such  cases  might  be 
tried  in  the  same  period ;  they  did  not 
occupy  the  same  amount  of  judicial  time. 
But  now  almost  every  case  coming  be- 
fore the  Judge  and  jury  was  a  substu- 
tial  case.  By  proceedings  in  Chambers 
and  otherwise  the  chaff  was  winnowed 
away,  the  case  on  both  sides  was  ascer- 
tained and  understood,  and  when  the 
parties  came  into  Court  it  was  upon  a 
substantial  issue.  Under  one  of  the 
most  useful  provisions  of  the  Judicatnie 
Act  it  was  ordered  that  a  defendant 
should  swear  to  his  defence ;  he  coold 
no  longer  keep  the  plaintiff  at  am'i 
length,  but  was  put  to  his  oath.  Then, 
again,  he  understood  that  a  large  por- 
tion of  business  which,  before  the  Jadi- 
cature  Act,  would  come  into  Court,  was 
now  disposed  of  in  Chambers,  and  did 
not  figure  in  the  returns  of  cases.  Bat 
it  was  business  done  all  the  same,  and 
in  any  fair  and  candid  comparison  of 
systems  it  must  be  taken  into  account  as 
business  now  done  in  one  way,  while  be- 
fore the  Judicature  Act  it  was  disposed 
of  in  another  way.  He  ventured  to  say, 
therefore,  that  the  amount  of  litigious 
business  before  the  Judges  was  not,  sub- 
stantially at  all  events,  smaller  at  the 
present  moment  than  in  previous  years. 
The  Judges,  he  thought,  had  good 
ground  to  complain  of  observations  made 
upon  them  elsewhere,  as  though  they 
had  not  been  loyal  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Act,  and,  instead  of  doing  their  best  to 
carry  it  into  effect,  had  been  obstructiTe 
and  prevented  the  proper  working  of 
the  Act.  He  was  certain  that  this  sort 
of  attack  upon  the  Judges  would  reoeive 
no  countenance  from  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  opposite  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) who  had  said  no  more  than  was 
just — though  it  was  generously  and 
kindly  said — in  moving  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill — namely,  that  the  Judges, 
so  far  from  obstructing  the  operation  of 
the  Act,  had  accepted  it  loyally  and  with 
ardour  and  energy.  A  more  unfair  and 
unfounded  accusation  than  to  say  that 
they  had  in  any  way  obstructed  the  fair 
I  working  of  the  Act  was  never  made  by 


«a 


AppeihU 


(August  10,  1876]  JurUdiction  Bill.        954 


any  man  in  any  place,  however  conside- 
rable the  man  and  however  high  the 
place.  It  was  absolutely  unfounded.  In 
January  and  February  so  much  had  the 
work  diminished  that  a  Judge  might 
occasionally  not  have  been  sitting.  But 
•peaking  for  himself  and  all  the  Judges 
lie  knew,  and  excepting  the  short  statu- 
tory vacations,  there  had  been  no  Judge 
who  had  not  in  some  place  or  in  some 
Court  been  sitting  day  by  day  from  No- 
Tomber  2,  1875,  up  to  the  present  time. 
A  good  deal  had  been  said  about  Cir- 
cuits, and  he  wished  to  state  that  it  was 
perfectly  indifiPerent  to  the  Judges  whe- 
ther they  sat  in  London  or  the  country ; 
tbey  did  not  care  where  the  work  was. 
He  said  that  so  far  as  he  knew  a  full 
amount  of  work  had  been  required  from 
the  Judges.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  the  presence  throughout  the  coun- 
try of  the  Judges  on  Circuit  had  an  im- 
portance of  its  own  which  ought  not  to 
DO  measured,  and  which  could  not  be 
fairly  measured,  by  the  particular  num- 
ber of  hours  consumed  by  the  Judges. 
Indirect,  yet  most  valuable,  results  were 
produced  by  the  presence  of  the  Judges 
in  various  parts  of  England.  He  alto- 
gether denied  that  the  mode  of  criticism 
which  had  been  applied  to  those  learned 
persons  was  a  fair,  or  a  generous,  or  a 
right  mode  of  criticism  at  all.  When  he 
saw  it  stated  that  the  Judges  ought  to 
work  in  shifts,  that  they  only  considered 
iheir  own  convenience,  and  that  they  did 
not  think  of  the  public  whom  they  ought 
to  serve,  he  maintained  that  that  was 
not  seemly  language,  but  language  which 
the  facts  of  the  case  did  not  in  any  de- 
gree or  in  any  manner  justify.  So  far  as 
nis  own  Court  was  concerned,  he  main- 
tained that  the  working  of  the  High 
Court  had,  upon  the  whole,  been  suc- 
oeasful.  He  did  not  say  he  should  not 
have  preferred  to  state  that  there  were 
no  arrears  in  the  Nisi  Prius  Court,  but 
he  did  assert  that  if  what  he  had  stated 
to  their  Lordships  was  anything  like  the 
truth,  the  exaggerated  statements  on  the 
subject  must  be  attributable  in  a  great 
degree  to  the  circumstance  that  suffi- 
cient attention  had  not  been  paid  to  the 
figures  and  facts  before  those  statements 
were  made.  We  were  hardly  yet  in  a 
position  to  judge  what  the  normal  work- 
ing of  the  High  Court  would  be.  It 
seemed  to  him  to  be  as  unreasonable  to 
legislate  on  the  existing  state  of  things 
it  would  have  been  to  come  to  Parlia- 


ment in  January  and  to  say — **  Abolish 
three  Judges  because  there  is  not  suffi- 
cient work  for  them."  With  reference 
to  the  Amendments  in  the  Bill  they  re- 
volutionized the  system  of  Common  Law 
procedure,  and  he  considered  that  it  was 
inconvenient  and  unfortunate  that  a 
change  of  this  great  importance  should 
have  been  introduced  into  this  House  on 
the  loth  of  August  in  a  Bill  which  had 
been  much  altered  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons since  it  left  their  Lordships  some 
time  ago.  As  the  Bill  went  from  the 
*House  their  Lordships  fully  concurred 
with  it,  but  it  was  now  sent  back  in  an 
entirely  difiPerent  form  from  that  in  which 
it  left.  Was  it  unreasonable  to  effect  a 
change  of  that  very  considerable  import- 
ance without  any  consultation,  or  the 
possibility  of  consultation,  with  those 
who  had  to  administer  the  law  ?  A  very 
large  majority  of  those  persons  were  op- 
posed to  the  change,  and  he  ventured  to 
think  there  was  no  real  reason  for  its 
being  effected  at  all.  It  was  said  to  be 
made  with  the  universe  assent  of  the 
Profession,  but  he  emphatically  denied 
that  the  assent  of  the  Profession  had 
been  even  asked  for  anything  like  this 
change.  He  entertained  great  respect 
for  those  barristers  who  happened  to  be 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
he  denied  that  they  generally  repre- 
sented the  feeling  of  the  Profession  on 
the  subject,  and  he  should  require  a 
much  stronger  consensus  of  opinion  for 
the  absolute  destruction  of  the  old  system 
of  Common  Law,  under  which  there  was 
a  trial  of  disputed  facts  before  a  jury 
and  an  adjudication  on  disputed  points 
of  law  by  a  Court  in  Banco,  He  would 
now  read  some  extracts  from  a  letter  ad- 
dressed to  him  by  his  excellent  Colleague 
Mr.  Justice  Brett — 

"  First,  it  is  alteration  in  a  panic  of  legisla- 
tion hardly  yet  dry.  This  block  of  causes  at 
Ni»i  Prius  in  London  and  Middlesex  is  probably 
only  temporarj'.  Secondly,  the  proposed  plan 
ignores  entirely  the  essential  difference  between 
the  causes  tried  before  juries  and  those  tried 
before  Vice  Chancellors.  The  causes  in  the 
Common  Law  Divisions  are  those  which  arise 
in  the  ever-varying  transactions  of  every-day 
life.  There  is  not  a  month,  or  even  a  week,  in 
which  some  new  combination  does  not  arise  in 
business,  and  therefore  some  totally  new  appli- 
cation of  law  does  not  arise.  It  seems  never 
to  be  understood  by  those  who  are  not  conver- 
sant with  the  administration  of  law  b^  Judge 
and  jury  that  the  trial  before  the  jury  is  to  as- 
certsun  what  are  the  facts  of  that  new  combina- 
tion, and  that  the  law  must  be  applied  after  the 
facts  are  asoertained.    Ia\i  ^iscsf  ^u^  \q^  Ns^ 
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the  Beports,  and  he  will  see  how  incessantly 
new  business,  which  is,  in  other  words,  a  new 
point  of  law,  arises.  It  is  practically  impossible, 
rrom  want  of  time  and  lK>oks,  that  each  new 
point  should  be  determined  at  the  Ki»i  Prius 
trial,  as  Mr.  Gregory's  Amendment,  for  instance, 
supposes  it  could  be.  If  the  point  were  then  to 
be  determined,  either  Nisi  Frius  trials  must  be 
postponed  for  months  or  the  number  of  Judges 
and  Courts  must  be  increased  by  60.  And  if 
each  new  point  were  reserved  for  the  determi- 
nation of  the  same  Judge  sitting  in  London  or 
for  another  single  Juage  sitting  alone,  it  is 
practically  impossible  to  suppose  that  the  num- 
ber of  appeals  would  not  be  increased  ten  or 
twenty-fold.  Suppose  an  opinion  expressed  by* 
Baron  Bramwell  or  Mr.  Justice  Blackburn,  let 
us  say,  at  the  trial  referred  to  any  Judge  you 
may  think  wholly  inferior  or  whom  the  public 
may  think  wholly  inferior,  and  his  judgment  is 
different  from  the  opinion ;  or  even  if  the  single 

i'udgment  be  that  of  the  most  trusted  of  tiie 
fudges.  The  assumption  is  that  the  point  or 
application  is  new.  Now,  is  it  possible  to  sup- 
pose that  it  will  be  acquiesced  in  P  I  will  give 
two  or  throe  instances  which  are  recent — the 
crossed  cheques,  the  negotiability  of  foreign 
bonds  or  coupons,  the  questions  now  raised  as 
to  disclosures  or  concealments  in  a  prospectus, 
customs  of  the  Stock  Exchange,  &c.  The  truth 
is  that  the  proposal  would  make  the  Court  of 
Appeal  the  only  Court  in  BancOj  and  so  the 
Bouse  of  Lords  the  first  instead  of  the  second 
Court  of  Appeal.  It  is  only,  in  fact,  upon  the 
question  of  a  suggested  misdirection  that  the 
Courts  in  Banco  are  a  Court  of  Appeal.  As  to 
points  reserved  or  special  cases  or  other  motions, 
they  are  a  Court  of  First  Instance  upon  ques- 
tions of  law.  It  may  be  that  a  single  Judge 
should  more  often  sit  to  hear  points  of  practice ; 
but  that  requires  no  legislation.  Thirdly,  if  the 
Judges  are  to  determine  each  of  them  singly 
these  questions  of  law  which  so  constantly  arise, 
all  idea  of  authority,  which  has  hitherto  been 
the  backbone  of  the  consistency  of  the  law, 
must  cease.  Surely  it  cannot  be  supposed  that 
the  decision  of  a  single  Judge  is  to  be  cited  as 
a  binding  authority  to  another  single  Judge. 
Such  things  as  reported  cases,  which  are  now 
more  useful  even  to  prevent  litigation  than  to 
guide  it,  must  cease.  No  lawyer  will  be  able 
to  advise  his  client  that  the  point  has  been  de- 
cided by  a  binding  authority ;  at  all  events,  not 
till  the  Court  of  Appeal  has  decided ;  and  so, 
again,  that  appeals  must  multiply.  Fourthly, 
how  is  the  work  to  be  distributed  ?  Three 
Judges  in  the  Court  of  Appeal — are  these  to  be 
three  sitting  singly,  as  it  were,  in  Banco  ?  If  so, 
are  there  to  be  six  at  Nisi  Prius  and  one  at 
Chambers  ?  That  gives  13.  Are  five  to  be  idle  ? 
Or  are  there  to  be  more  than  three  Courts  in 
Banco  or  more  than  six  at  Nisi  Prius  ?  If  yes, 
where  are  the  Courts  and  the  Bar  ?  Fifth,  what 
is  to  become  of  the  peculiar  business — the  Re- 
venue cases  in  the  Exchequer,  the  magisterial 
and  other  cases  in  the  Queen's  Bench,  the  elec- 
tion cases  (Parliamentary  and  Municipal)  in  the 
Common  Pleas?  Sixth,  is  not  the  veiled  idea 
the  idea  of  doing  away  with  trial  by  jury  ? 
Seventh,  I  should  say  that  at  present  nine-tenths 
of  the  daily  Common  Law  disputes — i.e.,  cases — 
stop  at  the  Court  in  Banco,  whereas  under  the 
proposed  s^^stem  those  nine-tenths  would  almost 
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all  go  to  the  Oonrt  of  Appeal  For  theni 

I  have  no  doubt  as  to  the  extreme  danger  mi 

ruin  of  a  soheme  which  seems  to  me  to  be  uttolj 

thoughtless." 

It  was  further  said  that  the  spectade 
was  often  seen  of  three  Judges  hearing 
cases  which  men  of  ordinary  intellect 
might  dispose  of  in  a  few  minutes.  Nov, 
he  did  not  aspire  to  the  intellect  of  hii 
learned  Friend  who  made  those  obso- 
vations ;  but  when  he  spoke  of  three 
Judges  frequently  sitting  to  decide  pointB 
which  a  clerk  in  a  counting-house  miglit 
dispose  of,  he  could  only  say  that  was  a 
state  of  things  which  had  not  oome  under 
his  own  observation.  For  his  own  part, 
he  found  the  strain  upon  his  mind, 
though,  perhaps,  not  so  long,  greater 
since  he  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  on 
the  Bench  than  when  he  practised  as  a 
barrister,  and  his  learned  Friend  in 
making  the  comments  to  which  he  re- 
ferred laboured,  he  could  not  help  think* 
ing,  under  an  entire  misapprehension. 
Under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  ease, 
he  might  add,  he  saw  no  necessity  what- 
ever for  altering  the  present  83r8tem. 
All  that  was  required  to  be  done  was  to 
give  the  Judges  power  in  the  less  im- 
portant cases.  At  all  events,  nothing 
like  the  alteration  proposed  in  the 
Amendments  before  the  House  was,  he 
believed,  at  all  necessary  or  would  be 
found  in  practice  to  be  at  all  usefoL 
He  came,  in  the  next  place,  to  the 
working  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  which 
was,  in  his  opinion,  a  question  somewhat 
different  from  the  working  of  the  High 
Court.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack  had  been  so  kind  as 
to  furnish  him  with  a  Betum  as  to  the 
working  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  re- 
gard to  appeals  from  the  different  Divi- 
sions of  the  High  Court,  and  he  fonnd 
that  for  a  period  of  five  years,  commencing 
in  1871,  the  number  of  appeals  from  the 
Common  Law  Divisions  was  245,  whereas 
the  number  from  the  Vice  Chancellors' 
Courts  was  1,012.  During  portions  of 
that  time  up  to  the  passing  of  the  Ja- 
dicature  Act  there  were,  he  admitted, 
many  matters  in  which  the  decisions  of 
the  Courts  of  Common  Law  were  final, 
and  that  many  of  the  appeals  from  the 
Yice  Chancellors'  Courts  were  with  re- 
ference to  small  matters,  so  that  it  was 
exceedingly  difficult  to  say  what  deduc- 
tion ought  to  be  made  in  making  the 
contrast  upon  those  two  g^unds.  Still 
there  remained  the  fact  of  the  three 
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Oommon  Law  Oourts  Bitting  in  Banco 
toot  fire  yean  with  only  245  appeals, 
while  there  were  1,012  during  the  same 
time  from  the  Ck)iirts  of  the  Vice  Ohan- 
oellon.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
had  also  been  good  enough  to  furnish 
Idni  with  a  Betum  with  respect  to  the 
Cknirt  of  Appeal  for  the  present  year, 
which  induaed  the  appeals  from  the 
Chancery  as  well  as  m>m  the  Common 
Iiaw  Divisions.  From  that  Betum  it 
appeared  that  the  number  of  appeals 
iirom  the  Chancery  Division  was  200, 
from  the  Queen's  Bench  Division  36, 
from  the  Divisional  Court  of  Appeal  3, 
from  the  Common  Pleas  27,  from  the 
Exchequer  45,  from  the  Probate  and 
Divorce  Division  18,  or  in  all  129.  So 
that  there  were  200  appeals  from  the 
Chancery  Division  as  against  129  from 
all  the  other  Divisions.  Those  were  facts 
which  did  not  at  all  tend  to  encourage, 
in  his  opinion,  the  idea  that  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Courts  would  diminish  under 
the  change  which  was  proposed.  In 
eondosion,  he  thought  no  Act  had  worked 
more  successfully  than  the  present,  or 
was  more  generally  satisfactory  to  the 
Profession ;  and  as  to  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
no  Court,  he  believed,  ever  started  under 
frdrer  auspices.  It  was  difficult  to  say 
why  it  was  not  now  viewed  by  them  with 
the  same  favour  as  in  the  first  instance. 
That  was,  he  believed,  due  to  other  and 
temporary  causes  rather  than  its  consti- 
tution. There  was  the  great  difficulty 
o(  a  Court  with  permanent  Judges  as 
distinguished  from  Judges  sitting  from 
time  to  time,  and  although  a  difference 
of  opinion  existed  among  the  Judges 
upon  the  point,  yet  he  was  strongly  of 
opinion  that  amid  much  that  was  evil 
in  the  old  system  of  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer, there  was  the  good  that  it  pre- 
vented all  distinctions  of  rank  as  among 
the  Judges.  Although  undoubtedly  there 
were  inconveniences  and  difficulties  in 
the  working  of  the  old  Court  of  Exche- 
quer Chamber,  he  must  say  that  he 
tiiought  the  judgments  of  that  Court 
commanded  .Uie  respect  of  the  Profes- 
sion, and  were  lookea  up  to.  He  thought 
that  the  portion  of  the  Commons  Amend- 
ments which  added  three  Judges  to  the 
permanent  Court  of  Appeal  was  a  mis- 
time, and  that  it  would  be  bettor  that 
all  the  superior  Judges  should  from 
time  to  time  take  their  places  in  the 
Court  of  Appeal.  It  was  not  a  matter 
of  sentiment  with  him ;  he  held  his  opi- 


nions because  he  reaUy  believed  that 
for  a  considerable  space  of  time  the 
working  of  the  Common  Law  Courts 
had  been  g^atly  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  He  felt  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind  he  was  really  in  the 
hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  he  knew  that  in  legal  subjects  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend.  He  had  submitted 
his  views,  and  he  left  them  with  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said,  he 
would  not  enter  upon  a  general  discus- 
sion upon  the  subject  under  considera- 
tion, as  he  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
reserve  whatever  observations  he  might 
have  to  make  upon  the  Amendments 
until  they  were  put  in  their  turn,  but 
there  was  one  observation  which  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite  (Lord 
Coleridge)  hadmade  unconnected  with  the 
Amendments  to  which  he  must  respond 
at  once.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
had  heard  that  the  learned  Judges  had 
placed  themselves  in  antagonism  to  the 
Judicature  Act,  and  that  in  some  way 
they  were  thwarting  its  operations.  He 
had  been  reminded  by  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  that  he  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) had  borne  testimony  to  the  learned 
Judges,  and  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
asked  him  was  he  prepared  to  repeat  it  ? 
He  was  prepared  in  the  most  unqualified 
way  to  repeat  that  testimony,  and  he 
took  the  opportunity  of  bearing  witness 
to  what  he  called  before,  and  called  now, 
not  only  the  loyalty,  but  the  generous 
and  most  efficient  manner  in  which  the 
learned  Judges  had  combined  to  put 
into  operation  the  very  large  changes 
inaugurated  by  the  Judicature  Act.  He 
believed  they  had  done  that  not  merely 
in  obedience  to  the  law,  which  they  would 
have  obeyed ;  he  could  go  farther  than 
that — he  could  say  from  his  personal 
knowledge  that  the  majority  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Judicial  Bench  were  not  only 
prepared  to  obey  the  law,  but  were  of 
opinion  that  the  changes  made  by  the 
Judicature  Act  were  most  beneficial  and 
desirable  changes.  The  other  day  there 
was  an  occurrence  which  had  been  the 
subject  of  remark,  and  there  was  a  dif- 
ference of  opinion  as  to  whether  a  par- 
ticular action  should  be  tried  at  a  par- 
ticular place  before  a  jury.  He  did 
not  disgmse  that  he  had  an  opinion  as 
to  what  the  law  in  tkat  ^«x\ivsvi^fis  ^^ai^ 
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was,  but  lie  was  not  going  to  state  now 
what  that  opinion  was ;  but  it  was  dear 
that  this  was  a  matter  in  which  the 
Judges  might  difiPer  in  opinion  as  to 
what  the  law  was.  Whatever  their  opi- 
nion, they  did  not  evince  the  slightest 
disposition  on  their  part  to  fail  to  com- 
ply loyally  and  properly  with  the  enact- 
ments of  the  Judicature  Act.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  referred  to  some 
criticisms  made  upon  the  arrangements 
for  Circuit.  He  knew  it  was  stated  that 
a  larger  time  was  allotted  for  Circuits 
than  was  absolutely  necessary.  He 
knew  the  learned  Judges  were  in  a  diffi- 
culty on  this  subject.  Some  persons 
thought  the  business  would  not  be  in- 
creased, others  held  a  difiPerent  opinion  ; 
but  the  learned  Judges  had  no  data  by 
which  they  could  tell  how  that  might  be. 
He  must  add  one  other  observation,  and 
that  was  to  bear  testimony  to  the  way  in 
which  the  learned  Judges  discharged 
their  duties  under  great  difficulties  as  to 
the  accommodation  in  the  places  in  which 
they  discharged  the  Nisi  Frius  cases.  He 
was  sorry  to  say  the  accommodation  was 
not  sufficient.  They  were  put  into 
garrets  and  comers  utterly  unfit  for 
them  to  sit  in,  and  there  ihey  had  to 
discharge  labours  under  difficulties 
which  other  public  servants  would  not 
submit  to. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  as  the 
6th  clause  contained  an  Amendment  in 
fixing  the  salary  of  the  new  Judges 
(which  went  out  either  with  blanks  or 
red  letters),  he  was  justified  in  moving 
an  Amendment  to  it,  he  believed  that 
two  new  Vice  Chancellors,  with  power 
to  sit  as  Judges  of  Chancery  Appeal 
with  the  Lords  Justices  on  the  plan  of  the 
Exchequer  Chamber,  would  be  far  more 
useful  than  the  two  Judges  contemplated 
by  the  Bill,  and  hoped  that  retired  Chan- 
cellors and  Judges  and  those  already 
Peers,  whilst  continuing  to  be  Judges  in 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  would 
not  cease  to  give  the  weight  of  their  au- 
thority and  experience  in  cases  when  the 
House  of  Lords  might  be  sitting  on  Ap- 
peals in  vacation,  or  between  a  Dissolu- 
tion and  a  New  Parliament. 

Commons  Amendments  considered. 

Commons  Amendments  up  to  Clause 
12  agreed  to. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said,  he 
had  now  to  ask  their  Lordships  to  agree 

^e  Lord  Chancellor 


to  the  two  AmendmentB  whibh  bid  bea 
commented  on  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  (Lord  Coleridge).  Ai 
regarded  the  first,  which  dealt  with  tbe 
Intermediate  Court,  with  the  exceptioa 
of  what  had  been  said  by  his  noble  ind 
learned  Friend,  whatever  differences  of 
opinion  might  have  presented  themeehret 
to  the  minds  of  the  learned  Judges  of  the 
Supreme  Court  on  the  subject,  he  vu 
happy  to  say  he  had  received  no  un- 
favourable representations  from  them 
concerning  it.  The  necessity  for  it  wu 
obvious,  and  his  noble  and  leaned 
Friend  had  himself  admitted  that  the 
Court  did  not  come  up  to  his  expectations. 
There  was  an  Intermediate  Court  of 
Appeal,  to  which  only  three  regular 
Judges  were  attached.  For  assistance 
they  had  to  depend  on  the  casual  attend- 
ance of  other  Judges  who  might  be  able 
to  spare  some  time  from  the  business  of 
their  own  Courts.  There  was  another 
Amendment  that  that  Intermediate 
Court  of  Appeal  should  sit  in  two  divi- 
sions. Now,  how  was  it  possible  for 
two  divisions  of  that  Court  to  sit  in 
proper  strength  with  only  three  rcmlar 
Judges  to  transact  the  business  f  Of 
course,  an  addition  to  the  number  of 
Judges  was  required.  Well,  last  year 
he  proposed  that,  except  at  Circuit  time, 
three  of  the  primary  Judges  should  be 
required  to  attend  in  the  Intermediate 
Court  of  Appeal.  That  arrangement 
had  not  been  found  so  satisfactoiy  in 
practice  as  might  have  been  expected, 
and  the  House  of  Commons  therefore 
said  that  three  of  the  primary  Judges 
should  be  altogether  transferred  to  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  except  during  times  of 
Circuit  as  before — in  other  words,  that, 
except  with  the  obligation  of  going  Cir- 
cuit, three  primary  Judges  should  be 
made  regular  members  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal.  That  was  the  Amendment  he 
had  now  to  propose.  It  was,  it  seemed 
to  him,  one  more  of  form  than  of  sub- 
stance, and  he  apprehended  that  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said, 
he  now  came  to  the  second  Amendment 
which  related  to  the  procedure  in  the 
primary  Courts.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  (Lord  Coleridge)  had 
remarked  that  it  was  a  very  large  and 
serious  change  to  propose  at  so  late  a 
period  of  the  Session.     For  his  own 
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partp  he  mutt  say  that  the  change  pro- 
poaed  was  certainly  not  a  noyelty,  inas- 
much  as  it  had  been  discussed  over  and 
cnrer  a^n  both  in  and  out  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  and  it  was  difficult  to 
imagine  the  procedure  of  the  Courts 
being  upon  a  proper  footing  so  long  as 
there  were  three  Divisions  of  the  High 
Court  in  which  the  procedure  was  en- 
tirely different  from  what  it  was  in  an- 
other Division.  It  was  impossible  to 
jiistify  having  in  one  Division  only  one 
Judge  to  dispose  of  precisely  the  same 
kind  of  business  as  m  the  other  Divi- 
sions was  disposed  of  before  three 
Judges.  He  was  glad  that  public  opi- 
aion  had  ripened  so  rapidly  as  it  had 
done  upon  ihis  question,  as  was  shown 
by  the  fact  that  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  Amendment  was  agreed  to 
almost  unanimously,  and  there  was  no 
division  upon  it.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  spoken  of  the  violence  of 
the  change,  but  what  had  been  done 
with  regard  to  the  different  Divisions  of 
the  High  Court  of  Justice?  All  the 
Divisions  were  now  branches  of  one 
Court,  and  although  certain  distinctive 
names  had  been  kept  up,  a  person  mieht 
oommence  a  case  in  any  one  of  the  dif- 
ferent Divisions  he  liked.  Could  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  give  any  pos- 
sible reason  why  a  case  presented  for 
trial  in  the  Exchequer  Division  of  the 
Hiffh  Court  and  disposed  of  by  one 
Judge  should,  if  brought  on  in  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas,  require  three 
Judges?  The  Chancery  arrangement 
night  be  wrong ;  if  so,  let  it  be  altered. 
But  there  could  not  be  for  one  Court  a 
rule  which  would  not  apply  to  another. 
With  regard  to  juries,  no  difficulty 
oould  arise;  there  might  be  a  jury  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery  as  much  as  in  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench.    As  a  conse- 

auence  of  the  new  system  of  Judicature, 
lie  Court  of  Chancery  was  absorbing 
Common  Law  cases.  The  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, indeed,  was  actually  becomiDg 
blocked  from  the  number  of  Common 
Law  cases  which  came  before  it,  suitors 
being  attracted  to  it  by  the  greater  con- 
venience it  presented.  Taking  the  suits 
oommenced  in  town  during  the  first  yesur 
of  the  Judicature  Act,  and  comparing 
them  with  the  Betums  for  the  yesur  pre- 
vious, he  found  that  the  increase  in  the 
Chancery  Division  was  no  less  than  33 
per  cent — a  fact  which  could  not  be 
aocounted  for  except  in  the  way  he  had 
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said.  There  had  been  a  great  deal  of 
discussion  about  appeals.  It  might  now 
be  taken  as  settled  that  there  should  be 
two  appeals — intermediate  and  final — 
but  if  his  noble  and  learned  Friend's 
view  were  carried  out  there  would  be 
three  appeals.  There  would  be  first  the 
decision  at  Nisi  Prius,  then  an  appeal  to 
the  Court  in  Banco^  next  an  appeal  to 
the  Intermediate  Court,  and  lastly  an 
appeal  to  the  Final  Court.  Now,  did 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  really 
mean  to  say  that  that  was  his  view  of  a 
perfect  system  ?  He  very  much  doubted 
whether  there  would  be  a  great  multipli- 
cation of  appeals,  and  was  disposed  to 
think  that  when  a  single  Judge  disposed 
of  the  law  of  the  case,  he  was  almost 
as  likely  to  be  right  as  where  there  were 
more  Judges,  at  least  for  primary  juris- 
diction. But  even  supposing  there  were 
more  appeals,  the  Intermediate  Court 
would  have  to  decide  more,  which  would 
be  a  much  better  thing  than  having 
three  Courts  of  co-ordinate  authority, 
and  would,  he  thought,  have  a  much 
more  steady  effect  on  the  law.  It  was 
not  meant  that  where  facts  had  to  be 
decided  they  were  to  be  decided  by  the 
Judge,  but  by  the  jury,  as  heretofore ; 
and  the  law  would  be  applied  by  the 
Judge  who  had  heard  those  facts.  Had 
the  Court  in  Banco  been  such  a  sacred 
institution,  and  had  it  had  such  a  great 
effect  in  settling  the  law?  The  Court 
in  Banco  had  sat  four  in  number ;  but  it 
might  now  be  constituted  by  two  Judges, 
and  even  by  one.  So  that  great  palla- 
dium of  justice  had  dwindled  down  very 
much,  as  it  might  be  composed  of  two 
Judges,  and  sometimes  only  of  one.  It 
would  be  etter  to  get  rid  of  that  which 
was  little  more  than  a  phantom,  and 
have  a  single  Judge  to  apply  the  law  to 
the  facts  which  had  been  tried  by  a  jury. 
All  that  the  Amendment,  therefore,  did, 
was  to  say  that  as  a  general  rule  so  far 
as  convenient  and  practicable  the  one 
Judge  who  began  the  case  should  hear 
it  to  the  end  and  apply  the  law  to  the 
facts  when  they  had  been  ascertained  by 
the  jury.  The  clause  was,  however, 
very  elastic,  and  would  enable  the 
Judges  to  make  rules  which  would  leave 
very  important  matters  to  be  decided  by 
the  Courts  in  Banco,  He  did  not  think 
that  the  Amendment  would  interfere 
with  the  practice  of  the  Courts.  In  his 
opinion  it  was  a  most  valuable  one — what 
he  had  said  wa»  XXi^  %\jXi^\."aasi.^  <iS.  ^^ 
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whole  of  it,  and  he  was  surprised  that 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  thought  it 
so  serious  a  departure  from  present 
practice. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 


FORFEinmE  RELIEF  BILL.— (No.  210.) 

{The  Earl  of  Limerick.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ing,  read. 

The  Earl  of  LIMERICK,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  briefly  explained  its  object,  which 
was  to  remedy  the  severe  hardship 
caused  to  tenants  in  certain  cases  through 
forfeitures  arising  under  breaches  of 
covenant,  however  trivial  might  be  their 
character.  The  measure  left  it  entirely 
to  the  Court  to  say  whether  or  not  in 
its  discretion  the  relief  should  be  granted 
in  any  particular  case.  It  had  the 
sanction  of  some  eminent  Judges,  and 
he  believed  that  if  sanctioned  it  would 
confer  a  great  benefit  on  tenants  without 
doing  injury  or  wrong  to  their  landlords. 
Beyond  that  there  was  a  large  consepsu^ 
of  opinion  in  favour  of  the  principle  of 
the  l^ill,  which  would  eflFect  an  import- 
ant improvement  in  the  law;  it  had 
received  the  unanimous  approval  of  the 
other  House,  and  he  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  agree  to  the  second  reading, 
which  he  now  moved. 

Morfd,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2*."— (T:^^.  Larl  of  Lmenck.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
had  examined  the  Bill  as  carefully  as  he 
ci>uld  during  the  short  time  it  had  been 
before  the  House,  and  if  he  had  to 
answer  the  question  as  to  what  he 
thought  of  it  now,  he  should  certainly 
say  he  thought  it  was  a  good  Bill,  and 
that  it  would  not  be  pn>duc:ive  of  any 
injury  to  lessors  in  the 'cases  to  which  it 
refemd.  He  believed  it  had,  as  the 
noble  Lord  the  Mover  of  the  sea.>nd 
reading  had  said,  met  with  the  apprv^val 
of  a  groat  many  eminent  Judges,  and  i: 
also  seemed  to  have  bt-ea  drawn  with 
care  and  with  ct^nsitlerable  prv^fessional 
skill.  But  he  cx>uld  no:  disguise  frvm 
himsolf  that  it  was  a  Bill  which 
Ejected  in  a  way  that  was  very  import- 
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ant  a  great  mass  of  priTate  properd- 
in fact,  hundreds  of  thousands  ot  lesies 
which  might  be  most  yaluable.  It 
might  affect  them  without  doing  any 
injury  to  the  lessor,  but  that  was  a 
matter  on  which  the  lessor  oog^t  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  judg^ing  for  him- 
self. He  d^d  not  think  at  Uie  end  of  the 
Session  it  would  be  right  to  pass  a  mea- 
sure which  affected  private  property  so 
largely,  and  therefore  the  noble  Lord 
would  exercise  a  wise  discretion  if  he 
would  postpone  asking  for  a  dedsion  on 
this  question  until  next  Session. 

Motion,  by  leave  of  the  House,  with' 
draicn,  and  Order  for  2'  discharged. 

EGYPT— THE  KHEDIVE  AND  THE  NEW 
LEGAL  TRIBUNALS.— QUESTION. 

LoBD  EMTiY  said,  their  Lordships 
were  aware  that  the  ancient  Consolsr 
Courts  established  by  Treaty  between 
the  Porte  and  various  Christian  Poven 
had  been  abolished  last  year ;  that  new 
Courts  had  been  substituted  by  agree- 
ment between  the  Khedive  and  the 
Christian  Powers,  and.  that  the  jurisdio- 
tion  of  these  new  Courts  had  been  settled 
by  formal  arrangement.  The  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  invite  attention  was 
the  jurisdiction  conceded  by  the  Khedive 
in  the  case  of  claims  of  foreigners  against 
His  Highness's  private  estate.  No  mode 
of  attaching  the  Khedive^s  private  estate 
existed  before ;  but  by  the  agreement 
which  had  been  made,  the  Khedive  con- 
ceded that  his  private  estate  should  be 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  these  Courts. 
Lately,  however,  an  action  was  brought 
by  a  foreigner  on  account  of  a  debt  for 
which  the  private  estate  of  the  Khedive 
was  liable,  and  a  decision  was  given 
against  His  Highness :  but  he  refused  to 
allow  its  execution.  The  g^unds  of 
that  refusal  wc  re.  that  in  the  month  of 
May.  after  iLe  Courts  had  been  estab- 
lished, he  issued  a  decrt-e  by  which  sU 
liabilities  of  the  nature  of  the  plaintifiTs 
claim  were  Jeirtt-d  to  form  a  portion  of 
the  Public  l\h:  of  Egypt.  But  His 
High!! ess  statt-d  ^ikt  the  time  he  refiised 
to  ailviw  the  execution  of  the  decree  of 
the  Cv'Urt.  that  he  had  referred  his  deci- 
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the  matter  to  IIm  Gowerament  of 
t:iis  cvuntrv  and  to  IIm  «lkar  ftnigB 
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Vonigik  Affledn,  Whether  any  communi- 
eation  from  His  Highness  the  Khedive 
of  Egypt,  inviting  an  expression  of  opi- 
nion as  to  his  right  to  refuse  to  permit 
certain  Judgments  of  the  new  Tribunals 
establiuied  in  Egypt  has  been  received 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and,  if 
Bo,  whether  he  has  any  objection  to  state 
what  reply  he  had  given  to  such  com- 
munication ?  If  the  noble  Earl  was  not 
at  present  prepared  to  answer  the  Ques- 
tion, perhaps,  as  the  matter  was  of  con- 
siderable interest,  he  would  be  good 
enough  to  lay  the  Papers  on  the  Table 
and  make  known  the  decision  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  at  the  earliest 
opportunity. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords, 
there  is  no  doubt  of  the  importance  to 
many  persons,  and  of  the  importance 
upon  general  grounds,  of  the  question  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  referred,  and 
in  answer  I  have  to  say  I  did  receive  a 
eommunication  from  the  Khedive  in- 
citing an  expression  of  opinion,  and 
that  request  for  an  opinion  is  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government. 
The  fact  is  that,  although  the  question 
involved  is  not  exclusively  a  legal  one, 
atill  it  turns  to  a  considerable  extent 
npon  the  construction  to  be  placed  on 
certain  documents  which  have  much  of 
A  leg^  character  about  them,  and  I  was 
unwilling  to  decide  without  first  obtain- 
ing the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown.  At  this  time  of  the  year, 
as  the  noble  Lord  well  knows,  the  Law 
Officers  have  a  great  de^  of  business  on 
their  hands  and  some  unavoidable  delay 
has  arisen.  I  am  not  therefore  prepared 
to  state  what  reply  I  have  given  to  the 
eommunication,  because  I  have  given 
none,  and  until  I  am  advised  as  to  the 
legal  points  involved  I  shall  not  be  pre- 
piured  to  give  one.  But,  undoubtedly, 
it  is  desirable  that  this  question  should 
be  disposed  of  without  unnecessary  delay, 
and  I  hope  that  my  answer  will  not  be 
long  in  coming.  As  I  am  not  able  to 
answer  the  Question  now,  I  think  it 
would  be  proper  to  adopt  the  alternative 
nggested  by  the  noble  Lord  and  lay  the 
n^n  on  the  Table. 


Houm  a^fonmed  at  half  past  Ten 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Thursday,  lOth  August,  1876. 

MINTTTES.]  •—  Public  Bills  —  Committee  — 
Cruelty  to  Animals*  [250] — r,p. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Consolidated  Fund  (Ap- 
propriation) * :  Norwich  and  Boston  (Corrupt 
Voters)  [244] ;  Chairmen's  Juritwliction  (Ire- 
land) *  [286] :  Parliamcntarj'  and  Municipal 
Recristration  (Boroughs)  {re-eomm.)*  [229- 
294]. 

Considered  os  amended —  Third  Heading — Ex- 
pirinp^  Laws  Continuance*  [281],  SLndpaxsrd. 

Third  Reading— Bow  Street  Police  Court  (Site)  * 
[2o7J ;  Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland)  *  [289]  ; 
Agricultural  Holdings  (England)  Act  (1875) 
Amendment  {changed  from  '*  Queen  Anne's 
Bounty  ")  *  [278],  and  passed. 

Withdrawn—  Local  Loans  (Ireland)*  [231]; 
Puhlic  Record  Office*  [262];  Parliamentary 
Elections  and  Corrupt  Practices*  [291]; 
Clean  Rivers*  [279J. 


TURKEY— LOANS  OF  1864  AND  1871. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  EREINGTON  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  What  amount 
has  been  remitted  from  Egypt  to  the 
Bank  of  England  since  the  first  of  Oc- 
tober last,  for  the  service  of  the  Otto- 
man Loans  of  1854  and  1871  ;  and,  what 
amount  now  remains  in  the  Bank  of 
such  remittances? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  he  had  received 
the  following  from  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land : — 

**  Statement  of  amount  remitted  from  Egj-pt  to 
the  liank  of  England  for  the  sorvice  of  the 
Imperial  Ottoman  Loanrt  of  1854  and  1871, 
since  the  Ist  October,  1876,  and  of  the  balances 
at  present  in  hand. 

"  Imperial  Ottoman  Loan  of  1854. 
"Amount  received  since  1st 

October,  1875     ...     .    £130,536    2    3 
"Balance  in    hand    at   this 

date 61,150    4  10 

"  Imperial  Ottojcan  Loan  of  1871. 
"Amount  received  since  1st 

October,  1875 £199,500    0    0 

"Balance  in  hand  at  this  date       116,922  10    0 
"  (Signed)        F.  Mat, 

"  Chief  Cashier. 
«  Bank  of  England,  10th  August,  1876." 

THE  APPROPRIATION  ACT. 
question. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  he  will  move  for  the  appointment  o€ 
a  Select   Comimlte^,  Voixii^^^x.^'^  'Ccka 
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House  re-assembles,  to  inquire  into  the 
various  changes  made  during  modern 
times  in  the  Appropriation  Acts ;  also  into 
the  Exchequer  and  Audit  Act  (29  and 
30  Vie.  c.  39) ;  the  nature  and  extent  of 
the  audit  applied  to — the  income  and 
charge  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  the 
Civil  Service  Voted  Funds,  and  Naval 
and  Military  Eeceipts  and  Expenditure ; 
also  as  to  the  rules,  orders,  and  forces 
for  the  audit  business  made  by  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General ;  also 
into  the  orders  and  instructions  issued  by 
the  Treasury,  or  of  those  that  might  or 
ought,  but  have  not  been  issued ;  and, 
finally,  as  to  the  form  in  Ti'hich  the 
resolutions  should  be  drawn  up  for 
the  decision  of  Parliament  regarding 
the  surpluses,  excesses,  deficiences,  and 
other  details,  not  alone,  as  at  present, 
for  the  Naval  and  Military  expenditure, 
but  «>f  the  whole  expenditure  of  every 
kind  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  roply,  said,  that  the  various 
matters  referred  to  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  ap- 
peared to  bo  matters  which  would  pro- 
perly come  under  the  cognizance  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Accounts.  If  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  dis- 
satisfied with  what  was  done  in  respect 
to  anv  of  these  matters,  and  if  he  would 
formulate  his  charge  next  Session,  so  as 
to  lot  the  Govornmont  see  precisely  what 
wore  the  |>*>ints of  whith  ho  found  reason 
to  complain,  there  would  be  every  dis- 
p^^sitinn  to  find  the  moans  of  inquiring 
into  any  allegations  which  he  might 
make. 


XAVY— THE  SITERIXTEXDEXTS  OF 

HER  M.\JESTYS  DOCKYARDS. 

QUESTIOX. 

Mr.  E.  J.  EEED  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Ad  mi  rait  V.  If  anv  otfitial  remon- 
strauoe  has  been  sent  t»>  the  superinten- 
dents of  Her  Majesty's  IXxkyards  against 
the  outtiniT  »'f  ver.::!atirg  apertures  in 
the  wattrtiirh:  Iv.Ikhtavis  of  Her  Ma- 
jestv's  ship<  :  ar.^i.  \i  so.  whether  he  will 
ay  :  he  C«  rre  >por.  d e  v. <  e  c  n  :  h  i  s  s v. b;  ex : 
be:wet-n  the  .\«::v.irA'.:v  ar.d  the  Ds.vk- 
yards  ur*"»Ti  th»*  Tal'.e  *. :  the  Hou^o  : 

Mr.  HTNT.  ir.  rt-p>.  saivi.  :hat  r.o 
remon strar.ce  }.,^vi  be-ri:  ser.t.  because 
the  iVTv.ir.v.r.iv Ativans  lassir.;:  bttween 
the  Adiv.imltv  and  the  iVxkvanis  cii 
not  take  the  shape  of  a  reniOL^trancT? : 

^^•vrjt  Sir  tiecr^t  BaI/^w 
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but  tbe  Board  of  Admiralty  bad  a- 

pressed  very  strong  diaaatiBfactkm  •( 
what  had  taken  place,  and  if  the  boB. 
Member  would  move  for  the  ooRcspoa- 
dence  it  would  be  laid  on  the  Tablt. 


NAVY— DETERIORATION  OF  BOILEBS. 

QUESTION'. 

Mb.  E.  J.  HEED  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  will  inform  the 
House,  by  laying  documents  npon  the 
Table  or  otherwise,  what  results,  if  aoj, 
have  followed  the  appointment,  in  April 
1874,  of  a  Committee  to  consider  the 
rapid  deterioration  of  boilers  in  Her 
Majesty's  ships  ? 

Mb.  HUNT,  in  reply,  said,  that  tb 
Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
causes  of  deterioration  of  boilers  in  Her 
Maiesty's  ships  had  already  made  tvo 
preliminary  Beports  to  him  ;  bnt  he  vu 
hoping  that  they  would,  before  long, 
make  a  final  Eeport.  They  were  wait- 
ing the  results  of  some  experimenti 
which  they  had  directed  to  be  made  in 
connection  with  the  subject  into  whidi 
they  were  inquiring. 

CHANNEL  ISLANDS— ROYAL  OOUBT 
OF  JERSEY.— QUESTIOX. 

Mb.  LOCKE  asked  the  Secretairof 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  WTie- 
ther  it  is  not  contrarv  to  constitutiozud 
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usapre  for  Orders  in  Council  and  Acts  of 
Parliament,  which  are  sent  to  the  Boyal 
Court  of  Jersey  for  registration,  to  be 
referred  to  the  State  Assembly  for  dii- 
cussion :  whether  the  States  of  Jerser, 
at  their  sitting  on  Friday  20th  July  Isft, 
deiideii  not  to  register  the  Order  in 
Council  re?peiting  the  ecclesiastical  dii- 
triit  at  GouraT.  and  also  refused  to  re- 
gi>ter  ihe  Acts  of  Parliament  which  hare 
been  transmitted  :  and.  whether,  in  the 
event  oi  such  refusal.  Her  Majesty*! 
GoTemment  will  send  a  peremptoiy 
onler  l\  r  re cis: ration  ? 

Mk.  ASSHETON  CEOSS.  in  wply. 
said,  i:  was  no:  cvnirary  to  ConstitutioDiI 
u>a;re  ! .  r  Oniers  in  Council  and  Acts  of 
Parlidir.ent  which  were  sent  to  theBojtl 
Cov.r:  if  Jersey  for  registration  to beie- 
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s' r..  I:  was  obrionsly  a  pitypvr  com 
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any  caae  of  refasal  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  would  await  the  receipt  of  any 
representation  the  Assembly  might  wish 
to  make.  No  such  representation  had 
been  received  respecting  the  ecclesiastical 
district  at  Gouray. 

AFEICA— THE  GOLD  COAST— CASE  OF 
MESSRS.  SWANZY.-QUESTION. 

Mr.  Aldkeman  W.  M'AETHUE 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table,  Copy  of 
the  Correspondence  with  the  Dutch  Go- 
Temment  relative  to  the  plunder  and  de- 
struction of  Messrs.  F.  and  A.  Swanzy's 
property  at  Dix  Cove,  on  the  Gold  Coast, 
in  the  year  1869? 

Mb.  BOUBKE  :  The  claim  of  Messrs. 
Swansy  on  account  of  destruction  of  their 
property  on  the  Gold  Coast  was  re- 
peatedly brought  before  the  Dutch  Go- 
Temment.  There  was  a  conflict  of 
eridence  as  to  the  facts,  and  the  Dutch, 
relying  on  the  reports  of  their  own 
officials  as  contradicting  the  statement 
of  Messrs.  Swanzy's  witnesses,  refused 
to  entertain  their  claim.  There  is  not 
the  slightest  probability  of  their  altering 
their  decision.  It  would  not  be  advisable 
to  incur  the  expense  of  printing  the 
Correspondence,  which  is  very  volumi- 
nons,  extending  over  four  years.  Its 
publication  womd  lead  to  no  result. 

PRICE  OF  GAS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  Aldebican  W.  M'AETHUE  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether,  in  the  event  of  any  scheme 
being  submitted  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
for  the  amalgamation  of  the  South  Me- 
tropolitan Gaslight  and  Coke  Company 
wita  any  other  Gas  Company,  the  Board 
of  Trade  will  make  provision  in  such 
soheme  that  the  maximum  and  standard 
price  of  3s.  6d,,  limited  by  the  Acts 
vels&g  to  the  South  Metropolitan  Gas- 
Ught  and  Coke  Company  for  gas  sup- 
ped within  tiie  district  of  that  Company, 
shall  oontinue  to  be  the  standard  price 
§m  ns  within  that  district  ? 

Bn  0HABLE8  ADDEELEY:  Until 

a  soheme  as  is  supposed  is  sub- 

I  am  unable  to  say  beforehand 

Blrisioo  it  would  be  necessary  to 

it  bsftnre  the  Board  of  Trade 

it  for  confirmation  by 

Mm 


ARMY— MILITIA  SURGEONS. 

QUESTION. 

Captain  NOLAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  the  new  Warrant 
relating  to  Militia  Surgeons  will  not  in 
some  cases  reduce  tlie  net  income  of  these 
officers  by  over  £100  a-year ;  and, 
whether,  in  such  cases,  he  will  allow 
existing  Surgeons  to  retain  their  present 
appointments  with  the  allowances  which 
were  in  force  when  they  accepted  these 
appointments;  or,  failing  this,  will  he 
grant  them  an  adeq\iate  compensation  ? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  income  of  Militia  medical 
officers  derived  from  Army  Votes  de- 
pended upon  so  many  considerations  that 
it  was  impossible  to  give  an  answer  to 
the  Question  put  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  whether  the  new  Warrant  would 
not  in  some  cases  reduce  the  net  income 
of  these  officers  by  over  £100  a-year.  It 
depended  upon  the  establishment  of  the 
regiment,  upon  the  number  of  recruits, 
whether  the  regiment  went  out  for  train- 
ing, and  if  so,  for  a  long  or  short  period. 
For  instance,  the  Irish  Militia  did  not 
train  for  several  years,  and  therefore  the 
emoluments  of  the  surgeons  would  be 
very  small  indeed.  He  had  already 
stated  that  it  was  not  his  intention  to 
enter  upon  the  consideration  of  this 
question  until  after  the  3 1st  December, 
because  by  that  time  he  should  know 
what  Militia  surgeons  intended  to  accept 
the  new  terms. 

THE  WAR  IN  THE  EAST.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  monk  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Government 
will  take  steps  during  the  Hecess,  by 
the  publication  in  the  London  Gazette 
(as  in  the  case  of  the  Brussels  protocols) 
or  otherwise,  to  supply  such  information 
respecting  the  war  in  the  East,  or  nego- 
tiations for  peace,  as  would  be  presented 
to  Parliament  during  the  Session  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  I  believe  it  has 
always  been  the  custom  during  the 
Itecess  to  keep  the  country  well  informed 
of  important  events,  either  in  war  or 
diplomacy;  and  I  see  no  reason  why 
that  custom  should  be  departed  from. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— DIETARY   OF  MILL- 
BANK  PRISON.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  ROWLEY  HILL  (for  Sir  Ed- 

WARD  WATKas"^  aok^  Wi^  ^WCWk\«r5  ^^ 
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State  forthe  Home  Department,  Whether 
the  dietary  now  in  force  for  Military 
prisoners  in  Millbank  Prison  has  been 
brought  under  his  consideration;  and, 
whether  it  is  the  fact,  that  the  dietary 
and  discipline  of  Military  prisoners  at 
Millbank  has  within  the  last  two  years 
been  modified  by  the  governor,  on  the 
advice  of  the  surgeon,  in  above  a  thou- 
sand cases  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  scale  of  dietary  in  force 
for  military  prisoners  in  the  prison  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member  was 
brought  under  his  consideration  in  June 
last,  and  that,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Directors  of  Prisons,  he  had  ordered  it  to 
be  altered.  It  was  therefore  different 
now  in  some  material  points  from  the 
dietary  in  force  at  the  time  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member.  The  matter  was 
still  under  consideration,  and  he  would 
see    what    further    modifications    were 
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necessary. 

AHMY— CASE  OF  LIEUTENANT 
WALKER.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  it  is  true  that  Lieu- 
tenant R.  F.  Walker,  30th  Eeg^ment, 
died  on  the  8th  of  July  1876  in  conse- 
quence of  injuries  received  in  conse- 
quence of  a  fall  from  his  horse  whilst 
acting  as  A.D.C.  to  Sir  Thomas  M'Mahon 
during  a  cavalry  field-day  at  Aldershot 
on  the  28th  of  June  1876 ;  whether  the 
fall  was  not  occasioned  by  Lieutenant 
Walker's  horse  putting  his  forelegs  in  a 
concealed  drain  without  any  default  on 
the  rider's  part ;  whether  the  War  Office 
has  not  declined  to  pay  to  Lieutenant 
Walker  the  price  of  his  commission;  and, 
whether,  under  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  he  will  make  a  special  recommen- 
dation to  have  the  whole  or  some  part  of 
the  price  of  Lieutenant  Walker's  com- 
mission paid  to  his  family  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  \infortunately  true  that  Lieu- 
tenant Walker  died  in  consequence  of  a 
fall  from  his  horse  at  Aldershot  without 
any  default  on  his  part.  The  War 
Office  had  no  power  to  pay  to  the  family 
of  Lieutenant  Walker  the  price  of  his 
commission,  and  the  Army  Purchase 
Commission,  acting  under  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  had  no  power  to  do  so.  Any 
special  recommendation  from  him  on  the 
jBubject  would,  therefore,  be  useless. 

J/r.  Rowley  EiU 


ARMY— COMMISSION  ON  BETIBEMEST 
AND   PROMOTION.— QUESTIONS. 

Captain  NOLAN  asked  the  Seeretaiy 
of  State  for  War,  If  a  portion  of  the 
press  were  furnished  with  or  hadobuined 
copies  of  the  Beport  of  the  Commis- 
sioners on  Itetirement  and  Promotion  ia 
the  Army,  at  a  date  on  which  no  oopj, 
manuscript  or  printed,  of  such  Bepoit 
was  accessible  to  Members ;  and,  if  stepi 
can  be  taken  to  prevent  Members  froni 
being  again  pla(^  at  a  similar  disad- 
yantage  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HAEDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Eeport  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission was  addressed  to  the  Queen,  and 
not  to  that  House.  He  had  promised 
that  the  Eeport  should  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  as  soon  as  possible.  Only 
a  limited  number  of  copies  could  be  tt 
first  obtained,  and  when  he  was  applied 
to,  to  allow  the  publication  of  the  Bepoit 
in  the  Press  he  thought  that  as  the  pab- 
lic  took  so  much  interest  in  the  matter, 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  pablidtj 
being  given  to  it.  He  had  only  taken 
the  usual  course  in  such  matters.  He 
could  not  lay  the  Eeport  by  itself  oi 
the  Table;  but  the  whole  of  the  Bepott 
and  appendices  would  be  laid  on  the 
Table  on  or  before  Saturday  next. 

Sir  HENEY  HAVELOCK  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Wfiur,  Whether  a 
certain  number  of  copies  of  the  Beport  of 
the  Boyal  Commission  on  Promotion  and 
Betirement  in  the  Army  have  been  dis- 
tributed to  the  London  press  in  print, 
while  none  are  in  possession  of  Members 
of  the  House;  and,  if  so,  what  pre- 
vented the  printing  of  copies  to  be  fur- 
nished to  Members  of  the  House  at  the 
same  time  as  to  the  press  ? 

Mr.  GATHOBNE  HABDY  said, 
that  the  full  number  of  copies  could  not 
be  distributed  in  the  time  proposed.  Hie 
Beport  alone  had  been  allowed  to  be 
printed  in  the  newspapers,  and  hon. 
Members  were  thus  made  acquainted 
with  the  recommendations  made  to  Her 
Majesty  quite  as  soon  as  the  public. 

CHURCH  OF  ENGLAND— HALIFAX 
VICARAGE— VICAR'S  RATE. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  the  inhabitants  of  Halifax  are 
still  under  an  obligation  to  pay  the  Yioar^i 
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Bate ;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  take  in  regard  to  this 
matter? 

Mb.  A88HETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  there  was  no  doubt  that  so  long  as 
the  Act  of  1829  remained  unrepealed  the 
inhabitants  of  Halifax  were  legally  re- 
sponsible for  the  payment  of  the  Yicar's 
Kate.  The  Oovemment  were  not  pre- 
pared to  surrender,  without  any  quid  pro 
quOf  that  portion  of  the  rate  levied  on 
houses,  amounting  to  £970  a-year.  In 
order  to  show  that  the  Government  were 
desirous  of  compromising  the  matter, 
they  would  consent  to  repeal  the  Act  on 
condition  that  £11,600 — 12  years'  pur- 
chase—  was  contributed  by  voluntary 
subscriptions  and  paid  over  to  the  Eccle- 
riastical  Commissioners  in  respect  of  the 
rate  on  houses.  The  Government  were 
of  opinion  that,  when  the  inhabitants 
compared  this  settlement  of  the  question 
with  their  position  under  the  Act  of 
1829,  they  would  be  disposed  to  take 
advantage  of  the  opportunity  afforded  to 
them. 


HARBOURS  OF  REFUGE— DOVER. 

QUESTION. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If,  before  giving  final  sanction  to  more 
public  money  for  Dover,  he  will  ail'ord 
time  and  opportunities  for  the  many  au- 
thorities along  our  exposed  sea  coasts  to 
petition  against  spending  or  lending  any 
more  public  money  for  attempting  to 
form  a  Military  and  Naval  Harbour  at 
Dover  until  the  many  other  and  ur- 
gently needed  Harbours  are  provided 
for  our  commerce,  for  fishings,  and  for 
refuge  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment decided  on  proceeding  with  a 
Bill  next  Session  for  the  improvement  of 
the  harbour  of  Dover,  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  give  public 
notices  in  November.  There  would, 
therefore,  be  ample  time  and  oppor- 
tunity for  any  persons  to  petition  against 
the  Bill  if  they  should  desire  to  do  so. 

PHCENIX  PARK,  DUBLIN.— QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  butt  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ire- 
land have  inserted  in  the  public  papers 


an  advertisement  proposing  to  let  for  a 
term  of  at  least  seventy-five  years  White- 
field  Lodge  and  grounds,  which  are 
stated  in  the  advertisement  to  form  a 
portion  of  the  north  end  of  the  Phoenix 
Park,  and  to  contain  about  three  acres 
of  land ;  whether  he  will  explain  the 
circumstances  under  which  tliis  aliena- 
tion of  a  portion  of  the  Phoenix  Park  is 
proposed ;  and,  whether  the  sanction  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  has  been 
given  to  the'proposal  ? 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  Before  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman answers  the  Question,  I  should 
like  to  ask  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  some  portion 
of  the  property  has  been  let  out  for  milch 
cows  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  aware  that  the  Office  of  Works  in 
Dublin  proposed  to  let  Whitefield  House. 
It  had  been  formerly  the  residence  of  the 
late  bailiff  of  the  Park,  who  had  a  salary 
of  £250  a-year,  and  it  was  considered 
advisable  to  provide  for  his  successor  a 
more  suitable  residence.  He  would  in- 
quire whether  the  opinion  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  had  been  taken  in 
the  matter,  but  he  believed  the  transac- 
tion had  met  the  full  approval  of  the 
Irish  Government.  He  would  inform 
himself  further  as  to  the  affair,  and  would 
afterwards  communicate  with  the  hon. 
Member. 

INDIA  MUSEUM.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Wliother 
he  is  prepared  to  give  an  assurance  to 
the  House  that  no  arrangement  shall 
be  entered  into  during  the  Ilecess  which 
will  throw  upon  India  any  permanent 
charge  for  the  erection  or  maintenance 
of  an  Indian  Museum  in  London  ? 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  the  Government  of  India 
had  entered  into  a  temporary  arrange- 
ment for  the  exhibition  of  the  Indian 
Museum  at  South  Kensington  which 
would  not  terminate  until  Christmas, 
and  between  now  and  next  Session  no 
arrangement  would  be  made  which  would 
throw  upon  India  any  portion  of  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Lidian  Museum. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (ERELAND)— TRIAL  OF 
CLAFFEY.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  IroVaTi^,  \}\ift\Xi«t  ^  ^^««tL^ 
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counsel  had  been  as8ig;ned  by  the  Crown, 
and  feed  by  t!ie  Treasury,  for  the  defence 
of  tho  prisoners  Burke  at  Nenagh,  Moore 
at  Maryborough,  and  Montgomery  at 
Omagh  ;  and,  whether  his  attention  baa 
been  called  to  the  circumstancea  under 
which  the  prisoner  Claffey  is  now  for  a 
fourth  time  to  Ktand  bia  trial  at  Tulla- 
more,  and  considering  that  the  trial  at 
last  assizes  proved  abortive,  through  no 
default  of  the  prisoner,  be  will  advise 
that  both  the  counsel  hitherto  defending 
the  prisoner  be  assigned  by  the  Crown 
to  defend  him  at  tho  adjourned  assizeB 
to  be  held  on  Wednesday  next  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  tob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Plcnket)  :  As  far  as 
I  have  been  able  to  ascertain,  the  facts 
with  regard  to  the  prisoners  Burke  and 
Montgomery,  set  forth  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon. Gentleman,  are  accurately  stated 
by  him.  As  to  the  second  portion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  Question,  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  has  authorized  tho  appointment 
of  ttro  counsel  to  defend  the  priaoner 
Claffey,  and  I  believe  that  the  same  abl« 
counsel  who  previously  appeared  will  be 
at  his  service  again. 


CRIMINAL    LAW— POLICE    AT   PLY- 

UODTH,— QUESTION. 

Mr.  nOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
"Whotlier  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  tho  circumstances  detailed  in  a  Letter, 
dateil  tho  2nd  day  of  August,  from  a  Mr. 
WiUiam  Glasson,  addressed  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, complaining  of  the  conduct  of 
Inspector  Anniss,  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police,  now  acting  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Plymouth  and  Devon  port  under  the 
Contagious  Diseases  Acts,  1 866  and  1 869, 
accusing  that  officer  of  arresting,  ques- 
tioning indecently,  and  threatening  a 
highlv  respectable  young  lady  at  Mutley, 
near  Plymouth,  on  the  night  of  the  26th 
of  July;  whether  Captain  Harris  on 
being  coniplained  to  did  not  on  the  5th 
of  August  reply  to  the  complaints — 

"  I  havp  llie  Eepnrts  now  before  mp,  and  from 
theee  I  guthered  that  Inspector  Annias  waa  not 
near  the  place  named  on  Ihe  day  in  queatioo.  It 
is  (piite  evident  to  me  that  BOino  person  must 
have  personated  Inspector  Annisa  [probably  an 
Agent  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts  Repeal 
Amociation),  as  I  have  the  te»tiniony  of  many 

Mr.  Caikn 
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whether  such  an  answer  will  be  con- 
sidered by  him  decorous  and  aatisbe- 
tory;  and,  whether  under  all  theciicuiii* 
stances  he  will  not  cause  an  iadependeat 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  facts? 

Mk.  ASSHETON  cross  :  My  atten- 
tion was  called  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Qlai- 
Bon,  and  I  immediately  directed  theotdi- 
nary  inquiries  to  be  made  in  the  nsiul 
course.  I  regret  to  find  that  the  Iett« 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  has  besa 
written  by  Captain  Harris.  I  think  it 
very  injudicious,  and  I  am  aony  ha 
should  have  written  it.  With  regard  to 
the  case  itself,  I  have  only  received  this 
afternoon  the  full  reports  on  the  conduct 
of  the  police.  They  are  of  conuderable 
length,  and  I  am  unable  at  present  to 
form  any  opinion  on  the  matter.  I 
think  it  right  to  say  that  the  Inspector 
denies,  in  the  most  positive  manner,  tks 
truth  of  the  statement  from  beginninE  to 
end.  He  says  he  was  not  at  the  [Mco 
mentioned,  and  knows  nothing^  about  the 
matter.  I  am  not  quite  certain  whetha 
the  proper  course  would  not  be  to  leave 
the  matter  to  the  ordinary  tribunals  of 
the  country,  so  that  the  charge  may  be 
tried  in  open  court  before  the  magis- 
trates. Should  this  be  done,  I  shall  girt 
every  facility  in  my  power  to  have  the 
matter  properly  investigated,  and  I  think 
that  such  a  course  would  be  more  satis- 
factory than  a  private  inquiry. 

NAVY— TESTMENTS  OF  NATT  CHAP- 
LAINS.—QUESTION. 
Mr.  holt  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  circumstances 
that,  by  a  judgment  of  the  Dean  of 
Arches,  it  has  been  declared  to  be  un- 
lawful for  clergymen  of  the  Church  of 
England  to  wear  a  vestment  called  ■ 
"  stole ;  "  whether  (^aplaina  in  the  Nstr 
are  not  bound  by  that  decision;  ana, 
whether  the  Admiralty  will  take  steps  to 
enforce  the  observance  of  the  Law  st 
thus  declared  by  chaplains  in  the  Natj? 
Mr.  HUNT  :  My  hon.  Friend  alludes, 
I  presume,  to  the  Purchas  Case,  in  which 
I  a  decision  was  given  that  it  ivas  uulawfbl 
I  for  the  defendant  to  wear  a  stole.  A 
very  high  authority  has,  however,  girsa 
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Inioii  officially  that  chaplains  may  Qentleman  had  done  all  he  could  in  the 

toles.    In  his  address  to  the  chap-  matter ;  but  on  the  day  that  was  offered 

f  the  Army  in  1867,  the  Chaplain  he  could  scarcely  expect  to  engage  the 

il  used  these  words —  attention    of   the    House,   and    should 

ig  chaplains  appointed  by  the  Sovereign,  therefore,    although    very    unwillingly, 

each  of  you  entitled  to  wear  a  plain  postpone  the  Motion.     If  diplomacy  had 

3le  or  scarf  with  your  surplice."  not  meanwhile  settled  the  question,  he 

ddress  has  been  made  a  circular  would  bring  it  forward  early  next  Ses- 

War  Office,  and  though  part  of  sion. 
bructions  contained  in  it  have  been 

i  in  consequence  of  the  Purchas  CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (APPROPRIA- 

ant,  the  passage  relating  to.  stoles  TION)  BILL. 

5  in   force.      1  cannot,  therefore,  i^^-  -S««*«i  ^r.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

ion  the  matter  as  free  from  doubt.  ^^'  William  Henry  Smith.) 

COMMITTEE. 

^MENT-BUSINESS   OF   THE  BiU  wiwi-(for«/ in  Committee. 

HOUSE.-QUESTIONS.  ^j^  ^^^  Committee.) 

WILLIAM    HAECOUET    in-  Clause  I  (Issue  of  £28,703,043  out  of 

when    the    Papers   respecting  the  Consolidated  Fund). 

ia  would    be    m  the    hands  of  ^j-^    u-rrrivn    «'j    i.^  j»j      a     •  v  x 

-»        A  Mb.  butt  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 

BOUEKE  said  that  on  leaminir  ^®^*^^^  *^®  Committee,  but  he  confessed 

was  the  intention  of  the  hon.  Mem-  SJ"!''!  'Soi^'^th^n^hl^  '°Tf  S«^ 

r  Poole  (Mr.  Ashley)  to  caU  the  '^«>"  ^v^^""**'!?/^?"        .-^      \^u 

>n  of  the  House  to  the  subject  of  PJAIn  >!!?*'Jf  wl^T  '^^  ""^'^^ 

^?i'«'^  'f  d"rre/l'oSi  ?h^horM'embffortrCU;o%Tbl^^ 

by  9  o'clock  that  evening.  tiMinente  among  the  newspapers.    In 

W.   E.    FORSTER    aied  the  ojen^times  the^gmng  of  Government 

Slo^LJv^a^^SgttSTg  £!  '^tLcHMRMAN:  The  hon.  Gentle- 

A                                &            e  jj^Qj^  ig  Qot  in  Order  in  caUing  attention 

DISRAELI:  I  think  it  wiU  be  *°^  ^fe*^"!!''^!.*'**'}'*'     •    i  a^ 

ient  for  both  sides  of  the  House  ^V  ,     ^  '^'^'  **»«  '^i^l'^,  '^"^^^f 

ioet  to-morrow  at  3  o'clock.    The  «^ery  Vote  of  money,  and  mcluded  the 

'^'ILfoi^^^'"^"'^"""  ^"^  Hedtat  puttnrarfi?nThe- 

would  wait  until  they  came  to  another 

iply  to  Mr.  OoscHEN,  clause.     But  he  apprehended  this  clause 

DISEAELI   said,    that  if   the  appropriated  the  whole  money  for  the 

neasures  put  down  on  the  Paper  year,  and  unquestionably  the  money  paid 

3  too  much  time  to  allow  of  a  full  &' advertising.    He  believed  he  was  in 

Ion  on  the  Indian  Budget  that  ^^^^'  ^„ .  ^^^  *  xt     rm.    ,.       .      , 

tie  would  move  the  Adjournment  The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  Question  has 

q^^jjI^  not  yet  been  put— I  put  this  clause  to 

stand  part  of  the  Bill.    If  the  hon.  and 

EXTRADITION  TREATY    WITH  Isamed  Member  wishes  to  proceed  now 

THE  UNITED  STATES.  ^*  ^®  ^^  unusual  course.     It  would  lead 

to  much  discussion  if  any  item  of  expen- 

OBSERVATIONS.  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^  ^^  discusscd  whilc  the 

WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said,  clause  is  in  this  position.     The    more 

iference  to  the  Eesolution  he  had  usual  practice  is  to  raise  questions  of 

Paper  with  respect  to  the  Extra-  this  description  before  going  into  Com- 

Ireaty  with  the  United  States,  mittee. 

6  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  Mb.  BUTT  said,  that  even  if  there 
f  the  Government  had  promised  was  an  appearance  of  his  being  out  of 
iay  to  bring  it  on  after  the  Mer-  Order,  it  was  owing  to  the  new  form  in 
Jliipping  Bill  had  been  disposed  which  the  Appropriation  Bill  was  framed. 

)  haa  no  doubt  that  the  right  hon.  Surely  he  would  b^  at  libos^rj  \a  Y^ncs;^^ 
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in  a  clause  under  which  the  money  whose 
expenditure  he  wished  to  criticize  was 
being  appropriated.  In  the  olden  time 
these  advertisements  were  a  sort  of  sub- 
sidy to  the  Press.  There  were  some 
curious  passages  in  Lord  Oastlereagh's 
despatches  as  to  the  uses  which  were 
made  of  newspapers;  but  he  thought 
they  ought  to  establish  the  principle,  and 
also  to  act  upon  it,  that  the  advertise- 
ments should  be  inserted  in  papers  for 
the  sake  of  attracting  public  attention, 
and  not  for  the  sake  of  subsidizing  any 
paper.  It  was  obvious  that  was  not  the 
case  now ;  but  he  believed  that  adver- 
tisements were  given  as  a  matter  of  fa- 
vour, according  to  a  list  prepared  by 
some  persons  at  head-quarters.  He  did 
not  complain  of  this  Government  in  par- 
ticular, but  of  all  Governments ;  and  he 
did  think  the  time  had  come  when  they 
should  abandon  the  practice  he  had  re- 
ferred to,  and  when  advertisements 
should  be  put  in  the  papers  for  the  sake 
of  publicity  only,  and  not  for  the  sake 
of  the  support  they  gave  to  the  current 
Administration,  and  those  advertise- 
ments should  not  be  withdrawn  because 
the  paper  did  not  support  them.  He 
should  like  to  have  some  assurance  that 
the  bad  practice  would  be  abandoned, 
and  that  abandonment  would  be'another 
addition  to  the  good  changes  which  the 
present  Government  had  founded.  If 
not,  he  should  take  an  opportunity  next 
early  Session  of  bringing  the  matter  be- 
fore the  House. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
I  fear  I  can  give  no  more  information 
then  I  did  yesterday.  As;a  matter  of 
fact,  the  only  advertisements  over  which 
I  have  control  are  those  which  are  issued 
from  the  Chief  Socrotarj^'s  Office,  and 
those  are  inserted  in  2'/ie  Freeman^  Jour- 
nal. I  do  not  control  the  advertise- 
ments issued  by  the  War  Department 
or  other  Departments,  and  that  is  all 
the  information  I  can  give. 

Ma.  BUTT  said,  his  observations 
were  not  directed  to  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's Department  in  particular,  but  he 
complained  of  the  general  system. 

General  Sir  GEOKGE  BALFOUE 
thought  a  Eetum  ought  to  be  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  newspapers  to  which 
Government  advertisements  were  sent. 
There  was  no  difficulty  in  furnishing 
that  information,  for  a  list  of  all  the 
newspapers  usually  appeared  in  the 
Circular  Orders  of  the  Army,  and  if  he 

Jfr.  Butt 


did  not  err,  a  list  had  just  appealed  in  fh* 
recent  Army  Circulars,  which,  hon.  Uem- 
bers  could  buy.  No  doubt,  the  poli- 
tical Party  in  power  did  Tary  the  liiia  of 
newspapers  in  which  Government  adTe^ 
tisements  could  be  inserted,  but  tU  the 

Eower  rested  with  the  Treasury.  It  had 
een,  and  still  was,  a  petty  political  kisd 
of  bribery,  which  both  political  adei 
should  now  repudiate.  Both  Partiet  ft- 
voured  their  respective  newspaper  tdro- 
cates ;  and  if  the  Liberal  papers  receircd 
more  advertisements  than  the  news- 
papers which  supported  the  ConsenrmtiTe 
side,  it  was  because  the  newspapers  were 
in  general  more  numeroas  than  thoM 
of  the  other  side.  It  was,  however,  t 
paltry  affair,  and  injurious  to  the  public 
interests,  for  notices  should  be  sent  to 
papers  which  could  give  the  greateit 
circulation. 

Ma.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  that  fortnnatelj 
or  otherwise  he  was  a  newspaper  pro- 
prietor, and  so  far  as  his  experience 
went  it  was  exactly  the  contrary  of  whit 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  stated  to  be  the 
custom.    He  believed  it  was  notorioas 
that  when  the  Whigs  came  into  Office 
they  had  a  lot  of  papers  to  which  tiiej 
gave  their  advertisements,  and  when  the 
Tories   were  in  office   they  gave  thor 
advertisements  to  others.    It  was  a  most 
objectionable  practice,  and  was  deroga- 
tory to  the  Press.  Government  put  their 
advertisements    in  the    papers   for  the 
purpose  of  selling  their  wares  or  getting 
what  they  wanted.  Their  object  should  be 
to  bring  their  intimations  well  before  the 
public.  This  principle  was  not  acted  upon. 
He  knew  newspapers  in  this  country  that 
had  been  almost  entirely  supported  bj 
subsidies  got  from    Government.     He 
could  not  speak  exactly  as  to  the  figures; 
but  he  believed  there  was  something  like 
£50,000  paid  for  advertisements  in  the 
year,  and  a  great  proportion  went  when 
the  Conservatives  were  in  Office  to  the 
Conservative  newspapers,  and  when  the 
Liberals  were  in  Office  to  the  Liberal 
newspapers.     As    an    instance    of  the 
absurdity  of  this  practice,    he  found  a 
Government  advertisement  for  iron  ware 
in  a  paper  in  the  North  of  Scotland, 
with  a  circulation  of  about  400  copies ; 
and  he  had  seen  advertisements  in  papen 
on  the  West  Coast  of  England  for  ^ew• 
castle  coals.     This    was  not  done  fof 
publicity,  but  for  the  support  of  Party 
newspapers.     There  were  some  papers 
which,  like  certain  politicians,  took  th^ 
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flolonr  &om  the  atmosphere  aTOnnd 
them;  but  these  were  exceptional,  while 
vhat  he  had  stated  was  an  absolute  fact, 
Hut  Conserratire  Qovernmetits  gave 
their  advertisements  to  Canserrative 
newspapers,  and  Liberal  QoTeramenta 
gave  theirs  to  Liberal  newspapers,  ut- 
terlj  irrespective  of  what  was  required 
in  uie  interests  of  the  nation. 

Clause  tujrted  to. 

Clauses  2  and  3  agreti  to. 

Clause  4  (Treasury  tna;,  in  certain 
oasee  of  exigency,  authorize  expenditure 
nnpnmded  for;  provided  that  the  ag- 
gregate grants  for  the  navy  services  and 
tar  the  army  services  respectively  be  not 


UONK  moved  that  the  cl&nae 
should  be  so  amended  as  to  provide  that 
Notice  should  be  given  to  Parliament 
vithin  10  days  of  the  appropriation  of 
money  by  the  Treasury  in  cases  of  emer- 
gency to  any  of  the  public  services  of  the 
ooDDtry. 

Gbnbbal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
pointed  out  that  the  defects  of  the 
danses  in  the  Appropriation  Act  had 
already  been  under  the  notice  of  the 
House,  and  Notice  of  the  changes 
seeded  therein  had  already  been  given, 
■ad  as  he  had  understood  &om  the 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer,  an  inquiry 
would  be  granted  next  (Session,  in  order 
to  remedy  the  kind  of  shortcomings  by 
tiie  spending  Departments,  whic' 
been  brought  before  the  House,  in  the  J 
one  of  the  naval  expenditure,  the  Ad- 
miralty  having  lai^ly  exceeded  the 
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OOUUITTEK. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Lord  GEOBGE  HAMILTON,  in 
rising  to  move  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  chair  to  go  into  Committee  on  East 
India  Revenue  Accounts,  explained  that 
he  had  taken  this  somewhat  unusual 
course  in  consequence  of  the  number  of 
Amendments  which  had  been  placed 
upon  the  Paper,  and  with  a  new  of 
making  one  continuous  statement  upon 
the  many  subjects  included  in  an  Indian 
Budget.  The  figures  which  would  come 
under  the  couaideration  of  the  House 
to-night  were  those  connected  with  the 
revenue  and  expenditure  of  the  financial 
years  1874-5,  1875-6,  and  1876-7.  The 
estimates  for  the  two  earlier  years  had 
already  been  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  House,  but  those  of  the  last  had 
not.  He  proposed  to  take  first  the  or* 
dinary  expenditure  of  the  three  years 
to  which  he  referred,  and  then  to  add  to 
it  the  extraordinary  expenditure  upon 
public  works;  and,  finally,  to  make 
some  observations  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
fall  in  the  value  of  silver  upon  the  ge- 
neral revenue  and  expenditure  of  the 
country. 

In  the  financial  year  1 874-5  the  Budget 
estimate  of  Indian  revenue  was  placed 
at   £48,984,000,  and  the  expenditure  at 


arose  iiom  the   famine  expenditure  of 
£2,6S0,0O0.     According  to  the  regular 


Vthou.'  the  p.™i..ion  0,  I  S»J'«  ?«,f  "TJ^'  S",  IZ' Zt!^. 


knowledge  of  the  Treasury. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER thought  the  suggestion 
portont  one,   but  urged  that  its  conside- 
ration should  be  postponed  until  next 
Seaaion. 


have  been  £50,070,400,  and  the  expen- 
diture would  have  been  £50,564,000, 
'^  \  leaving  a  deficit  of  £494,000.  The  ao- 
'  tual  revenue,  however,  was  £50,670,171, 
against  an  actual  expenditure  of 
£50,250,974,  showing  an  actual  surplus 
of  £319,197.    There  was  thus  au  actual 


«-.  0HILDER8  suggested  that  the    "'    ,,  t,'':*''   ,       „,  ,„,  .„,    ,,        .. 

Whole  subject  should  be  referred  to  the    ™«f   b«"^r  by   £1707,197    than  the 

Pablio  Accounts  Committee.  ?'"^K«*  estimate.     This  was  due  to  an 


The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  his  intention  was  to  deal 
with  the  question  in  the  way  su^^sted 
bj  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrauin. 

dauM  Uffretd  to. 

Bamaining  dauses  agrefd  to. 

BQl  reported,  without  Amendment,  to 
be  read  ute  third  time  To-morrote. 


der  nearly  every  head  of  r 
venue   and  to  a  postponement  of  cer- 
tain famine  charges,   the   surplus,    ex- 
cluding the  famine  charges,  being  over 
£2,500,000. 

Comparing  the  finances  of  the  year 
1874-6  with  those  of  the  preceding 
year,  he  found  that  the  revenue  showed 
an  increase  of  £971,918,  while  there 
was  a  decrease  in  the  expenditure  of 
£1,164,947,  which  was  due  to  reduced. 
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famine  charges,  tlie  net  revenue  from 
salt  being  increased  by  £92,716,  and 
being  better  than  the  Budget  estimate 
for  1874-5  by  £176.000,  notwithstanding 
the  abolition  of  800  miles  of  the  Cus- 
toms line. 

Coming  to  the  year  1875-6,  he  had  to 
announce  a  still  more  gratifying  result. 
The  revenue  for  that  year  was  estimated 
in  the  Budget  at  £49,820,000,  against 
an  estimated  expenditure  of  £49,314,000, 
showing  an  estimated  surplus  of  £506, 000; 
according  to  the  regular  estimate  the 
revenue  would  have  been  £50,994,872, 
against  an  expenditure  of  £49,751,373, 
showing  a  surplus  of  £1,243,499;  but 
from  recent  telegrams  it  appeared  that 
the  revenue  for  the  year  was  now  esti- 
mated at  £51,254,872,  against  an  ex- 
penditure of  £49,620,373,  showing  a 
surplus  of  £1,634,499.  The  surplus 
would  have  been  considerably  more 
had  not  a  famine  charge  amounting  to 
£656,587  been  postponed  from  the  pre- 
vious year.  The  net  result  of  the  gross 
famine  expenditure  was,  for  the  year 
1873-4,  £3,864,673,  leaving  a  deficit  of 
£1,807,668  ;  for  the  year  1874-5, 
£2,237,860,  when  there  was  a  surplus 
of  £319,197;  and  for  the  year  1875-6, 
£656,587,  when  there  was  an  estimated 
surplus  of  £1,634,499.  There  was  thus 
a  famine  expenditure  of  £6,700,000  in 
three  years,  with  a  surplus  of  £150,000, 
or,  exclusive  of  that  expenditure,  an  an- 
nual surplus  during  those  three  years 
of  £2,300,000.   This  was  a  convincing 

?roof  of  the  elasticity  of  the  revenue  of 
ndia,  and  compared  favourably  with 
the  result  of  the  Irish  Famine,  in  which 
case,  out  of  a  total  expenditure  of 
£10,000,000,  only  £2,000,000  was  paid 
out  of  revenue.  The  revenue  for  1875-6, 
according  to  the  recent  advices,  showed  a 
considerable  increase  as  compared  with 
the  Budget  estimate  under  nearly 
every  head  and  the  increase,  exclusive  of 
opium,  amounted  to  about  £1,000,000. 
The  Budget  estimates  had  been  high,  and 
the  Customs  loss  by  the  Tariff  Act  was 
estimated  for  the  financial  year  at 
£266,000,  the  estimated  annual  loss 
being  £300,000,  the  Act  having  been 
passed  in  the  middle  of  the  financial 
year.  In  place  of  that  loss,  however, 
it  is  now  estimated  that  the  Customs 
revenue  will  exceed  the  Budget  estimate 
by  £35,000.  There  had  also  been  an 
increase  in  the  revenue  from  salt  and 
stamps. 

Zord  George  Hamilton 


There  was  one  circumstanoe  to 
he  particularly  desired  to  call  attentioiL 
When  the  Prince  of  Wales's  visit  tolndit 
was  first  mentioned  in  that  House,  ceittin 
hon.  Members  had  objected  to  it  oatha 
ground  of  the  expense  it  would  entail 
upon  the  country.  One  result  of  tfat 
visit,  however,  had  been  that  it  had 
brought  a  considerable  amount  of  n- 
venue  into  the  Indian  Excheqner  in  the 
following  way : — There  had  been  a  gnat 
reluctance  on  the  part  of  all  dasseaof 
the  Natives  of  India  to  use  the  railwtn, 
but  they  had  overcome  that  relocttnoe 
in  their  anxiety  to  see  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  and  a  very  large  number  of  them. 
having  once  overcome  their  prejodieei 
in  that  respect,  would  appreciate  the 
advantages  which  the  railways  afforded, 
with  gratifying  results  to  the  refenoe 
in  future  years  to  be  derived  from  the 
lines. 

In  estimating  the  receipts  for  this 
year  the    Indian  Qovemment   had  to 
take  into  consideration  the  growth  of 
the  revenue  during  the  past  two  yean 
as  well  as  during  the  preceding  yean. 
He  had  been  a  little  surprised  the  other 
day  to  receive  a  pamphlet  entitled  Th$ 
Indian  Budget  for  1876,  by  Mr.  John 
Dacosta,  to  which  he  should  not  have 
referred  had  it  not  been  for  its  remark- 
able preface,  in  which  it  was  sought  to 
be  shown  that  the  Indian  finances  were 
not  so  flourishing  as  they  had  been  re- 
presented to  be.    Attached  to  that  pam- 
phlet were  many  distinguished  names 
— such   as    Sir  George  Campbell,  Ur. 
M*Arthur,  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  Mr.  Eich- 
ard,  and  others,  some  of  whom  he  ww 
not  aware  had  given  much  attention  to 
the  subject  of  Indian  finance.     The  last 
name  on  the  list,   however,   fully  ex- 
plained the  fact.     It  was  that  of  Mr. 
Chesson,  the  Secretary  of  the  Aboricinei 
Protection  Society ;  and  it  would  thero- 
fore  appear  that  the   gentlemen   who 
had  signed  the  pamphlet,    being  also 
members  of  that  society,  had  signed  it 
in    that   capacity.     This    circumstance, 
perhaps,  accounted  for  the  nature  of  the 
statements  in  that  pamphlet,  which  cer 
tainly  appeared  to  be  somewhat  abori- 
ginal.    It  was  rather  a  serious  matta 
for  a  large  number  of  Gentlemen  occu- 
pying a  Parliamentary  position  to  attach 
their  signatures  to  a  statement  to  the 
effect  that  the  Indian  revenue  was  not  so 
flourishing  as  it  had  been  represented  to 
be  by  the  G-ovemment,  and  that,  owing 
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to  oontinued  pressure,  it  had  lost  its 
dasticity.  These  Gentlemen,  however, 
appeared  to  have  compared  the  revenue 
of  one  year  with  that  of  another  without 
in  the  slightest  degree  taking  into  ao- 
^eoant  the  reduction  which  had  been 
made  in  the  taxation,  which  was  the 
Mine  thing  as  though  they  were  to 
assert  that  the  Income  Tax  in  this  coun- 
try had  lost  its  elasticity  because  a  Sd, 
tax  now  did  not  produce  as  much  as  a 
Bd.  tax  a  year  back.  The  two  years  in 
irhich  the  revenue  was  the  highest  hi- 
therto known  were  the  years  1869-70 
and  1870-1.  In  1869-70  the  revenue 
amounted  to  £50,901,081,  while  in 
1870-1  it  amounted  to  £51,413,686.  In 
1875-6  it  is  estimated  at  £51,254,872. 
But  in  the  years  1869-70  and  1870-1 
the  Income  Tax  was  in  operation,  bring- 
ing in  in  1869-70  £1,110,224,  and  in 
1870-1  £2,072,025.  Other  receipts  not 
now  included  in  the  statements  of  re- 
Tenue,  but  transferred  to  the  Local  Go- 
Tomments  towards  meeting  charges  for 
Provincial  Services,  amounted  in  1869-70 
and  1870-1  to  £647,000,  and  in  1869-70 
ozoeptional  items  to  the  amount  of 
£850,000  were  included  under  Land 
Berenue  and  Miscellaneous.  If  the  In- 
come Tax,  which  had  since  been  remitted, 
and  these  exceptional  receipts  were  de- 
ducted from  the  revenue  of  the  two 
earlier  years  it  would  be*  found  that 
tazee  which  in  1869-70  produced 
£48,300,000,  and  in  1870-1  £48,700,000, 

Ere  last  year  an  estimated  revenue  of 
1,254,872. 

From  1865-6  to  1874-5  the  growth  of 
xerenue  under  the  heads  of  Land  Beve- 
nne,  Excise,  Customs,  Salt,  and  Stamps 
was  £3,186,948 — an  annual  increase  of 
awer  £300,000.  The  increase  of  revenue 
under  all  heads  in  1874-5  over  1873-4 
was  £972,000,  and  in  1875-6,  according 
to  the  most  recent  estimate,  £682,000, 
or  £1,654,000  in  the  two  years.  The 
Budget  estimate  was  exceeded  by 
£1,600,000  in  1874-5,  and  by  £1,440,000 
in  1875-6.  For  1876-7  the  Budget 
estimate  of  revenue  is  £50,480,000,  and 
of  expenditure  £50,336,000,  showing  a 
rarplus  of  £  1 44, 000.  The  expenditure  is 
£584,000  more  than  was  estimated  in  the 
xegtdar  estimate  for  1 875-6.  The  loss  by 
exchange  is  estimated  at  £2,332,000, 
being  an  increase  of  £907,000.  The  old 
rule  was  that  there  should  be  a  surplus  of 
£500,000;  but  in  the  present  year  the 
Secreikary  of  State  did  not  feel  justified 


in  increasing  taxation  to  meet  the  very 
exceptional  loss  caused  by  the  fall  in  the 
value  of  silver.  If  it  had  not  been  fo 
the  heavy  expenditure  there  would  have 
been  a  surplus  of  £1,000,000.  The 
revenue  showed  considerable  increase  in 
several  items.  The  increase  on  Excise 
was  due  more  to  efficient  administra- 
tion than  to  increased  consumption. 
There  had  been  a  considerable  increase 
in  Stamps.  The  receipts  from  State  rail- 
ways were,  in  1874-5,  £130,986  ;  in 
1875-6,  they  are  estimated  at  £277,000 ; 
and  in  1876-7  at  £415,000.  Customs 
are  this  year  taken  low — at  less  by 
£85,000.  That  is  a  cautious  estimate, 
as  we  had  last  year  remitted  certain 
duties  under  the  Tariff  Act. 

A  change  of  Viceroy  had  occurred 
since  the  Budget  had  been  issued. 
There  was  no  part  of  Lord  North- 
brook's  administration  that  reflected 
more  credit  on  him  than  that  which 
related  to  the  Army.  When  Lord 
Mayo  went  out  to  India  he  at  once 
commenced  retrenchment  in  Army  ex- 
penditure. Indian  Army  expenditure 
might  be  divided  into  two  heads — that 
which  occurred  in  India,  and  that  which 
occurred  in  England.  Lord  Mayo  began 
the  reform  in  India,  and  being  a  great 
master  of  detail,  Lord  Northbrook 
pushed  it  further.  In  1 869-70  the  Army 
in  India  cost  £12,800,000,  and  in  Eng- 
land £3,500,000,  and  in  1876-7  it  was 
estimated  at  £11,800,000  in  India,  and 
£4.000,000  in  England.  A  considerable 
additional  expense  had  been  thrown  on 
the  Army  charges,  for  there  was  an  in- 
crease to  the  English  soldiers'  pay  of 
£285,000,  and  to  Native  Eegiments  of 
£300,000.  Yet  this  additional  charge 
had  been  met  by  hondfide  retrenchments, 
which  had  stood  the  test  of  time,  and 
which  left  the  efficiency  of  the  Army  un- 
impaired and  the  expenditure  reduced. 
The  English  side  was  not  so  satisfactory, 
although  it  was  abnormally  swollen  this 
year  by  certain  commutations  of  pensions, 
which  would  give  great  ultimate  relief. 
Two  systems  of  recruiting,  the  long  and  the 
short  service,  had  been  tried  in  the  past, 
and  at  the  present  moment  we  were  hit 
by  both.  That  portion  of  the  long 
service  pension,  to  which  soldiers  of  21 
years  were  entitled,  and  for  which  India 
was  liable,  would  annually  increase  for 
some  few  years;  the  establishments  of 
European  soldiers  having  been  largely 
increased  to  stamp  omA.  t\i^  IslLMNka:^ .   ^^ 
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the  short  service  system,  initiated  by 
Lord  Cardwell,  pensions  were  practically 
abolished,  but  the  cost  of  recruiting 
establishments  was  largely  increased, 
and  they  were  now  paying  that  increase, 
without  being  rid  of  the  burden  of 
pensions.  Those  Army  charges  would 
not  decrease.  India  was  a  poor  country, 
whilst  England  was  a  very  rich  country. 
India  wanted  English  soldiers,  and 
wanting  them  she  must  pay,  not  her 
own  market  price,  but  the  price  of  the 
labour  market  of  the  country  from 
which  they  came.  The  Secretary  of 
War  had  constantly  had  this  matter 
under  his  consideration,  and  if  there  had 
not  been  perfect  agreement  between 
him  and  the  India  Office  upon  all  the 
details  of  his  proposals,  that  was  due  not 
to  any  want  of  harmony  between  the  two 
Offices,  but  to  the  difficulty  of  reconciling 
the  fundamental  principle  of  the  short 
service  system,  the  establishment  of  a 
reserve,  with  the  requirements  of  India, 
a  cheap  and  continuous  supply  of  British 
soldiers. 

Having  now  placed  the  results  of  the 
revenue  and  ordinary  expenditure  of 
the  last  three  years,  he  would  pass  on 
to  the  public  works  extraordinary.  No 
part  of  the  expenditure  of  the  Indian 
Government  was  the  subject  of  fiercer 
contention.  To  rightly  appreciate  the 
action  of  that  Government  their 
position  a  few  years  back  should  be 
considered.  They  felt  bound  to  give 
India  the  benefits  of  a  railway  system, 
for  the  indirect  advantages  of  rapid 
communication  to  a  great  Government 
wore  enormous.  A  rapid  concentration 
of  military  force  being  possible  in  times 
of  emergency,  permanent  reductions  in 
time  of  peace  and  quiet  could  be  ef- 
fected as  well  as  oconoinioa  in  civil  ad- 
ministration. But  private  enterprize 
refused  unaided  to  undertake  these 
works ;  Government  was  compelled  to 
give  a  guarantee,  audthivS  system  proving 
very  expensive  was  abolished  during 
Lord  Lawrence's  Yiceroyalty.  In  1873, 
before  wo  came  into  Ofiice,  a  resolution 
was  published  by  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment, by  which  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  entirely  substitute  the  principle 
of  direct  agency  for  that  of  the  indirect 
agency  of  the  Guaranteed  Companies, 
and  for  that  purpose  they  proposed  to 
spend  annually  for  the  next  five  years 
£4,500,000;  £3,000,000  on  State  Eail- 
ways,    and    £1,500,000    upon    Canals.  ( 
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This  sum  was  limited  last  yetr  to 
£4,000,000.  This  expenditoie  wu  ecti- 
mated  to  throw  no  fresh  annual  chirgci 
upon  the  revenues  of  India,  the  incrM«ed 
returns  from  works  in  operation  baline- 
ing  the  interests  of  the  loans  borrowed. 
The  opponents  of  the  system  said  that  it 
might  be  sound  in  theory,  but  it  wm 
not  sound  in  practice ;  that,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  Indian  Government  con- 
structed works  which  did  not  nay  m- 
terest  on  borrowed  money,  and  that  tlw 
liabilities  were  annually  increasiiig 
without  a  corresponding  increase  of  re- 
venue. This  was  an  assertion  which  it 
was  easy  to  test,  and  he  would  comptK 
two  periods  within  Lord  Northbrook'i 
administration — the  year  1872-3  and 
the  year  1876-7.  The  expenditim 
upon  public  works  extraordinaiy  fron 
1872-3  to  1876-7  was  £17,893,000. 
and  the  amoimt  borrowed  £14,683,000, 
the  difference  between  the  two  bong 
mainly  made  up  by  surpluses  of  or- 
dinary revenue  over  ordinary  expen- 
diture. The  charge  for  interest  in 
1872-3  was  £5,857,458  ;  the  loss  on 
the  guaranteed  railways  did  not  amonot 
to  more  than  £2,110,501 ;  and  the  8tats 
railways  were  worked  at  a  loss  of  £5,500 
—making  a  total  of  £7,978,459;  but 
the  irrigation  works  gave  a  return  of 
£41 3,535,  which  reduced  the  total  charge 
on  that  year  to  £7,559,924.  In  1876-7 
the  charge  for  interest  was  £5,750,000; 
the  loss  on  guaranteed  railways  was 
£1,260,000;  the  State  railways  worked 
at  a  profit  of  £118,000,  and  the  irriga- 
tion works  yielded  £527,000 ;  the  two 
making  together  £645,000,  which,  de- 
ducted from  £7,010,000,  the  total  for 
interest  and  guaranteed  railways,  left  a 
net  charge  on  the  revenues  of  £6,365,000. 
In  other  words,  although  the  debt  was 
increased  by  £14,683,000,  the  loss  to  the 
revenue  was  £1,200,000  less.  The  re- 
demption of  the  old  East  India  8tock  in 
1873  effected  an  annual  saving  of 
£450,000  under  the  head  of  interert; 
against  this,  however,  might  be  put  the 
whole  of  the  irrigation  returns  of  Madras 
and  Bombay,  which,  being  indirect,  he 
had  not  included  in  this  comparison. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  the  cli- 
mates of  India  differed  as  much  as  that  of 
the  North  of  Scotland  from  the  Sooth  of 
Italy.  In  certain  parts  of  India  there 
was  no  rain  whatever,  and  in  the  Punjab 
and  Sindh  and  other  places  cultiTati(» 
was  impossible  without  water.  It  woold 
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btt  Iband  that  ikke  ezpenditttre  on  irriga- 
tion paid  where  there  was  little  or  no 
lam ;  and  onlj  where  there  was  much 
IWB  in  the  oonrse  of  the  year  were  the 
xwolts  nneatififactory.  In  the  Punjab 
At  amount  expended  was  nearly 
£S,000,000,  and  the  return  was  4^  per 
it.    This  was  a  somewhat  severe  test 


to  apply*  because  the  capital  included 
all  the  money  expended  on  works  that 
ime  not  yet  in  operation,  and  of  course 
it  was  only  those  in  operation  that  paid 
may  interest.  In  the  North- West  Pro- 
vinoes  there  was  a  similar  return  of 
4^  per  cent.  In  Bengal,  which  included 
the  Oiissa  works  and  some  not  yet  in 
operation,  the  irrigation  works  involved 
m  loes  of  2^  per  cent.  The  Madras  and 
Bombay  accounts  were  not  passed  as  re- 
liable by  the  Indian  Government,  inas- 
much as  there  was  some  difficulty  in  as- 
certaining the  exact  increase  of  land 
Mfvenue  due  to  irrigation ;  but  an  account 
wliioh  he  thought  fairly  reliable  showed 
•  niamof  16  per  cent  in  Madras  and 
16  per  cent  in  Bombay.  The  State 
Tailways  were  paying  well,  as  they 
were  oonstructed  under  far  more  favour- 
able conditions  than  others.  They 
TuA  cost  £4,800  per  mile  without  the 
Agra  Bridge,  in  Bajpootana,  and 
£69800  per  mile  with  it,  as  against 
£16,000  per  mile;  and  therefore  a 
letium  of  £200  per  mile  repaid  the 
iBterest  on  the  capital  borrowed  at  4 
pMT  eent,  while  the  guaranteed  railways 
wonld  require  a  return  of  £800  per 
mile  to  pay  5  per  cent  on  their  borrowed 
ea|dtaL  We  were,  therefore,  now  con- 
■trueting  railways  under  far  more  favour- 
able conditions  than  before. 

It  was  only  natural  that  there  should 
be  great  objection  felt  in  this  country 
to  any  Government  borrowing  money 
ftir  reproductive  works.  It  was  contrary 
to  the  financial  policy  of  this  country, 
where  we  had  always  found  private 
eapitalists  ready  to  undertake  public 
worke,  and  this  objection  had  been 
eomewhat  confirmed  by  the  recent  ex- 
ample of  Turkey  and  other  Eastern 
Gonntries,  which  had  borrowed  large 
muna  ostensibly  in  order  to  extend  their 
pobHo  works,  but  had  made  other  ap- 
pUeations  of  the  money.  It  did  not  by 
any  means  follow  that  if  the  system  were 
honefldy  carried  out  it  would  not  give 
Mod  results.  We  had  spent  large  sums 
m  India,  and  the  question  often  asked 
waa— What  had  we  got  for  our  money  ? 


If  our  property  were  put  up  for  sale  in 
the  market  would  it  realize  anything 
like  what  we  had  expended  upon  it? 
The  capital  expended  upon  public  works 
which  were  in  any  way  connected  with 
the  Government  was  £125,000,000,  of 
which  £14,000,000  was  spent  on  State 
railways,  £17,000,000  on  irrigation 
works,  and  £94,000,000  was  guaranteed 
capital ;  and  we  found  that  this  property 
had  now  brought  in  a  net  revenue  in 
working  receipts  of  £4,296,000 ;  of  which 
£118,000  was  jfrom  the  State  railways, 
£708,000  from  irrigation  works,  and 
£3,470,000  on  account  of  the  guaranteed 
capital.  The  State  railway  system  was 
stul  in  its  infancy ;  the  receipts  were  in- 
creasing ;  it  was  hoped  that  by  careful 
management  the  working  expenses  could 
be  reduced,  and  that  in  a  short  time  the 
net  revenue  would  be  over  £5,000,000. 
Therefore  we  had  got  a  revenue  of 
£4,300,000,  annually  increasing,  and  if 
we  were  to  go  into  the  market  the  pro- 
perty would  probably  realize  not  far 
short  of  what  we  had  expended  upon  it. 
To  give  one  instance  of  how  working 
expenses  might  be  reduced,  he  might 
mention  that  the  cost  of  fuel  per  mile 
upon  the  Great  Indian  Peninsula  Rail- 
way was  six  times  what  it  was  on  the 
East  Indian  Eailway,  which  was  able  to 
work  coalfields,  and  when  the  Great 
Indian  Peninsula  worked  coal,  which  it 
hoped  to  be  able  to  do  shortly,  it  would 
probably  pay  the  guaranteed  interest. 

The  Secretary  of  State  the  first  year  he 
was  in  office  laid  down  three  principles 
as  to  public  works;  none  were  to  be 
undertaken  but  those  which  would  pay 
interest  on  borrowed  capital ;  those  that 
would  not  be  remunerative  were  to  be 
constructed  out  of  Revenue,  and  loans 
were  to  be  raised  in  India  for  public 
works.  The  Indian  Government  had 
last  year  substituted  a  somewhat  dif- 
ferent principle  —  namely,  that  India 
could  afibrd  to  lose  annually  a  certain 
sum  upon  these  public  works,  but  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  re-affirmed  his 
instructions  of  1874,  as  he  could  not 
recognize  the  principle  that  because  some 
works  were  more  remunerative  than  had 
been  expected,  the  surplus  was  to  be 
employed  in  unremunerative  works.  The 
classification  of  public  works  in  India  was 
not  perfect ;  but  the  only  works  which 
were  now  included  under  the  head  of  * '  ex- 
traordinary "  were  railways  and  canals. 
He  objected  to  placing  ^  \>sA«t  qti^ 
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head,  because  it  led  to  indifiTerence  as 
to  the  results  in  particular   instances. 
He  objected  to  any  hard-and-fast  line 
being    laid    down    which   would    have 
the  tendency  to  stop  works,  when  there 
were  large  establishments  open,  mate- 
terials  purchased,  and  contracts  made, 
the  disregard  of  which  might  involve 
loss  to  the  Indian  Exchequer.    He  should 
like    to    see  a  further  classification  of 
works  in  the  direction  of  handing  over 
to  the  local  authorities  those  in  which 
they   would    take    a    greater    interest 
when    they    saw    they    would     profit 
by    the  results.     The     total    expendi- 
ture on  public  works  extraordinary,  for 
three  years  was,  or  would  be,   as  fol- 
lows :— 1874-5,    £4,249,571;     1875-6, 
£4,146,873;   and   1876-7,    £3,759,000; 
and  the  deficit  over  ordinary  expendi- 
ture was  £3,930,374,  £2,903,374  in  the 
second,    and    £3,615,000  in  the  third, 
making  £10,448,748,  though  the  amount 
actually  spent  was  £12,155,444.    It  was 
necessary  that  the  Indian  Government 
should  carry  on  the  public  works,  be- 
cause they  were  the  means  of  increasing 
the   wealth    and    prosperity  of   India. 
Some  of  those  works  might  turn  out  to 
be  failures,  but  it  would  be  very  unwise 
to  adopt  an  abstract  Besolution,  which, 
if  rigidly  carried,  would  stop  all  public 
works    extraordinary.      At    the    same 
time,   he  could  not  agree    with  those 
who  ignored  this  extraordinary  expen- 
diture.    It  was  a  component  part  of  the 
Indian  financial  system,  and  the  outlay 
for  this  purpose  must  mainly  depend  on 
the  condition  of  the  Indian  Exchequer. 

The  expenditure  for  thisyear,  including 
the  public  works  extraordinary,  having 
exceeded  the  revenue,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  raise  a  loan.  Sir  William  Muir 
estimated  that  £300,000  would  be  re- 
ceived from  Holkar  and  Scindia,  and 
the  Government  would  raise  a  loan  of 
£2,640,000  at  home.  The  Government 
actually  raised  a  loan  of  £4,000,000, 
which  it  was  assumed  would  be  necessary 
to  meet  the  ordinary  expenditure  of  the 
year.  TJiat,  however,  was  an  error. 
The  loan  of  that  amount  had  been  raised 
because  it  was  not  advisable  to  force  the 
Government  bills  on  the  silver  market, 
and  the  difference  would  be  found  in  the 
increased  cash  balances  at  the  end  of 
the  year,  and  did  not  represent  any 
additional  burden  thrown  on  Indian 
finance,  because  the  Government  would 
be  able  to  buy  up  a  considerable  amount 
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of  rupee    paper 
interest. 

Within  the  last  few  days  Ke  had  r^ 
ceived  a  telegram  from  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment stating  that  the  Viceroy  had 
issued  circulars  to  the  Departmenti 
urging  economy  and  recommending  a  ie> 
striction  of  expenditure.  That  proceeding 
had  been  interpreted  as  foreshadowing 
an  overwhelming  deficit,  to  be  met  by 
loan,  but  the  resolution  of  the  Oorenior 
General  in  Council  merely  enjoined  the 
cessation  of  all  avoidable  expenditnie. 
Various  telegrams  had  appeared  in  the 
newspapers  stating  that  there  had  been 
a  great  falling  off  in  the  revenue  of 
India,  and  that  the  loss  upon  the  ex- 
change would  be  not  less  than  £4,000,000. 
He  had  telegraphed  to  India  for  any  freih 
figures,  and  was  told,  in  reply,  that  the 
resolution  of  the  Gt>Temment  only  re- 
ferred to  the  loss  arising  from  the  ex- 
changes. That  resolution  was  only  iMoed 
a  few  days  ago,  and  was  based  upon  in- 
formation contained  in  the  mail  whvk 
left  the  silver  market  in  a  state  of  depree- 
sion,  and  trade  at  the  lowest  ebb. 

The  only  fear  of  deficit  was  from  u 
apprehension  of  increased  loss  by  ex- 
change. So  far,  however,  from  them 
being  a  large  deficit,  he  did  not  beliefe 
there  would  be  any  deficit  at  alL  The 
revenue  of  the  year  had  been  cautiooslT 
estimated.  There  was  an  estimated  fall- 
ing-off  in  Customs  and  Salt,  resulting  ne- 
turally  from  the  depreciation  in  the  im- 
port trade  and  the  working  of  the  Tariff 
Act.  It  had  also  been  stated,  although 
not  ofiicially,  that  the  opium  advances 
would  be  this  year  considerably  in  exceei 
of  the  amount  estimated  in  the  Budget 
A  certain  amount  of  lands  belonging  to 
the  Government  was  devoted  to  ihe  cul- 
tivation of  opium,  and  all  opium  pro- 
duced by  this  land  was  bought  by  the 
Government.  The  advances  made  to  the 
cultivator  would  be  heavier  than  ufutl 
on  account  of  the  large  crop ;  but  any 
loss  would  be  fully  met  by  the  increased 
opium  revenue  next  year.  If  the  revenue 
were  deficient,  owing  to  the  increased 
opium  advances,  they  would  simply  be 
discounting  a  large  opium  revenue  next 
year.  At  the  same  time  Lord  Lytton. 
wishing  to  co-operate  with  the  Govern- 
ment at  home,  had  enjoined  economy 
not  only  in  the  ordinary  expenditure  but 
in  the  extraordinary  expenditure  for 
public  works.  He  would  not,  however, 
disguise  from  the  House  that  the  petition 
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of  the  Gbyemment  of  India  occasioned 
some  anxiety,  because  the  causes  which 
inoreased  expenditure  and  decreased  re- 
Tenue  were  not  in  any  way  under  their 
oontrol. 

He   must   now   ask    the    House   to 
Oftrry  their  attention  back  to  the  com- 
mencement of  the  year  1876-7,  at  which 
time  our  revenue  was  in  a  most  flourish- 
ing condition,  the  ordinary  expenditure 
•ad    the    public    works    extraordinary 
were  well  under  control,  and,  with  one 
exception,  ererything   seemed  satisfac- 
tory.   The  one  cause  of  anxiety  was  the 
loss  by  exchange  produced  by  the  fall  in 
the  value  of  silver.    A  few  months  back 
this  depreciation  of  silver  was  a  cloud  no 
bigg^  than  a  man's  hand,  but  during 
that  period  it  had  so  rapidly  grown  that 
it  now  darkened  and  overshadowed  the 
whole  horizon  of  Indian  finance.    The 
fluctuations  in  silver  were  so  sudden,  the 
apprehension  of  all  merchants  trading 
with  the  East  so  general,  that  early  in 
the  Session  he  obtained  leave  to  appoint 
a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  the  causes 
of  this  sudden  depreciation,  in  order  that 
the  House  might  nave  an  accurate  diag- 
nosis of  the  complaint.     They  were  for- 
tunate enough  to  secure  the  services  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gk)schen) 
as  Chairman,  and  all  who  had  read  his 
Beport  must  have  been  struck  by  its 
litcid  arrangement  and  the  immense  care 
displayed  in  its  preparation.    No  one 
who  was  not  upon  that  Committee  could 
have  any  notion  of  the  time  and  trouble 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  to 
the  subject,   and  he  would  refer  hon. 
Members  to  the  Appendix  if  they  wished 
to  form  an  idea  of  the  mass  of  printed 
evidence  which  he  mastered  and  embodied 
in  his  Beport.    He  was,  therefore,  very 
glad  to  have  this  opportunity  of  publicly 
thanking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
having  undertaken    and  discharged    a 
most  onerous  duty,  and  to  assure  him  that 
the  result  of  his  labours  would  be  of 
the  greatest  benefit  both  to  the  Home 
and  the  Indian  Gt)vemment  in  guiding 
their  subsequent  action. 

He  would  not  travel  over  any  of 
the  ground  covered  by  the  Eeport, 
but  he  should  like  to  point  out  how, 
owing  to  silver  being  the  standard  of 
value  in  India,  the  fall  of  that  metal 
affected  Indian  finance  in  a  two-fold 
manner.  The  depreciation  of  the  me- 
tallic currency  of  a  country  for  all 
purposes  of  trade  and  commerce,  espe- 
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cially  external,  was  most  inconvenient, 
but  it  did  not  follow  that  actual  loss  was 
inflicted    upon    the   whole    community 
within  which  the  depreciated  metal  might 
have  circulation.  The  recipients  of  fixed 
incomes  and  the  creditors  were,  no  doubt, 
injuriously  affected,  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  self-adjusting  laws  of  supply 
and  demand  would  cause  a  rise  in  prices 
beneficial  to  the  producer,  while  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  country  might  be  able, 
by  raising  the  rates  of  taxation,  to  com- 
pensate itself  for  the  lessened  value  of 
previous  taxes.  The  financial  position  of 
India  was,   however,   peculiar.     About 
two-fifths  of  the  income  was  land  re- 
venue, which,  generally  speaking,  was 
fixed  either  permanently  or  for  stated 
periods  in  silver.   To  the  owners  and  oc- 
cupiers of  land,  every  fall  in  the  value 
of  a  rupee  in  India  was  a  gain  pur- 
chased at  the  expense  of  the  Govern- 
ment.   At  the  same  time,  it  must  not  be 
supposed  that  the  purchasing  power  of 
the  rupee  in  India  was  as  much  reduced 
as  it  wiQ.s  here,  or  that  we  had  this  year 
lost  on  every  rupee  of  our  land  revenue 
the  difference  between  the  quoted  value 
in  London  and  the  old  normal  value  of 
the  rupee.    But  the  loss  on  the  expendi- 
ture side  was  more  serious.     The  re- 
quirements of  the  Indian  Government 
necessitated  at  present  an  annual  pay- 
ment of  about  £15,000,000  sterling  in 
this  country.     This  gold  liability  had 
annually  to  be  defrayed  by  India  out  of 
a  silver  revenue.  Let  them  first  consider 
for  what  purposes  these  annual  payments 
were  made  ;  secondly,  the  different  modes 
by  which  the  necessary  funds  could  be 
obtained  ;  and,  thirdly,  the  effect  of  each 
method  of  payment  upon  the  exchanges 
between    India   and    England.     These 
home  charges  had  risen  during  the  last 
20  years  from  £5,000,000  to  £15,000,000. 
Superficial  critics  sometimes  suggested 
that  this  increase  was  mainly  due  to  the 
transfer  of  the  Government  of   India 
from  the  East  India  Company  to  the 
Crown  and  to  extravagance  on  the  part 
of  the  India  Office.     A  slight  investiga- 
tion  of  the   purposes  for  which   these 
payments  were  made  at  once  disposed 
of  any  such  notion.     The   East  India 
Company  was  abolished  in   1858.     The 
last  20  years  of  its  existence  were  the 
exact  reverse  of  the  first  18  years  of  the 
rule  of  the  Crown.  The  first  was  through- 
out the  world  an  epoch,  if  not  of  stag- 
nation, at  any  rate  one  of  elo^  -^xok^'eeR., 
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The  latter  period  had  been  one  series  of 
progressive  bounds  and  leaps,  chiefly  ! 
due  to  the  enormous  spread  of  rail- 
ways and  other  improved  means  of 
communication.  There  were  many  in- 
dications that  the  East  India  Com- 
pany, upon  the  eve  of  its  abolition,  was 
on  the  point  of  increasing  the  Home 
expenditure.  To  collect  revenue  and 
maintain  order  could  form  but  a  portion 
of  the  duties  of  any  civilized  Govern- 
ment, and  the  Court  of  Directors  adopted 
the  system  of  guaranteeing  interest  upon 
capital  employed  in  constructing  rail- 
ways, as  being  the  only  means  of 
rapidly  giving  India  a  railway  system. 
Since  1856  the  annual  interest  on 
these  railways,  all  of  which  had  to  be 
paid  in  England,  had  risen  from 
£400,000  to  nearly  £4,700,000.  Again, 
the  suppression  of  the  Mutiny  made 
it  necessary  to  raise  large  loans  in 
this  country,  the  interest  on  which 
had  risen  from  £670,000  in  1856-7  to 
£2,250,000  in  1876-7.  The  mutiny  of  a 
large  portion  of  the  Native  Army  and 
its  consequent  reduction  in  numbers, 
caused  the  employment  of  a  much  larger 
European  army  in  India,  the  home 
charge  for  which,  excluding  stores,  had 
risen  in  the  same  period  from  £1^9 1,000 
to  £3,158,700.  Again,  the  greatly  in- 
creased demand  for  stores  of  all  kinds, 
esi)ecially  iron,  which  could  not  at  pre- 
sent bo  manufactured  in  India,  had 
caused  an  increase  under  that  head  of 
from  £950,000  in  1856-7  to  upwards  of 
£2,000,000  in  1876-7. 

Taking,  therefore,  the  three  lieads 
alone  of  Army  expenditure,  interest, 
and  stores,  they  had  an  expenditure 
of  over  £12,200,000  at  the  present 
time,  as  against  an  expenditure  of 
£3,320,000  in  1856-7.  Again,  there 
had  ap|)arently  been  a  large  increase  in 
the  superannuation  charges,  but  that 
was  mainly  due  to  a  change  in  ac- 
count, by  which  all  payments  were 
now  made  ''charges,"  and  not  classi- 
fioJ,  as  in  the  davs  of  the  Court  of 
Directors,  as  ••remittances."  So  far 
from  those  charges  being  the  result 
of  the  extravagance  of  the  India 
(Office,  or  due,  as  was  sonietiuies  stated, 
to  the  creation  of  fresh  departments 
and  oflices,  exactly  the  jeverse  was 
the  case.  These  charges  were  the 
necessary  consequence  of  the  connection 
between  India  and  England,  and  had 
arisen   because    India  required   certain 
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articles  which  she  could  only  obtain 
from  England.  The  administratioii  of 
the  India  Ofiice  had  been  most  econo- 
mical. The  amount  of  work  perfonned 
was  ten  times  greater  than  it  was  20 
years  ago,  yet  the  office  expenses  had 
but  slightly  increased  during  that  period, 
and  if  they  abolished  the  India  Office 
to-morrow  they  would  only  save  abont 
£200,000  a-year,  and  he  doubted  if 
they  could  substitute  any  agency  which 
would  as  cheaply  and  efficiently  perfonn 
the  same  work.  As  the  inaividaal 
members  of  Council  had  no  means  of 
publicly  defending  themBelves  againit 
the  charges  which  were  sometimes  made 
against  them,  he  took  the  opportunity 
of  stating  that  in  no  public  office  werR 
estimates  more  carefully  checked  and 
more  thoroughly  sifted  than  those  which 
passed  through  the  hands  of  the  Finance 
Committee  of  the  India  Office,  and  no 
one  who  knew  the  number  of  propoNds 
and  applications  rejected,  in  proportion 
to  those  which  were  sanctioned,  conid 
assert  that  the  India  Office  was  eitrt- 
vagant,  or  that  these  so-called  home 
charges  resulted  from  insufficient  super- 
vision. He  could  not,  therefore,  hold 
out  much  hope  of  an  immediate  reduc- 
tion of  those  expenses,  unless  it  were 
under  the  head  of  stores.  They  had 
written  to  the  Indian  Government  sug- 
gesting that  whenever  it  was  feasible 
they  should  be  purchased  in  India.  A 
certain  portion  of  these  stores  were  for 
public  works  extraordinary,  and  if  that 
class  of  work  were  curtailed  a  saving  at 
home  might  be  effected.  From  time  to 
time,  as  the  loans  raised  here  and  the 
arrangements  made  with  the  guaranteed 
companies  came  under  revision,  they 
hoped  to  obtain  more  favourable  terms, 
and  from  time  to  time  to  effect  certain 
economies  ;  but,  as  he  had  shown, 
the  great  mass  of  the  home  expen- 
diture lay  outside  the  direct  control  of 
the  Secretary'  of  State,  and  he  could  not, 
therefore,  hold  out  much  hope  of  its 
immediate  reduction. 

Having  considered  the  purposes  for 
which  these  charges  were  imposed,  he 
would  next  consider  how  they  were  mot. 
The  whole  of  those  disbursements  had  to 
bej)aid  in  gold,  and  that  gold  could  only 
be  obtained  either  by  loans  in  England.  «»r 
by  remittances  from  or  bills  upon  India. 
The  capital  of  the  railway  guarantenl 
companies  was  practically  a  loan  raic>ed 
for  the  construction  of  railways  in  India, 
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and  the  whole  of  that  capital,  amount- 
ing  to  £96,000,000,  was  paid  to  the 
credit  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Lon- 
don ;  and  the  Secretary  of  State  under- 
took to  place  to  the  credit  of  the  compa- 
nies such  sums  as  remained  over  and 
above  the  payments  made  in  England 
for  stores  and  other  purposes  on  behalf 
of  the  companies.  Instead,  therefore, 
of  requiring  the  Indian  Government  to 
send  home  the  sums  necessaiy  to  meet 
the  whole  of  the  annual  disbursements 
of  the  Home  Treasury,  the  guaranteed 
capital  was  retained  here  and  utilized  in 

fayment  of  the  home  charges,  while  the 
ndian  Government  placed  to  the  credit 
of  the  companies  in  India  the  money 
which  they  would  otherwise  have  had  to 
pend  home  to  meet  tlie  expenses  of  the 
Home  Government.  And  here  ho  would 
mention  an  incident  which  illustrated 
the  immense  difHculties,  arising  from 
the  peculiar  connection  between  the  two 
countries,  which  those  who  administered 
Indian  finance  had  daily  to  meet.  In 
the  contracts  made  with  the  railway 
companies  It,  lOd.  was  estimated  to  be 
the  value  of  a  rupee.  Shortly  after 
these  iH>ntracts  were  made  the  American 
Civil  War  broke  out.  There  was  then 
an  immense  demand  for  Indian  cotton. 
The  rupee  rose  in  value  to  1«.  lid.,  and 
even  to  2».  For  years  they  placed  to  the 
credit  of  the  railway  companies  in  India 
a  rui>ee  worth  2«.  for  every  1«.  lOrf.  paid 
here.  If  they  lost  thus  on  the  capital 
account  they  consoled  themselves  by 
reflecting  on  their  probable  gains  on 
the  revenue  account,  as  for  every  rupee 
paid  into  the  hands  of  the  Government 
m  India  only  Is.  lOd.  was  paid  in  Lon- 
don. But  the  demonetization  of  silver 
in  Germany  had  depreciated  silver  to 
below  Is.  lOd.  the  rupee,  and  now  that 
they  were  paying  the  full  interest  upon 
the  capital,  they  lost  as  much  on  the 
revenue  account  as  they  lost  on  the 
capital  account.  Yet  the  original  ar- 
rangement was  fair  to  India ;  but  two 
unforeseen  events  which  no  one  could 
have  anticipated  had  impaired  the  other- 
wise advantageous  bargain.  In  the  same 
way  all  loans  raised  except  during  the 
Mutiny  were  retained  here  and  utilized 
in  payment  of  the  annual  disbursements 
of  the  India  Office.  During  the  whole 
time  that  these  loans  were  being  raised 
a  two-fold  process  was  going  on.  The 
productive  power  of  India  was  becoming 
enormously  developed   by  the  annual 


expenditure  of  large  sums  upon  repro- 
ductive works,  whUe  on  the  other  hand 
India  did  not  feel  the  counteracting 
eflPect  of  the  increase  of  the  disburse- 
ments in  this  country,  which  increase 
was  mainly  caused  by  the  interest  due 
upon  the  sums  so  expended. 

The  guaranteed  system  having  come 
to  an  end  in  consequence  of  its  costli- 
ness, little  capital  on  this  account  had 
recently  been  paid  into  the  hands  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.     When  Lord  Salis- 
bury came  into  office  he  at  once  per- 
ceived  the  unwisdom  of  raising  fresh 
loans  in  England  for  railways  in  India, 
and  thus,  owing  to  the  abolition  of  the 
old  policy  of  borrowing  here,  the  full 
annual  disbursements  in  this    country 
had  to  bo  met  by  bills  upon  India.  Nnw, 
how  <lid   India  pay  tluso  bills,    wliiih 
might  not  unfairly  be  called  an  annual 
tribute  from  India  ?     She  paid  for  them 
by  the  excess  of  the  value  of  her  exports 
over  her  imports,  and  the  price  at  which 
the  Secretary  of  State's  bills  could  bo 
sold  in  London  largely  depended  u])on 
the  condition  and  prosperity  of  Indian 
trade.     Now,    the   Secretary   of  State's 
bills  were  payable  in  India  in  silver, 
and  they  competed  with  silver  in    the 
London  market.     If  a  merchant  could 
not  buy  our  bills  he  purchased  silver, 
and  vice  versd.    During  the  last  20  years 
the  balance  of  trade  had  been  largely  in 
favour  of  India,   and  she  received  the 
excess  value  of  her  exports  over  imports 
in  bullion,  minus  the  amount  of  the  bills 
of  the  Secretary  of  State.     The  action  of 
the  Indian   Government  upon  the  de- 
mand for  silver  in  India  had  been  two- 
fold.    By  the  construction  of  railways 
and  other  useful  works  during  the  past 
15  years  the  demand  for  and  absorption 
of  bullion  had  been  largely  fostered ;  on 
the  other  hand,  the  large  annual  remit- 
tances to  England  in  order  to  pay  for  the 
interest  so  expended  had,  and  especially 
during  the  last  four  years,  since  the  full 
effect  of  the  Home  cliarges  had    been 
thrown  upon  India,  largely  diminished 
the  amount  of  bullion  otherwise  due  to 
India  for  the  balance  of  trade  in  her 
favour.     He  was  particularly   anxious 
to  impress  this  point  upon  the  House, 
because  if,   on  one   hand,   critics   were 
disposed  to  point  out  the  Home  charges 
as  the  cause  of  the  present  depreciation 
of  silver,  on  the  other  hand  they  could 
not  deny  that  these  same  Home  charges 
had  during  the  last  2.(i  '^^^t^  X^^^-^  *Cv\Ri 
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main  cause  of  the  great  development  of 
the  productive  power  of  India,  by  which 
she  had  thus  been  enabled  to  acquire 
and  retain  enormous  amounts  of  bullion. 

The  amount  of  bullion  retained  by 
India  during  40  years  was  remark- 
able, and  especially  so  if  they  took  the 
decades.  The  figures  were  as  follow : — 
Surplus  imports. — 1835  to  1845. — Gold, 
£3,296,799;  silver,  £20,534,669;  total, 
£23,831,468;  Secretary  of  State's  bills, 
£19,859,640;  grand  total,  £43,691,108. 
1845  to  1855.  — Gold,  £10,282,323; 
silver,  £15,327,009;  total,  £25,609,402; 
Secretary  of  State's  bills,  £29,380,214; 
grand  total,  £54,989,616.  1855tol865.— 
Gold, £51,094,642;  silver, £100,202,612; 
total,  £151,297,254 ;  Secretary  of  State's 
bills,  £28,567,941  ;  grand  total, 
£179,865,195.  1865  to  1875.— Gold, 
£36,574,740  ;  silver,  £62,400,060 ;  total, 
£98,974,800;  Secretary  of  State's  bills, 
£84,256,029;  grand  total,  £183,230,829. 
This  import  of  gold  was  curious,  as 
little  gold  was  in  circulation.  It  must 
have  been  imported  for  hoarding  or 
for  ornaments.  If  such  an  immense 
amount  of  a  precious  metal,  not  used 
for  coinage,  was  thus  absorbed,  they 
might  infer  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
silver  imported  was  retained  for  the 
same  purposes,  either  in  hoards  or  orna- 
ments. India  was  able  to  acquire  and 
absord  this  enormous  amount  of  bullion 
from  the  growth  of  her  export  trade.  In 
1855-6  her  exports  were  valued  at 
£23,000,000,  and  the  home  charges  at 
£5,000,000.  In  1875-6  the  exports  were 
valued  at  £56,000,000,  and  the  home 
charges  at  £15,000,000.  This  immense 
growth  of  the  export  trade,  though  partly 
due  to  other  causes,  waste  a  great  extent 
the  result  of  the  growth  of  railways  and 
other  reproductive  works.  But  the  in- 
crease of  the  home  charges  was  mainly 
due  to  the  construction  of  these  works  ; 
in  other  words,  the  growth  of  the  pur- 
chasing power  of  India  was  the  result  of 
the  increased  expenditure  in  England. 

But  there  were  other  influences  quite  as 
potent,  though  not  so  apparent  as  Secre- 
tary of  .State's  hills,  in  counteracting  the 
Indian  demand  for  silver — namely,  the 
remittances  from  India  to  England  made 
either  by  private  individuals  or  on 
behalf  of  companies,  the  capital  of  which 
had  been  raisod  in  England  and  invested 
in  India.  What  the  amount  of  these 
annual  remittances  might  be  it  was 
difficult  to  estimate,  but  the  amount  was 
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very  large,  owing  to  tbe  incretae  d 
English  capital  invested  in  India,  u 
well  as  of  the  number  of  Europeant 
residing  in  India ;  and  this  brought  Um 
to  the  real  difficulty  of  our  connectkm 
with  India.  India  was  not  a  country  in 
which  Europeans  would  settle  or  nsida 
permanently.  Yet  she  required  certain 
things  which  she  could  alone  obtain  in 
Europe.  She  wanted  European  capital, 
European  enterprize  and  energy  to 
manage  that  capital,  while  the  infosioa 
of  the  European  element  into  her  dvil 
and  military  administration  was  essentiai 
for  all  purposes  of  good  government 
But  when  she  had  got  these  esaentiab 
she  could  not  permanently  retain  them, 
for  by  a  natural  attraction  tbe  European, 
after  a  certain  number  of  years'  work, 
returned  to  his  native  home,  canying 
with  him,  if  a  private  individual,  ths 
fortune  he  had  made,  or,  if  in  Gorem- 
ment  service,  the  pension  to  which  hs 
was  entitled.  Thus  there  was  ajperennial 
drain  upon  the  resources  of  Inua,  which 
*mu8t,  he  was  afraid,  continue  as  lonn;  u 
the  constitution  of  the  European  andtht 
climate  of  India  remained  as  they  were. 
This  was  the  main  cause  of  the  so-called 
home  charges  and  of  the  heavy  priTste 
remittances  from  India ;  and  those  who 
ignored  this  inherent  drawback,  arising 
from  the  peculiarity  of  the  relations 
between  the  two  countries,  would  never 
understand  the  main  difficulty  of  Indian 
administration  and  finance. 

The  guarantee  system  by  which  rail- 
roads had  mainly  been  constructed  had 
been  often  attacked.  But  it  was  the  only 
method  at  the  time  by  which  the  East' 
India  Company  could  push  the  con- 
struction of  railroads,  and  if  it  had  not 
been  adopted  one  of  two  things  would 
have  happened — India  would  have  been 
without  railways  or  private  companies 
would  have  constructed  them.  The 
interest  upon  the  capital  of  a  private  and 
unguajanteed  company  would  have  been 
higher  than  the  5  per  cent  which  was 
guaranteed  by  Government.  Thus  India 
would  have  had  ultimately  to  send  home 
larger  sums  for  her  railways  than  she 
now  did.  If,  however,  the  capital  ex- 
pended on  all  these  railways  and  works 
could  have  been  raised  in  India,  she 
would  have  derived  nothing  but  un- 
mixed good  from  their  construction. 
This  was  precisely  what  England  was 
now  doing.  The  further  development 
of  Indian  trade  would  be  unchecked  by 
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{he  influences  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
and  on  which  the  Select  Committee  in 
their  Keport  justly  laid  so  much  em- 
phasis. The  Select  Committee  gave  so 
xUl  an  account  of  the  causes  that  he 
woold  not  stop  to  enumerate  them,  but 
irould  pass  on  to  describe  the  e£Pect  of 
the  fail  of  silver  as  shown  in  the  ex- 
change by  the  prices  tendered  for  our 
bills  this  year.  There  was  a  rough-and- 
ready  way  of  calculating  the  fall  of  silver 
by  taking  a  rupee  at  2«.,  or,  in  other 
words,  24  pence  or  96  farthings.  Every 
fall,  thereu>re,  of  a  farthing  in  the  value 
of  a  rupee  was  a  depreciation  of  about 
1  per  cent.  The  Government  sold  every 
fortnight  £700,000  worth  of  bills.  On 
January  1 9  they  obtained  the  full  amount 
at  considerably  above  1«.  9d.  the  rupee. 
On  February  2,  a  fortnight  afterwards, 
their  tenders  were  much  lower  both  in 
amount  and  price,  and  they  continued 
steadily  to  fall  through  the  months  of 
Pebruary,  March,  April,  and  May ;  but 
tiiey  coudd  not  ascertain  that  any  fresh 
causes,  except  a  certain  depression  of 
trade,  had  come  into  operation,  sufficient 
to  account  for  this  rapid  depreciation. 
They  therefore  had  reason  to  believe 
this  sadden  fall  to  be  due  to  panic.  By 
panic  he  meant  an  excessive  apprehen- 
men  of  certain  impending  influences  and 
causes,  which,  though  in  existence,  had 
not  yet  begun  practically  to  operate. 
They  were  m  a  position  of  great  diffi- 
culty. On  the  other  hand  they  were  re- 
luctant to  reduce  the  price  of  their  bills, 
because  they  knew  that  such  a  course 
irould  increase  the  panic ;  on  the  other 
band,  they  did  not  want  to  raise  a  loan 
—their  only  alternative  if  they  did  not 
sell  their  bills.  They  therefore  deter- 
mined only  to  accept  low  prices  for  their 
bills,  when  the  amount  tendered  was 
large,  being  confident  that  every  fall,  in 
the  then  state  of  the  market,  would  only 
lead  to  further  depreciation  in  subse- 
quent offers.  They  refused  to  sell  any 
bills  during  February  and  March,  the 
tenders  being  low  in  price  and  still 
lower  in  amount,  and  they  reduced  the 
amount  of  their  allotments  during  April 
and  May.  To  meet  the  deficiency  so 
caused  they  raised  a  loan  of  £4,000,000, 
which  they  obtained  at  a  considerable 
premium. 

During  the  earlier  months  of  the 
year  they  were  in  considerable  per- 
plexity at  the  India  Office,  not  having 
before  them  the  facts  which  were  now 


known  to  the  public  through  the  Report 
of  the  Select  Committee.  They  were 
therefore  obliged  to  act  upon  impres- 
sions, and  although  borrowing  in  this 
country  was,  he  admitted,  wrong  in  prin- 
ciple, yet  the  facts  which  had  since  come 
into  their  possession  seemed  to  him  to  be 
a  conclusive  justification  of  their  action. 
The  balance  of  trade  being  in  favour  of 
India,  she  received  this  balance  in  bul- 
lion, minut  the  amount  of  the  bills  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.  They  sold 
£5,500,000  less  from  February  to  July 
than  they  did  in  last  year.  Therefore, 
unless  there  had  been  a  great  falling-off 
in  Indian  trade,  £5,500,000  more  bullion 
than  was  imported  to  India  last  year 
should  have  been  remitted  to  India  this 
year.  There  was  a  slight  increase,  but 
nothing  approaching  this  amount.  They 
made  inquiries  into  the  import  and 
export  trade  of  India,  and  found  that 
during  these  months  there  had  been  a 
cessation  of  the  annual  increase  of  the 
last  few  years,  but  no  general  falling-off, 
except  in  the  export  of  raw  cotton.  They 
then  looked  at  the  amounts  tendered  for 
their  fortnightly  drawings  this  year  as 
compared  with  last  year,  and  found  that 
the  contrast  was  extraordinary.  In  Feb- 
ruary and  March  1875  tenders  to  the 
amount  of  £25,000,000  were  received, 
during  the  same  period  in  1876  only 
£2,750,000.  When  there  was  demand 
for  remittances  to  India  the  banks  often 
tendered  more  than  they  wanted,  in 
order  to  get  a  proportion  of  the  allot- 
ment. Some  allowance  must  be  made 
for  this  in  drawing  comparisons  between 
the  two  years.  But,  startling  as  was  the 
falling-off  in  amount,  the  fall  in  price 
was  even  more  curious.  In  January  the 
rupee  was  Is,  did. ;  on  July  5,  a  period 
of  less  than  six  months,  it  was  1«.  6}^., 
being  a  fall  of  1 1  per  cent ;  on  Thursday 
last,  less  than  a  month  from  July  5,  the 
rupee  was  sold  at  Is,  7|(^.,  being  a  risb 
of  4J  per  cent ;  and  yesterday  they  sold 
a  small  amount  of  bills  at  Is,  S^d.j  being 
a  rise  of  7  per  cent  in  a  month.  Yet 
during  this  period  no  fresh  influences 
were  brought  to  bear  upon  the  silver 
market.  The  American  production  had 
not  affected  Europe,  the  imports  of  silver 
to  England  being  considerably  less  dur- 
ing the  last  12  months  than  during  pre- 
ceding years,  while  the  actual  amount  of 
silver  bullion  in  London  was  so  small 
that  on  several  occasions  demands  had 
to  be  supplied  from  «AiTO«j^.    Ttv«y^«iL- 
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traordinary  fluctuations  could  not  but  be 
tlie  result  of  a  panic,  especially  as  the 
price  of  Indian  produce  had  not  risen, 
and  as  he  knew  that  in  more  than  one 
instance  the  margin  between  the  sold 
price  of  the  rupee  in  London  and  its 
purchasing  power  in  India  enabled  mer- 
chants buying  Indian  produce  to  realize 
a  handsome  profit.  Although  the  raising 
of  a  loan  would  hereafter  increase  home 
expenditure,  yet,  recollecting  that  the 
whole  of  Indian  trade  was  influenced  by 
any  action  which  the  Home  Government 
might  take,  and  consequently  the  Cus- 
toms revenue  as  well  as  the  railway 
receipts,  they  did  not  feel  justified  in 
forcing  down  the  exchanges  in  a  panic- 
struck  market. 

The  exchanges  between  England  and 
India  were  upon  a  different  footing  from 
tlie  exchanges  between  England  and 
any  other  country.  During  times  of 
depressed  trade,  if  little  business  was 
done,  the  amount  of  the  indebted- 
ness of  the  two  transacting  coun- 
tries remained  practically  unchanged 
and  the  exchange  rested  in  statu  quo. 
But  they  drew  every  fortnight  for  the 
amount  of  £700,000  upon  India,  and 
unless  there  was  some  counteracting 
business  done  in  India,  the  sale  of  their 
bills  must  undulv  force  down  the  ex- 
change  against  India.  Tlie  depression 
of  Indian  trade  due  to  natural  causes 
b(M'anio,  through  fear  of  Gorman  silver, 
notliing  less  than  paralysis  during  the 
last  few  months.  They  did  not  feel 
justified  in  maintaining  this  paralysis. 
The  withdrawal  of  their  bills  had  al- 
ready had  a  most  salutary  effect.  Mer- 
chants and  traders  had  plucked  up 
courage,  and,  as  the  purchasing  power 
of  the  rupee  in  India  had  never 
fallen  to  the  London  quotation,  a 
great  stimulus  would  be  given  to  the 
export  trade  from  India,  which  could 
not  fail  to  raise  the  price  of  silver  and 
enable  them  more  easilv  to  obtain  the 
sums  necessary  fc»r  the  remaining  pay- 
ments of  the  year.  Finding  that  prices 
had  not  risen  in  India,  and  that  the  ex- 
port trade  would,  therefore,  be  stimu- 
lated, they  had  requt'sted  the  Yiceroy 
to  endeavour  to  advance  bills  upon 
Indian  produce,  as  an  eavsier  mode  of 
remittance.  Whether  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment would  be  able  to  carry  out 
this  suirgestion  he  could  not  say,  but 
the  subject  was  under  their  considera- 
tion at  the  present  moment. 

Zord  George  SamxUon 


The  Government  had  been  aeverelj 
blamed  for  not  taking  the  market  rate 
of  the  price  of  silver.  But  would  any  one 
contend  that  in  daily  fluctuations  as  saddni 
as  he  had  shown  them  to  be  the  market 
price  could  fairly  be  ascertained  ?  Owing 
to  the  very  pecidiar  circumstances  of  the 
year,  for  months  it  was  not  the  price  of 
silver  which  regulated  their  bills,  bat 
their  bills  which  reflated  the  price 
of  silver.  Who  were  the  critics  who 
awarded  blame?  They  were  persons 
interested  in  remitting  to  India.  The 
banks  doing  exchange  business  with 
India  were  their  great  customers.  They 
were  a  mutual  convenience  one  to  the 
other;  but  in  one  point  their  interests 
were  antagonistic.  The  GK>yemment 
wanted  to  sell  their  bills  at  as  high  a 
rate  as  they  could ;  the  banks  wanted  to 
buy  them  at  as  low  a  rate  as  possible. 
If,  therefore,  they  had  been  blamed,  it 
was  by  those  who,  failing  to  buT  rupees 
at  the  rate  they  wished,  were  forced  to 
employ  some  other  form  of  remittance 
less  advantageous  to  themselves. 

Perhaps  the  most  curious  feature  in  the 
whole  of  these  operations  was  the  small 
supply  of  silver  in  London.  Any  de- 
mand for  silver  raised  the  price,  as  the 
supply  had  on  several  occasions  to  be 
obtained  from  abroad.  It  was  suggested, 
also,  that  they  should  flx  a  minimum 
for  their  bills  during  a  certain  period. 
But  such  an  arrangement  would  have 
been  most  unfair  to  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment, for  the  only  result  would  have 
been  a  tendency  to  make  all  tenders 
shave  the  minimum,  and  if,  owing  to 
any  fluctuation,  silver  had  fallen  below 
that  minimum,  they  would  have  been 
left  without  customers.  The  loss  up^m 
exchange  was  estimated  to  be  £2,300,000. 
During  the  earlier  months  they  realized 
rupees  at  a  rate  rather  above  that  esti- 
mated. During  the  last  two  months  the 
rate  had  been  considerably  lower.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  loan  was  in  excess  of  the 
sum  mentioned  in  the  Budget,  and  the  Go- 
vernment would  therefore  draw  for  less 
during  the  financial  year.  It  was  im- 
possible to  estimate  with  perfect  ac- 
curacy what  the  loss  by  exchange  would 
be,  as  it  depended  upon  the  individual 
drawings,  and  silver  might  fluctuate  as 
unaccountably  during  the  remainder  of 
the  year  as  it  did  during  the  earlier  part. 
He  estimated  that  they  might  lose 
£2,800,000,  or  about  £500,000  more 
than    was     estimated.       He    did    not, 
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however,    contemplate  a  deficit.      Our 
surplus    was    estimated    at    £144,000. 
The  interest  on  the  loan  raised   here 
over     and     above    the    amount    esti- 
mated   in    India    would    be   counter- 
balanced by  the  rupee-paper  which  the 
Indian  Government  had  brought.    The 
Customs    and    Salt    for  the  first  four 
months  of  the  year  had  fallen  off,  as 
might  have  been  expected  from  the  de- 
pressed condition  of  the  import  trade. 
That  trade  was  reviving,  and  both  these 
items  of  revenue  woula  be  resuscitated, 
for  the  whole  of  Bengal  was  supplied  by 
salt  from  Eno^land.     Unless,  therefore, 
other  items  or  the  ordinary  expenditure 
increased,  we  should  have  an  excess  of 
the    estimate    for    loss    by    exchange 
amounting  to  £450,000,  against  a  surplus 
of  £144,000.     The  actual  revenue  of  the 
last  two  years  had  been  in  each  case 
nearly   £1,500,000  over    the  estimate. 
We  might  rely,  he  thought,  upon  an 
increase  of  revenue  of  £300,000,  which 
would  cover  the  increased  loss  from  ex- 
change.    It  must  be  remembered,  too, 
that  a  considerable  portion  of  the  loss 
was  nominal,  the  rupee,  which  for  cou- 
yenience  sake  was  taken  at  2«.,  never 
having  touched  that  figure  since.  Taking 
1 «.  1  Od^.  as  a  fairer  rate,  and  striking  oif 
£1,000,000  of  our  loss  as  a  matter  of 
account,  we  had  an  actual  loss  upon  the 
revenues  of  India  caused  by  the  fall  in 
silver  of  about  £1,800,000.     If  we  could 
meet  this  sudden  strain  without  special 
provision,   and  yet  incur  no  deficit,  it 
could  not  be  contended  that  Indian  re- 
Tenues  were  in  an  unsatisfactory  state. 

Having  thus  described  the  action  of 
the  Indian  Government,  both  in  past  years 
as  well  as  in  the  present,  he  might  not 
nnreasonably  be  asked  if  we  had  any 
remedies  to  apply  to  the  evil.  If  he 
replied  that  at  present  they  did  not  pro- 
pose any  heroic  remedies,  the  House 
would  understand  that  they  adopted  this 
course,  not  because  they  did  not  sympa- 
thize with  those  who  were  suffering,  or 
that  they  did  not  appreciate  the  gravity 
of  the  position  or  the  vastness  of  the 
interests  affected,  but  because  every 
proposal  had  seemed  to  them,  after 
careful  examination,  inclined  rather  to 
aggravate  than  to  mitigate  the  evil.  He 
would  enumerate  the  chief  suggestions. 
To  stop  coining  rupees  in  India  was  one 
suggestion.  Such  an  order  would,  by 
stopping  one  of  the  outlets,  lower  the 
price  of   silver    in    London;   the  chief 


market ;  and  if  it  raised  fictitiously  the 
exchange  value  of  the  rupee,  which  he 
doubted,  it  would  check  the  growth  of 
the  export  trade,  which,  if  left  alone  at 
this  moment,  must  draw  silver  to  India, 
and  thus  raise  the  price  in  London  and 
elsewhere.  A  policy  of  raising  loans  in 
London  had  been  advocated.  Under 
certain  circumstances  it  might  be,  as  it 
was  this  year,  justifiable  to  raise  money 
here ;  but  to  broadly  adopt  a  policy  of 
borrowing  in  England  would  be  mad- 
ness. 

The  great  object  of  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment ought  to  be  the  restriction 
of  their  expenditure  in  England;  but 
every  pound  raised  in  England  drew  in 
subsequent  years  two  pounds  from  India. 
Let  him  take  last  year's  transactions  as  an 
illustration.  They  wanted  £2,500,000, 
which  they  raised  in  India.  If  they  had 
borrowed  thisin  England  they  should  have 
reduced  theirdrawing  upon  India  for  that 
year  from  £15,000,000  to  £12,500,000. 
•Assuming  the  loan  to  be  raised  at  4  per 
cent,  and  for  25  years,  during  the  next 
25  years  the  interest  of  £  1 00, 000  payable 
annually  here  was  exactly  £2,500,000  ; 
but  then  the  principal  was  due — namely, 
£2,500,000.  So  that  for  a  saving  of 
£2,500,000  in  one  year  they  eventually 
would  have  to  remit  from  India  to  Eng- 
land double  that  amount  in  subsequent 
years. 

Another  advice  supfge.stod  the  con- 
version of  the  payment  of  their  land 
revenue  from  silver  to  gold.  If  prices 
rose  in  India  they  would  lose  largely  on 
their  land  revenue ;  but  he  did  not 
despair  of  arriving  at  some  arrangement 
equitable  alike  to  the  cultivator  and 
owner,  as  well  as  to  the  Guvernnunt, 
by  which  they  might  prevent  much 
loss;  but  to  request  the  payment  in 
gold  of  a  revenue  hitherto  paid  in 
silver,  without  giving  the  payer  the 
jneans  of  getting  the  gold,  seemed  to 
him  a  most  unjust  proceeding.  Besides, 
if  they  made  their  debtors  pay  them  in 
gold,  how  could  they  refuse  the  same 
method  of  payment  to  thtir  creditors, 
the  holders  of  their  Debt,  and  their  civil 
and  military  services  ?  This  proposal, 
if  carried,  in  eflect,  would  be  both  im- 
politic in  its  operations  and  futile  in  its 
results,  and  might  therefore  be  sum- 
marily dismissed. 

Considerable  pressure  had  been  brouglit 
upon  them  to  adopt  a  gold  standard  in 
I  India.    He  -v^ouVd.  ei^e^  mxX:^  ^^vi^vjLviv!^ 
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upon  this  proposal,  but  lie  certainly 
thought  that  some  who  advocated  this 
change  were  not  aware  of  the  vast- 
ness  of  the  transaction,  or  of  the  ter- 
rible consequences  of  one  false  move 
in  a  most  diflficult  enterprize.  In  the 
first  place,  if  any  attempt  were  made 
in  this  direction,  he  doubted  if  they 
could  ever  retrace  their  steps,  for  the 
change  of  the  standard  of  value  in 
India  involved  such  a  demonetization 
of  silver  that  that  metal  would  be 
for  ever  discarded  as  a  standard  of 
value  in  Europe.  Silver  was  depre- 
ciated now,  but  what  would  be  the 
price  of  silver  in  London  on  the  morn- 
ing after  it  was  known  that  the  Indian 
Government  intended  to  adopt  a  gold 
standard?  If  they  entered  into  such 
an  enterprize  they  would  have  crossed 
the  Rubicon  and  burnt  their  boats  be- 
hind them.  Could  they  adopt  a  gold 
standard  without  having  gold  ?  It  would 
be  ridiculous  for  India  to  say  to  the 
world,  '*  The  value  of  my  silver  is  much* 
depreciated.  I  must  therefore  request 
you  to  take  it  as  gold." 

There  were,  however,  certain  gentle- 
men, of  whom  Colonel  Smith  was  a 
public  exponent,  who  believed  that  a 
gold  standard  might  be  adopted  in  India 
without  buying  the  gold,  and  the  lever 
by  which  they  proposed  to  attain  this 
result  was  the  supposed  balance  of  trade 
in  favour  of  India.  Their  argument 
was  as  follows : — According  to  the  last 
returns  there  was  a  balance  of  trade 
duringthelast  eight  years  of  £17, 000,000 
sterling  in  favour  of  India.  By  adopting 
a  gold  standard  they  would  make  this 
balance  payable,  not  as  it  was  now,  in 
silver,  but  in  gold,  and  in  this  way  they 
Would  obtain  tlie  necessary  gold.  Let 
him  for  a  moment  consider  this  propo- 
sition. If  there  was  a  balance  of 
£17,000.000  sterling  in  favour  of  India, 
in  the  first  place  the  balance  was  in  rupees 
converted  at  2ft.  the  rupee.  In  the  Report 
of  the  Coniinittee  special  attention  was 
called  to  this  rate  of  conversion.  In  the 
second  place,  ajrainst  the  balance  of  trade 
they  had  the  India  Office  drafts  upon 
India,  amounting  to  £15, 000, 000  sterling 
in  gold,  to  which  must  be  added  all 
private  remittances  from  India,  amount- 
ing to  several  millions.  lie  had,  there- 
fore, grave  doubts  as  to  the  large  re- 
puted balance  in  favour  of  India  after 
taking  into  account  all  these  transactions. 
But  if  there  were  a  balance  of  trade 
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in  favour  of  India  it  was  due  to  the  ex- 
pansion of  her  export  trade,  and  as 
the  rise  of  prices  in  India  had  not  Gor« 
responded  to  the  fall  of  silver  in  London 
and  elsewhere,  the  export  trade  wm 
now  greatly  stimulated.  The  sole  object 
in  adopting  a  gold  standard  in  India, 
without  a  gold  currency,  was  to  giro  tin 
silver  rupee  a  fictitious  exchangeable 
value  outside  India,  and  if  this  was  pos- 
sible (which  he  doubted)  the  result 
would  be  to  at  once  check  and  cortail 
the  export  trade  of  India.  But  this 
scheme  being  based  entirely  upon  ths 
excess  of  exports  over  imports,  the  fint 
result  of  its  adoption  would  be  to  check 
natural  causes  now  operating  in  our 
favour,  and  so  to  destroy  the  ^undatka 
upon  which  the  success  of  the  scheme 
was  based.  But  there  was  another  ob- 
jection. Was  the  bullion  imported  into 
India  used  entirely  for  coinage  or  cur- 
rency purposes  ?  It  was  well  £iown  that 
it  was  not.  During  20  years  £86,000,000 
of  gold  was  retained  by  India;  yet  sold 
was  only  coined  in  that  country  in  infi* 
nitesimal  quantities.  This  immense 
mass  of  bullion  was  either  hoarded  or 
converted  into  ornaments.  What  applied 
to  gold  was  equally  true  of  silver,  and  no 
change  in  the  currency  would  affect  the 
import  of  precious  metals  for  conversian 
into  ornaments.  If,  therefore,  the  adap- 
tion of  a  gold  standard  was  scarcely  prac- 
ticable without  gold,  how  were  they  to 
get  the  gold  ?  How  much  would  they 
want  ?  The  amount  of  silver  in  circula- 
tion in  India  was  considerably  over 
£100,000,000.  How  would  they  pay 
for  the  gold  necessary  to  represent  this 
sum  ?  Could  they  keep  it  in  the  country 
if  they  got  it  ?  Above  all,  what  would 
they  fix  as  the  relative  price  of  silver  to 
gold  ?  Over  and  above  all  these  con- 
siderations there  was  a  complication 
peculiar  to  India.  They  could  not  alter 
the  standard  in  a  day — it  was  a  process 
requiring  years  of  time.  Meanwhile, 
how  would  they  pay  the  Home  charges? 
It  was  a  gold  liability,  and  India  had 
only  silver  assets  to  meet  it.  Yet,  by  the 
action  of  the  Indian  Government  itself 
the  relative  value  of  the  two  metals  was 
changed — the  value  of  gold  being  en- 
hanced and  silver  depreciated,  or»  in 
other  words,  during  the  whole  period  of 
the  process  the  annual  liabilities  of  the 
Indian  Government  by  their  own  action 
were  being  increased  at  the  same  time 
that  their  assets  were  being  diminished. 
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He  hoped  that  it  was  understood  that 
in  raising  these  objections  he  in  no  way 
pronounced  that  a  gold  standard  in  India 
impossible.  He  was  merely  point- 
out  some  of  the  many  difficulties 
ich  they  should  encounter,  and  the 
great  necessity  for  caution.  Any  mis- 
type in  a  transaction  so  gigantic  would 
vrodace  a  catastrophe  which  would  bring 
Indian  trade  into  permanent  and  perhaps 
Irremediable  difficulty.  No  Government 
—least  of  all,  the  Government  of  a  great 
iud  mercantile  country — could  embark 
in  such  an  enterprise  until  they  could 
eonfidently  overcome  their  primary  ob- 
jections; and  any  Government  who  to 
win  a  temporary  applause  by  the  adop- 
tion of  an  heroic  policy  incurred  such 
risks  would  be  entitled  to  eternal  cen« 
mue.    He  did  not  attempt  in  any  way  to 

CMtict  the  future  of  silver.  He  would 
▼e  that  to  others;  for  so  much  de- 
pended upon  the  course  of  trade  and  the 
Legislative  action  of  nations  that  prophecy 
would  be  dangerous.  Two  things,  how- 
ever, should  be  borne  in  mind.  The 
xeoent  fall  in  silver  was  due  not  to  in- 
creased production,  but  to  the  diminished 
use  made  of  it  in  Europe.  On  the  other 
band,  silver  was  the  standard  of  value 
in  the  East  and  in  countries  such  as 
Ohina,  where  the  demand  for  a  metallic 
oorrency  was  practically  unlimited,  and 
was  only  controlled  by  the  expansion  or 
depression  of  trade. 

Me  had  endeavoured  to  place  fairly 
before  the  House  the  present  condi- 
tion of  our  finances,  and  he  would 
recapitulate  in  a  few  sentences  what, 
be  was  afraid  at  tedious  length,  he 
bad  already  said.  -  The  Eevenue  had 
for  the  past  10  years  steadily — and  for 
tbe  last  two  years  rapidly — increased. 
Tbe  ordinary  expenditure,  excluding  the 
loss  by  exchange,  had  not  been  so  pro- 
gressive, and  by  a  rigid  economy  they 
noped  to  arrest  its  further  progress.  The 
public  works  extraordinary  wore  now 
conducted  under  more  favourable  con- 
ditions and  more  rigid  scrutiny,  and  the 
impetus  given  to  Indian  trade  by  their 
advancement  would  not  be  trammelled 
by  increased  payments  here.  Under  the 
nnprecedented  loss  caused  this  year  by 
tbe  fall  in  silver,  he  did  not  contemplate 
a  deficit  unless  the  opium  advances  were 
much  in  excess  of  the  estimate ;  but  any 
excess  in  opium  advances  this  year 
meant  an  increased  opium  revenue  next 


He  did  not  disguise  from  the  House 
that  it  was  a  great  mortification  to  the 
Government  that  at  the  very  time  when 
the  expansion  of  the  Indian  Bevenue 
afforded  opportunities  for  placing  the 
fiscal  system  of  India  upon  a  sounder 
basis  they  were  checked  by  influences 
which  they  could  not  control  and  for 
which  they  could  not  be  held  respon- 
sible. If  upon  this  all-important  subject 
he  was  not  able  to  adopt  any  of  the 
remedies  suggested,  he  could  at  least 
promise  that  it  should  continue  to  absorb 
the  attention  of  the  Government,  that 
their  communications  with  India  would 
be  constant,  and  that  if  the  opportunity 
occurred  of  making  any  beneficial  pro- 
posal at  home  or  abroad,  they  would  not 
shrink  from  their  responsibilities  or 
hesitate  to  use  their  powers ;  for  they 
felt  sure  that  in  this,  as  well  as  in  every 
similar  discussion,  they  might  rely  upon 
the  advice  and  aid  of  Parliament  in 
assisting  them  to  unravel  a  complicated 
problem,  upon  a  correct  solution  of  which 
would  mainly  depend  the  future  trade, 
finance,  and  prosperity  of  a  vast  and 
integral  part  of  the  Empire. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  who  rose  to  move 
the  following  Kesolution : — 

"This  House  views  with  apprehension  the 
constant  additions  which  are  made  to  the  Debt 
of  India,  and  is  of  opinion  that,  considering  the 
serious  loss  that  has  been  caused,  and  may  con- 
tinue to  be  caused  to  India,  by  the  depreciation 
in  the  value  of  silver,  no  new  public  works 
should  be  undertaken  which  would  necessitate 
the  raising  of  fresh  loans ;  and  that  in  order  to 
place  the  finances  of  India  on  a  more  satis- 
factory basis,  the  distinction  which  is  now 
made  between  ordinary  and  extraordinary  ex- 
penditure should  be  discontinued," 

said,  in  the  first  place  that  Indian  finances 
were  in  a  position  of  greater  gravity 
than  they  had  ever  before  occupied ;  and, 
secondly,  that  nothing  was  more  un- 
foi*tunate  than  to  raise  great  expecta- 
tions and  then  to  shatter  them.  He  had 
been  much  struck  by  the  remarkable 
contrast  between  the  beginning  and 
the  end  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech. 
The  first  part  of  his  speech  reminded 
him  of  the  time  when  the  Under  Se- 
cretary in  the  late  Qt)vemment  pre- 
sented everything  in  roseate  hues — a 
growing  revenue,  a  satisfactory  state  of 
the   expenditure,    remMa^xQ.^^^  ^\i\:X\^ 
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works,  eveiytliing  going  on  prosperously; 
but  after  parading  all  this  the  noble  Lord 
changed  his  tone,  and  told  them  that  a 
crisis  of  unequalled  gravity  had  come 
upon  India,    and  to  make  both   ends 
meet  the  Government  had  been  obliged 
to  borrow   £4,000,000.     The   surpluses 
which  were  relied  upon  with  so  much 
confidence  wore  purely  fictitious.     They 
only  existed  through  the  vicious  way  in 
which  the  Indian  accounts  were  kept. 
The  real  way  of  stating  the  financial 
position  of  India  was  that  her  Debt  was 
increasing  at  the  rate  of    £3,000,000 
a-year,  and  the  interest  of  that  Debt  was 
increasing  at  the  rate  of   £130,000  a- 
year.     During  the  last  three  years  the 
aggregate    deficit   was    not   less    than 
£10,500,000.     That  would   continue  so 
long  as  they  kept  up  the  delusion   of 
ordinary  and  extraordinary  expenditure. 
Sir  William  Muir,  in  liis  Budget  state- 
ment last  ^[arch,  said  the  depreciation 
of  silver  was   casting   a   grave  shadow 
over  the  future,  and  this  was  the  most 
serious  danger  that  ever  threatened  the 
finance  of  India.     The  question  of  the 
depreciation  of  silver  as  it  affected  the 
financial  position  of  India  might  be  re- 
garded first  as  a  decline  in  the  value  of 
silver  compared  with  gold,  and  next  as 
a  decline  in  the   purchasing  power  of 
silver  in  India.     Next,  he  might   con- 
sider the    causes   which    had   brought 
about  this  depreciation,  and  whether  it 
was  likely  to  continue    to  diminish  or 
to  increase.     Thirdly,  he  would  consider 
some  of  the  remedies  which  had  been 
proposed   for    correcting    the    mischief 
which  the   depreciation   of    silver  was 
producing ;  and,  fourthly,  if  no  reliance 
could  be  placed  on  any  of  these,  then 
came  the  practical  question — what  was 
tlio  financial  policj'  which  the  Govern- 
ment   ought    to    adopt  ?    It    was    not 
necessary  to  enlarge  on  the  first  point 
after  what  the  Under  Secretary  had  said 
as  to  the  effect  which  the  depreciation  of 
silver  exerci-ved  on  Indian  finance.  There 
were  tliree  modes  of  meeting  a  deficit — 
borrowing,  additional  taxation,  and  in- 
creased retrenchment.    Government  had 
adopted  the  first  of  these,    which   was 
simply  a  desperate  expedient.  The  deficit 
next  year  would  not  be  less,  but  greater, 
because  the  interest  on  the  loan  would 
have  to  be  provided  for,  so  that  the  deficit 
would  accumulate  on  the  principle  of  com- 
pound interest.    The  term  **  depreciation 
of  silver  '*  was  employed  in  two  different 
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senses — a  depreciation  as  coinpaT«dvitk 
the  value  of  gold  and  with  its  purchifcin^ 
power  in  India.     He  agr^ea  that  the 
depreciation  of  silver  had  been  simply  • 
gold  depreciation;  it  had  not  bee&•^ 
companied  to  a  marked    extent  by  t 
decline  in  purchasing  power  or  a  rise  in 
general  prices  in  India.     The  practictl 
question  was,  could  this  state  of  thinn 
continue  ?    If  it  could  not,  what  woom 
be  the  position  of  the  Indian  GK>Tenim<Bt 
when  there  was  a  falling  off  in  pv- 
chasing  power  and  a  rise  m  prices?  As 
things  were,  it  became  profitable  to  pur- 
chase silver  and  send  it  to  India;  tod 
the  effect  of  that  would  be  an  incretw 
in  the  Indian  export  trade,  and  a  dectine 
in  its  import  trade ;  indeed,  those  effects 
were    already    beginning    to    manifeit 
themselves,  and  the  consequence  would 
be,  as  Sir  William  Muir  estimated,  it 
would  require  £3,000,000  more  to  adjust 
the  balance  of  trade.   The  increased  cost 
of  materials  and  the  advance  of  wages 
would  increase  the  cost  of  administration. 
A  considerable  portion  of  the  Rerenoe 
was  a  fixed  amount  of  silver ;  there  vas 
heavy  loss  on  the  £15,000,000  of  Home 
Charges ;  and  the  loss  to   residents  in 
India  in  sending  remittances  home  for 
their  families  would  be  equivalent  to  tn 
income  tax  of  20  per  cent  on  the  amount 
remitted.    There  would  therefore  be  dL*- 
turbanco  in  trade    and    dislocation  i>f 
commercial  relations.     The  deprecia!i«.»u 
of  silver  was  not  the  result  of  panic: 
and  the  chief  difficulty  was  to  explain 
how  it  was  that  the  fall  had  not  been 
much  greater,  seeing  that  the  supply  had 
been  doubled  in  four  years,  and  that  the 
increased  supply  had  been  accompanied 
by  a  falling  demand.  He  bore  testimony 
to  the  ability  and  fairness  with  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (^[r.  Goschen)  had 
presided  over  the  Committee,    and  he 
argued  that  the  value  of  silver  was  de- 
termined by  the  same  laws  as  the  value 
of  wheat  or  coal,  or  any  other  comm^^- 
dity.     He  agreed  that  nothing  could  b»? 
more  hazardous  than  to   make   predic- 
tions about  the  future  value  of  silver.  TLe 
causes  of  the  depreciation  were  the  dis- 
covery of  mines  of  extraordinary  rich- 
ness in  America,  which  had   increased 
the  yield  from  £7,000,000  or  £8,000,OtH) 
to  £14,000,000  or  £15,000,000  a-year, 
simultaneouslv  with  the  demonetization 
of   silver    in    Germany    and    Holland, 
and  a    restricted   use    of    it    in    other 
countries.     The  most  potent  cause  of 
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the  depreciation  was  that  for  1 1  years 
before  1871,  India,  on  an  average,  ab- 
Wttbed  £16,000,000  sterling  of  silver 
•rezyyear;  whereas  during  the  last  four 
^van  the  average  absorption  had  been 
MtUe  more  than  £3,500,000  worth.  For 
•CMne  years  the  absorption  by  India  was 

auivalent  to  twice  as  much  silver  as 
I  the  silver  mines  annually  produced, 
and  now  it  was  only  half  the  yield  from 
one  source  of  supply,  the  silver  mines 
cf  the  United  States.  There  were  many 
«nzcamstances  which  might  favourably 
affect  the  value  of  silver,  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  some  persons  affirmed  that  the 
eUver  mines  of  America  were  only  in 
the  infancy  of  their  development.  It 
'would  also  be  unwise  to  conclude  that 
France  would  go  on  purchasing  silver 
to  the  same  extent  as  during  the  last 
three  years.  Without  hazarding  a  pre- 
diction as  to  the  future,  the  Indian 
Qovemment  would  be  rash  in  concluding 
that  this  fall  in  silver  was  the  result  of 
a  panic.  Coming  next  to  the  remedies 
mat  might  be  proposed,  he  would  re- 
mark that  no  part  of  the  noble  Lord's 
speech  had  g^ven  him  more  satisfaction 
tiban  the  assurance  that  the  Indian  Go- 
Temment  were  going  to  be  firm  against 
the  propounders  of  currency  nostrums. 
Nothing  could  be  clearer  than  the  unad- 
Tieability  of  introducing  a  gold  currency 
into  India.  That  country  must  be  too 
poor  for  a  gold  currency,  of  which  it  had 
been  said  by  an  Indian  official  before 
the  Indian  Finance  Committee,  that 
thousands  of  the  people  of  Bengal  had 
never  had  even  the  smallest  silver  coin 
in  their  possession.  An  opinion  was 
held  in  certain  high  quarters  that,  al- 
though it  would  be  unwise  to  introduce 
a  gold  currency  into  India,  you  might 
have  a  gold  standard.  This,  however, 
would  be  a  breach  of  faith,  and  would 
be  objectionable  on  several  grounds. 
Another  recommendation  was  that  the 
price  of  silver  should  be  kept  up  by  re- 
stricting the  coinage  of  rupees.  This 
would,  however,  bring  about  a  real  panic 
in  silver.  It  might  be  asked  what  ought 
to  be  the  financial  policy  of  the  Indian 
Government  with  a  view  to  meet  the  loss 
which  had  been  measured  at  £2,500,000 
a^year.  It  could  only  be  met  in  one  of 
three  ways — by  loan,  by  additional  tax- 
ation, or  by  rigid  retrenchment.  With 
leepect  to  borrowing,  that  was  only  post- 
poning the  evil  day,  for  the  loan  must 


be  paid  oflP,  and  meanwhile  the  interest 
would  be  an  additional  burden  oil  the 
taxpayers.  Additional  taxation  could 
only  be  effected  by  having  recourse  to 
that  which  had  been  well  called,  **  the 
financial  reserve  of  India" — namely, 
the  income  tax.  The  income  tax  in 
India  had  for  political  reasons  been 
abandoned  as  unsuited  to  the  country, 
and  even  if  it  could  be  resorted  to,  while 
a  trifle  over  Id.  in  the  pound  would  be 
sufficient  to  meet  a  deficit  of  £2,500,000 
in  England,  in  India  it  would  require  1«. 
in  the  pound  to  do  so.  The  only  remedy 
was  to  be  found  in  rigid  retrenchment ; 
and  how  was  economy  to  be  effected  ? 
The  noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  the 
finances  of  India  as  being  in  a  thriving 
condition.  He  regretted  he  could  not  so 
regard '  them,  the  annual  increase  in 
revenue  from  all  sources  amounting  to 
£100.000  only.  In  fact,  the  financial  posi- 
tion of  India  might  tlius  be  described — 
a  very  slowly-increasing  revenue,  a 
steadily-increasing  expenditure,  a  ra- 
pidly increasing  Debt  —  which  had 
doubled  itself  in  18  years — and  every 
year  a  large  deficit  arising  from  the  ex- 
penditure on  what  were  called  reproduc- 
tive works,  but  which,  he  ventured  to 
assert,  did  not  pay  the  interest  of  the 
money  expended  upon  them.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  first  necessity  of  the 
situation  was  to  get  rid  of  that  distinc- 
tion, which  did  nothing  but  confuse — 
the  system  of  dividing  the  expenditure 
into  ordinary  and  extraordinary.  Many 
of  the  reproductive  works  were  not 
likely  to  return  interest  upon  the  ex- 
penditure. The  accounts  of  their  fu- 
ture works  were  in  such  a  condition 
that  they  might  hand  them  over  to  the 
most  experienced  man  and  he  would 
be  puzzled  to  say  whether  or  not 
there  was  a  reproductive  return.  As 
to  the  reproductiveness  of  many  of  these 
works  he  might  observe  that  on  the 
State  railways  the  net  return  was 
£118,000,  though  the  expenditure  on 
them  was  £14,500,000.  Many  of  them 
had  been  constructed  for  stategical 
purposes,  were  military  roads  in  fact, 
and  could  not  possibly  be  of  advan- 
tage to  the  trading  community,  and 
scarcely  returned  any  interest  upon 
money  which  had  been  borrowed  for 
their  construction  at  4  per  cent.  Again, 
of  all  the  irrigation  works  we  had  under- 
taken, he  defied  the  noble  Lord  to  put 
his  finger  on  one  which  he  co\]i4  «a.^  Via.^ 
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proved  a  financial  success.    The  country  [ 
had  been  told  that  the  Orissa  Irrigation 
Works  would  yield  a  return  of  16  per 
cent.      Government  accordingly  bought 
them,  paying  for  them  £1,500,000.  The 
revenue  last    year    amounted    to  only 
£4,000,  and  yet  the  working  expenses 
amounted  to    £22,000,    or    a    loss    of 
£18,000.      The    Madras    Works    were 
equally    profitless.       The    old     Water 
Works  at  the  Jumna,  however,  built  by 
Akbar,   were  paying  35  per  cent,  and 
the  revenue  from  them  was  thrown  into 
the  General  Irrigation  hodge-podge,  and 
thus  mitigated  the  loss.     Did  the  Under 
Secretary  for   India  forget  what  Lord 
Salisbury  said  on  the  subject  last  year, 
when  ho  asserted  that  with  regard  to 
irrigation  works  there  was  not.  among 
those  constructed  by  the  English  one  in- 
stance of  a  genuine  financial  success  ? 
Was  it  possible  for  them  to  come  to  any 
other  conclusion  than  that,  however  de- 
sirable railways  and    canals   in  India 
might  be,  no  certainty  could  be  arrived 
at  that  they  would  meet  the  expenses  in- 
volved.    One  of  the  first  things  which 
ought  to  be  done  in  the  way  of  retrench- 
ment to  meet  the  loss  consequent  on  the 
depreciation  of    silver,   was  that  they 
should  decide  that  for  the  present  no 
new  public  works  should  be  constructed 
which  would  involve  the  raising  of  fresh 
loans.     It  was  a  radical  defect  in  the 
financial   arrangements  of  India  that, 
instead  of  going  into  the  open  market 
when  it  was  necessary  to  procure  the 
services  of  engineers,  a  costly  Govern- 
ment   educational     establishment    was 
kept  up  at  Cooper's  Hill,  and  a  number 
of  engineers,  for  whom  it  was  necessary 
in  some  way  to  provide,  were  from  time 
to  time  sent  out  to  India.     If  the  Army 
expenditure  went  on  increasing  at  the 
present  rate,  the  Government,  although 
they  were  the  proprietors  of  almost  all 
the  laud  of  India,  would  soon  be  obliged 
to  expend  almost  all  the  land  revenue 
upon  Army  charges.   Again,  the  present 
administration  of  Bombay  was  a  marvel 
of  extravagance.     Vast  sums  of  money 
were  recklessly    spent.     There    was  no 
reason  why  tho  cost  of  administration  at 
Bombay  or   Madras  should  be  greater 
than    in    the    North- West     Provinces. 
The   time   had    come    for    getting    rid 
of  the    sort    of   semi- State    whicli    was 
observed     at     Bonil)ay     and     Madras. 
More   resort  should  be  had  to  Native 
agency,  which  was  less  expensive  than 
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European  agency.     NativeB  liad  thovs 
that  they  possessed  political  capadtj,  ai 
was  shown  in  the  case  of  Sir  Salar  Jao^. 
It  was  a  sorrowful  reflection  connected 
with  our  rule  in  India  that  somehow  we 
seemed  to  have  crushed  out  Natire  ct- 
pacity,   especially    in    utilizing  the  re- 
sources or  nature.     A  young  En^iik 
engineer  might  understand  engineering 
theoretically   and    might    be    well  ■^ 
quainted  with   mathematics,   but  wkat 
was  wanted  in  India  was  acquaintinee 
with  local  peculiarities  and  neceentiefc 
Between    the  Chenab  and  the  Satlej, 
where  rain  hardly  ever  fell,  by  meani  of 
irrigation  works  constructed  by  Natitei 
this  district  was  once  turned  into  a  pan* 
dise  of  plenty.     Now  if  the  Natives  had 
shown  such  capacity  in  the  past,  whj 
should  not  their  services  be  utilized  in 
these  days?    This  was  a  question  of 
great  political  as  well  as  financial  ini* 
portance.    In  making  these  remarki  be 
fully  appreciated  the  difficulty  of  the 
question  with  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
had  to  deal.     Despite  present  ^mia▼oa^ 
able  appearances  he  looked  forward  with 
no  little  hope  to  the  future.     He  bdiered 
that  India  would  in  the  future  obttin 
abundant  recompense  for  the  loss  bnra^ 
upon  her  by  the  depreciation  of  silfer, 
if  it  should  enforce  on  those  responnUe 
for  her  government  the  lessons  of  eco- 
nomy which  had  hitherto  been  too  mudi 
neglected.     There  was   nothing  in  the 
administration  of  Lord  Salisbury  he  so 
much  regretted  as  the  speech  he  deli- 
vered on  the  repeal  of  the  Indian  import 
duties.     Ilowever  great  the  theoreticti 
arguments  against  those   duties,  there 
were  others,  such  as  the  salt  duty  and 
the  stamp   duty,   which    pressed   more 
severely  on  India,  and  he  could  not  hdp 
thinking  that  a  pledge  somewhat  care- 
lessly given  to  repeal  the  import  duties 
was  likely  under  the  circumstances  to 
produce   discontent.      He    thanked  the 
House  for  the  patient  hearing  they  had 
given  to  the  remarks  he  had  made.    In 
making  them  he  had  no  other  object  in 
view  but  to  do  what  little  he  could  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Government 
in  contending  with  the  difficulties  thev 
had  now  to  encounter  in  the  financial 
administration   of  India.     If  they  Lad 
the   courage  to   face  those   difficulties. 
carrying  out  the   most   rigid  economy, 
they  on  that  side  of  the  House  would 
not  be  so  unpatriotic  as  to  turn  those 
difficulties  to  any  Party  advantage,  but 
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ipcmld  do  all  in  their  power  cordially  and 
lojally  to  restore  stability  and  equili- 
[  Imam  to  the  finances  of  India,  and  bring 

Cter  contentment  to  the  people  of 
great  country.    The  hon.  Gentleman 
•oneladed  by  moving  his  Besolution. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''That"  to  the 
€Bd  d  the  Qaeetion,  m  order  to  add  the  words 
**lliii  House  views  with  apprehension  the  con- 
irtmt  additions  which  are  made  to  the  debt  of 
JEndliA,  and  is  of  opinion  that,  considering  the 
MBrioiis  loss  that  hais  been  caused^  and  ma)r  con- 
tfaiiM  to  be  caused  to  India,  by  the  depreciation 
|b  the  value  of  silver,  no  new  public  works 
riioald  he  undertaken  which  would  necessitate 
Hie  raising  of  fresh  loans ;  and  that,  in  order  to 
jiaoe  the  finances  of  India  on  a  more  satis- 
{idbory  basis,  the  distinction  which  is  now  made 
Iwtween  ordinary  and  extraordinary  expenditure 
Aonld  be  discontinued," — {Mr,  Faweetty) 

— instead  thereof. 

Qaeetion  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
pvoposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Qnestion.'' 

Kb.  SIDEBOTTOM  :  Sir,  I  do  not 
often  trouble  the  House  with  any  ob- 
•eryations,  but  as  an  extensive  English 
ootton  manufacturer,  and  as  having  the 
honour  to  represent  a  large  and  impor- 
tant manufacturing  constituency,  I  have 
vlaoed  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  relative  to 
ibe  import  duties  levied  in  India  upon 
OOlton  goods,  in  the  hope  that — though  I 
am  aware  it  cannot  be  moved  as  a  formal 
Amendment — it  may  have  the  effect  of 
nuaing  some  discussion  on  this  impor- 
tant subject,  as  I  think  it  is  most  desir- 
able that,  before  we  separate  for  the 
Beoeas,  it  should  be  made  clearly  known 
that  the  present  system  of  Protection 
mevailing  in  India,  as  exemplified  by 
these  duties,  is  condemned  alike  by  this 
Houae  and  by  enlightened  public  opi- 
nion throughout  the  country,  for  it  ap- 
pears to  me  difficult  to  determine  whe- 
ther that  system  of  Protection  ought  to 
be  more  condemned  in  the  interest  of 
this  country  or  of  India  itself.  Now, 
the  amount  of  this  duty  is  5  per  cent, 
and  we  contend  that  it  raises  the  price 
of  ootton  goods  throughout  India,  that  it 
seriously  handicaps  English  manufac- 
tnxers,  and  greatly  hinders  our  trade 
with  that  country,  and  that  it  fosters 
and  encourages  the  rise  of  mills  in  India 
to  an  undue  extent.  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers may  perhaps  consider  that  5  per 
cent  is  not  after  all  such  a  very  heavy 
iiUtjf  and  that  it  cannot  really  make  so 


much  difference  whether  it  is  repealed 
or  not ;  but  we  must  remember  that  the 
disadvantage  to  the  English  manufac- 
turer is  not  5  per  cent  on  his  profits — if 
profits  he  is  ever  to  know  again — but  5 
per  cent  on  his  whole  turnover,  and  if 
English  manufacturers  could  be  insured 
5  per  cent  profit  on  their  turnover  by 
consenting  to  give  up  the  chance  of 
anything  more  I,  for  one,  would  gladly 
accede  to  any  such  arrangement,  and  I 
think  most  other  English  manufacturers 
would  willingly  do  the  same.  Well, 
after  the  very  able  despatches  of  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  which  have  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  this  House,  and  which  I  hold 
in  my  hand,  I  feel  that  little  can  indeed 
be  added  to  the  masterly  arguments  he 
has  brought  forward  and  the  very  strong 
case  he  has  presented  in  favour  of  the 
repeal  of  these  duties ;  and  it  would  be 
an  easy  task  to  maintain  the  proposi- 
tions I  have  enunciated  by  reading  from 
these  despatches  and  the  statistics  ad« 
duced.  They  have,  however,  now  for 
some  time  been  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members,  and  have,  I  hope,  already 
been  carefully  and  attentively  read  by 
all  who  take  an  interest  in  this  subject 
and  it  is  therefore  unnecessary  to  re- 
capitulate at  length  what  the  House  is 
already  probably  sufficiently  familiar 
with.  It  has  been  said  that  we  do  not 
hold  India  for  the  benefit  of  English 
cotton  manufacturers,  and  that  there- 
fore we  ought  to  approach  the  consider- 
ation of  this  subject  from  an  Indian 
point  of  view  exclusively.  "Well,  grant- 
mg  that  for  a  moment  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  these  duties  appear  to  me 
utterly  indefensible  even  on  that  ground. 
They  undoubtedly  raise  the  price  of  their 
principal  article  of  clothing  to  the  Native 
population  of  India,  and  are,  in  short, 
taxing  the  many  for  the  benefit  of  the 
few.  It  has  also  been  said  that  the 
people  of  India  wish  these  duties  to  be 
retained.  But  what  proof  have  we  of 
this?  Who  are  the  people  of  India? 
Do  they  consist,  I  should  like  to  know, 
merely  of  the  eight  Government  officials 
who  voted  at  Simla  in  favour  of  the 
present  Tariff  Bill.  If  it  had  been  pos- 
sible to  consult  the  great  body  of  the 
Indian  consumers,  would  the  Tariff  BiU 
have  been  passed  with  their  consent? 
I  venture  to  think  that  the  consumers  of 
India  are  quite  sufficiently  acute.,  and 
quite  sufficiently  alive  to  their  own.  ixL- 
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terests  as  to  have  given  no  consent  to 
the  passing  of  that  measure,  or  of  thus 
perpetuating  a  tax  upon  their  chief 
article  of  clothing,  and  yet  the  consumers 
of  India  have  surely  as  much  right  to 
bo  considered  the  people  of  India  as  the 
official  gentlemen  who  voted  at  Simla  or 
the  millowners  of  Bombay.  As  has 
been  stated  by  the  Manchester  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  and  quoted  by  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  lilarquess  of  Salisbury)  in 
his  eloquent  despatch — 

"  This  duty  is  maintained  at  the  expense  of 
the  consumers  principally,  the  poorer  class, 
apiinst  whom  it  tolls  with  particular  hardship 
in  a  prime  necessary,  such  as  clothing,** 

and  although  presiding  as  they  do  over 
the  destinies  of  that  great  Empire,  it  is 
doubtless  the  dutv  of  the  Biitish  Go- 
vornmont  to  promote,  by  every  legiti- 
mato  nutans,  the  material  interests  of 
India.  It  cannot  surely  be  their  duty  to 
permit  the  many  to  be  taxed  for  the 
benetit  of  the  few,  or  to  aid  a  few  British 
and  other  capitalists  in  amassing  enor- 
mous fortunes  by  developing  the  cotton 
manufactures  of  India  to  the  exclusion 
and  injury  of  those  of  England  herself. 
But  I  go  further  than  tliis,  and  main- 
tain that  in  considering  the  question  of 
retaining  or  r«»pealing  those  duties,  their 
ellect  uptm  the  manufacturing  trade  of 
this  country  ought  also  to  bo  taken  into 
account.  They  are  directly  contrary  to 
tlie  principles  of  Free  Trade,  and  have 
a  most  powerful  tendency  to  foster  the 
rise  of  cotton  mills — both  spinning  and 
nmnutacturing — in  India  to  the  great 
detriment  and  loss  of  English  nmnufac- 
turers  and  the  serious  injury  of  English 
workpeople  and  operatives,  and  this  is 
ind»»ed  a  most  important  consideration. 
Tlie  grt»at  cotton  industry  has  from 
£1-J.),0n0.000  to  i*13u,0()0.0U0  of  capital 
invested  in  it,  it  allords  direct  employ- 
ment to  about  0 00. 000  operatives,  and 
it  is  estimated  bv  the  last  Cen^u-*  that 
thoTo  are  altng-ether  no  fewer  than 
•j.uiKMxH)  of  ptMiplr  dependent  upnn  it ; 
and  these  operatives  are  tar  more  imme- 
diately and  lar  more  seriously  interested 
in  the  repeal  of  these  duties  than  even 
the  employ  I  r^.  hi »  aiise.  ah  hough  a  larp? 
amount  oic:ij»:m1  is  leaving  En;;land  for 
the  purpuso  ot  t-^iabli^hinc  mills  in  India 
the  wi»rkpeoj'lf  i.anni*t  toUow  th»*  capital. 


ruin,  distress,  and  misery  before  them. 
Nor  will  the  House,  I  think,  be  of  opi- 
nion that  these  apprehensions  are  dem- 
tute  of  foundation  when  it  is  remem- 
bered that  in  the  year  1 859,  before  tlie 
high  duty  was  imposed,  there  were  onhr 
three  cotton  mills  in  Bombay,  whilft 
there  are  now  upwards  of  40 ;  that  in  the 
year  1870  the  value  of  English  madii- 
nery  imported  into  India  was  £304.000. 
but  last  year  the  value  was  £1,545.000. 
And  English  machinery  being  allowed 
to  enter  India  thus  freelv  without  dntr, 
it  certainly  seems  but  scant  justice  for 
our  competitors  in  that  country,  after 
availing  themselves  to  the  utmost  of  the 
advantages  thus  afforded,  to  repay  u 
by  placing  a  heavy  protective  duty  oa 
our  goods  ;  and  if  the  exigencies  of  th? 
Indian  Excheqm^r  really  do  impt-ratirrlr 
denmnd  that  a  tax  should  be  impf>>ed«a 
some  article  of  British  production,  it  ip- 
pears  to  me  far  more  reasonable,  far 
more  just,  and  far  more  in  accordaixe 
with  the  dictates  of  common  sen!se  that 
such  a  tax  should  be  placed  U]w>n  £ii(r- 
lish  machinery  rather  tfian  upon  English 
cotton  goods.  But  I  confess  that  I 
utterly  fail  to  see  by  what  process  of 
reasoning  or  logic  ardent  supporter*  of 
a  policy  of  Free  Trade  here  at  home  can 
at  the  same  time  advocate  one  of  obsolete 
Proteetion  in  India.  As  has  been  well 
said  by  a  high  authority  on  this  subject, 
Colonel  Kavnsford  Jackson — 

"  So  f;ir  as  th»'  procrrss  of  rottnn  manufactnnt 
of  India  is  aiihtl  l»y  th**  natiLnil  nilvantacvt  ti 
that  ceimtry,  }iy  clu-ap  <'wttoii,  rhoaf»  Ia>N>ur.  and 
markets  clos4'  at  haiiil,  vro  arc  (|uiii'  pr*  pan-d  to 
li>s**  tliat  j>t)rti'  11  of  our  tnil<',  Imt  wr  dv  (*hv<\ 
t«)  haviiiir  it  ti^rii  lioin  us  hy  the  niil  r»f  our  ovu 
CiovtTiimont  auJ  l»y  protective  ilutirs." 

These  are  wise  words,  well  worthy  the 
attentive  consideraticm  of  the  House. 
We  English  mannfacttirers  ask  for  no- 
thing but  a  fair  tidd  and  no  favour,  aod 
Mirelv  we  arc  aln*adv  sutfirientlv  handi- 
capi»cd.  C'on^iclcr  thf*  t*nonnous  di»- 
tancos  our  goods  havo  t«)  traverse  to 
reach  the  markets  of  India.  Wo  hare 
to  bring  tlif  raw  Ci'tr«»n  I  am.  <»f  course, 
ni'W  speaking  of  In<lian  or  Surat  cotton' 
all  the  way  I'mm  Imlia  to  Englar.»h 
iiiunufacture  it  hrre  in  Kn^lan<l.  tLfn 
t  nvry  it  I'ack  a^rain  to  India,  payiiij 
a. I  the  charj:«"i.  aiid  enorm«»us  cf\^X  "f 
tr::n>i:  botli  ways,  wagis  hi»re  in   Eng- 


Tiicir  labi>ur  is  tht*ir  only  capital,  and  \  land  are  eiglit  or  ten  times  as  much  as 
in  the  prospect  of  a  st<»ppage  of  mills    they  are  in  India,  and  what  is  a  most 
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more  importanoe  probably  than  hon. 
Qontlemen  not  conversant  with  the  trade 
Otti  readily  comprehend — there  is  practi- 
Oftlly  no  restriction  on  the  hours  of  labour 
there.  Accordingly  we  find  that  we  have 
already  lost  our  trade  with  India  in  the 
eoaner  goods,  whic^  can  be  sold  cheaper 
lofj  native  manufacturers  and  under  the 
Jbetering,  but  in  the  long  run  baneful 
and  deleterious,  influence  of  these  pro- 
tective tariffs ;  in  the  fine  goods  also  the 
TnHiATi  mills  are  now  fast  threatening  to 
deprive  us  of  our  trade  with  that  country. 
It  appears  to  me  most  monstrous  and 
Bujust  that  in  addition  to  the  natural 
disadvantages  with  which  we  have  to 
eontendy  we  should  have  Indian  mills 
eaaisted,  and  English  mills  injured  by  a 
heavy  protective  duty  being  placed  upon 
English  goods  before  they  are  allowed 
to  enter  the  country.  Some  sense,  in- 
deed, of  this  injustice,  appears  to  have 
made  itself  manifest  to  the  Government 
of  India,  and  to  have  caused  them  to 
place  a  duty  of  5  per  cent  upon  cotton 
not  the  produce  of  India,  but  a  more 
illusory  system  of  compensation  could 
not  be  conceived.  It  could  under  no  cir- 
eomstances  amount  to  more  than  about 
half  the  same  duty  placed  upon  goods 
which  are  of  course  much  more  valuable 
than  the  raw  cotton  out  of  which  thoy 
mse  made,  the  whole  cost  of  their  manu- 
fkcture  being  included,  but  the  argu- 
ments by  which  it  is  supported  are  based 
altogether  on  false  premises — upon  the 
atsnmption  that  the  medium  and  finer 
elasa  of  goods  cannot  be  made  wholly  or 
in  part  out  of  Indian  cotton,  whilst  as 
was  truly  stated  by  the  deputation  to 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  and  quoted  by  his  Lordship 
in  his  despatches — 

**  The  whole  of  the  medinm  goodi  which  com- 
prise the  trade  in  shirtings  can  be  made  of  Indian 
Xl^w  cotton,  with  or  without  the  admixture  of 
the  imported  material,"  and  "there  is  nothing 
to  prevent  the  gradual  substitution  of  Indian  for 
British  manufactures  in  a  trade  which  consti- , 
totes  nearly  two-thirds  of  the  total  exports  from 
England  to  India." 

It  18  indeed  a  most  significant  fact  that 
whilst,  owing  to  the  general  prosperity 
of  the  country,  to  the  great  increase  of 
waffee,  to  the  enormous  development  of 
railways,  and  other  causes,  the  value  of 
goods  imported  into  Calcutta,  where  they 
are  not  so  much  exposed  to  the  competi- 
tion of  the  native  mills,  has  in  14  years 
increased  77  per  cent,  the  corresponding 


advance  in  Bombay  has  been  only  12  per 
cent;  whilst  in  the  coarser  goods,  com- 
paring the  years  1872,  1873,  and  1874 
with  the  three  years  before  the  American 
War  there  has  actually  been  a  decrease 
of  more  than  half  the  figures,  being  in 
the  proportion  to  15  to  7.  These  facts, 
I  think,  speak  volumes ;  but  we  have 
been  told  by  those  whose  high  position 
and  exalted  rank  lends  an  importance 
to  their  statements,  which  they  would 
not  otherwise  command,  that  the  request 
for  the  repeal  of  these  duties  is  all  a 
**  Manchester  delusion."  Well,  many 
charges  have  been  made  against  Man- 
chester men  and  the  class  to  which  I 
belong,  but  of  all  the  charges — open  or 
covert,  expressed  direct,  or  implied — 
which  have  ever  been  made,  this  is  what 
I  should  have  least  expected.  Hitherto 
we  have,  generally,  at  least,  been  cre- 
dited with  a  tolerably  clear  perception 
of  our  own  interests,  and  if  those  who 
made  this  charge  had  seen  the  large 
and  most  influential  deputation  of  em- 
ployers and  employed  combined,  repre- 
senting nearly  the  whole  cotton  industry 
of  Lancashire  and  the  neighbouring 
counties,  which  waited  on  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  in  reference  to  this 
subject  a  short  time  ago,  and  witnessed 
the  earnest,  resolute,  and  the  unanimous 
feeling  which  animated  the  members  of 
that  deputation,  I  think  they  would 
not  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
was  only  **a  Manchester  delusion."  But 
this  is  by  no  means  the  only  charge 
which  has  been  made  against  us.  It  has 
been  said  that  we  do  not  approach  this 
question  with  clean  hands,  and  in  some 
cases  even  the  word'  *  fraudulent ' '  has  been 
made  use  of  in  reference  to  the  heavy 
sizing  of  some  description  of  goods  for 
the  Indian  markets.  Now,  although  a 
manufacturer,  I  am  entirely  without  bias 
in  this  matter,  because,  though  my  family 
have  been  engaged  in  the  cotton  trade 
from  its  very  infancy,  for  three  genera- 
tions neither  my  gi^andfather,  my  father, 
nor  myself  have,  so  far  as  I  know,  made 
goods  for  India  at  any  time,  being  en- 
gaged in  an  entirely  difi'erent  branch  of 
the  trade.  Now  the  practice  of  making 
these  heavily-sized  goods  originated,  I 
believe,  during  the  American  cotton 
famine,  when  manufacturers,  driven  to 
their  wits'  end,  were  fain  to  have  re- 
course to  well-nigh  any  expedient  to 
supply  the  want  of  raw  cotton.  This 
class  of  goods,  therefore,  has  been  before 
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the  Indian  consumers  for  10  or  12  years. 
The  Indian  consumers  know  their  exact 
quality  perfectly  well,  and  also  that  they 
can  at  any  time  have  the  better  article 
at  a    relative  price.     As  a  matter  of 
fact,    however,   they   do,    I  believe,  in 
many  instances  prefer  the  heavily-sized 
goods  at  the  cheaper  price.     Now  it  is 
a  well-known  axiom  in  trade,  that  "  de- 
mand always  begets  supply,"  and  now 
that  the  necessity  of  their  manufacture 
has  long  since  passed  away,  the  demand 
for  them  is  really  the  reason  why  they 
are  still  produced,  so  that  it  is  simply 
puerile  and  absurd  to  attach  any  blame 
to  English  manufacturers  on  this  score. 
I  apprehend  it  must  be  admitted  that  it 
is  the  inherent  and  inalienable  right  of 
all  Her  Majesty's  subjects  to  trade  on 
equal  terms  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
dominions  subject  to  the  authority  of 
the  British  Parliament,  and  that,  there- 
fore, these  duties  ought  to  be  abolished 
at  the  earliest  possible  period,  but  it  is 
urged  that  the  exigencies  of  the  Indian 
Exchequer  are  such  that  they  cannot  be 
repealed  just  as  present.     Well,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  deny  the  cogency  and 
the  force  of  this  argument.     No  doubt 
the  Government  of  India  is  at  the  pre- 
sent moment   labouring    under   excep- 
tional difficulties  owing  to  the  great  de- 
preciation which  has  taken  place  in  the 
value  of  silver,  as,  of  course,  this  raises 
the  cost  of  all  payments  which  have  to 
be  made  to  England  in  gold,  but  it  must 
not  be  forgotten  that  great  as  may  be 
the  loss  to  the  Government  of  India  the 
loss  to  British  manufacturers  and  British 
merchants   is   also   great  ;    transactions 
which  seemed  to  afford  a  fair  chance  of 
a  profitable  return,  but  too  often  result- 
ing in  ruinous  loss  in   consequence,  so 
that  this  decline  in  the  value  of  silver 
really  at  present  constitutes  another  and 
most  serious  tax  upon  British  goods.    It 
certainly  seems  very  hard  that  in  conse- 
quence of  this  another  tax  should  also 
be  retained,  but  I  speak  with  the  very 
greatest  diffidence  on  this  question.     It 
is  a  most  complex  and  difficult  subject, 
and  the  more  it  is  considered  the  more 
difficult   it   appears.     So   far,  however, 
as  the  trade  in  cotton  goods  is  concerned, 
it   is  not   perhaps    likely    to    continue 
eventually  to  have  the  same  disastrous 
effects  as  at  present,  because  their  price 
will  bo  governed  by  the  law  of  supply 
and  demand,  and  will  in  the  long  run 
probably  be  adjusted  and  accommodated 
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to  the  value  of  the  cnirenoj  in  whidi 
payment  is  made.     Well,  many  methodi 
have  been  suggested  for  oveicoming  or 
at  least  mitigating  this  evil.    One  is  bj 
adopting  a  gold  standard,  and  much  cu 
be  said  both  for  and  against  thu  plan. 
The  Government    of  India    have  tin 
themselves  pointed  out  that  their  Ion 
would  be  partly  met   if  by  borrowing 
money  in    England    their    remittaneei 
were  reduced,  and  it    is  possible  tin 
that  if  a  portion  of  the  paper  cnimcj 
was    gradually   withdrawn   and   nlT« 
substituted,  the  demand  for  silver  would 
be  increased.    It  seems,  however,  verr 
doubtful  whether  it  is  not  wiser  to  letn 
such  difficulties  to  be  overcome  bv  the 
operation  of  natural  laws.     But,  hov* 
ever  this  may  be,  the  Indian  Bevenne 
is  shown  to  be  still  very  expansive.    It 
amounts  at  the  present  moment  to  about 
£50,000,000  sterling;  and  when  we  le- 
member  that  in  the  year  1840  it  wu 
only  about  £20,000,000,  and  that  in  tlie 
year  1855,  since  which  year  there  hti 
been  no  accession  of  territory,  its  amont 
was    only    between    £30,000,000    ud 
£40,000,000,  and  that  the  amount  raised 
by  the  import  duties  upon  cotton  jEOods 
is  barely  £800,000,  I  think  the  Hoom 
will  be  of  opinion  that  such  altemtioni 
and  retrenchments  might  at  no  veiy  dis- 
tant date  be  effected  as  would  enable 
these  duties  to  be  eventually  repealed. 
In  the  presence  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
represents  the  India  Office  in  this  House 
(Lord  George  Hamilton),  it   would  ill 
become  me  to  suggest  by  what  means  or 
from  what  sources  the  Bevenue  ought  to 
be  raised.     I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into 
the  question  as  to  whether  the  vast  ex- 
penditure which  has  for  a  long  time  past 
been  taking  place  has  or  has  not  been 
upon  profitable  undertakings,  whether 
the  rich  Natives  are  or  are  not  a  very 
lightly- taxed  class,  or  whether  the  in- 
come tax  is  or  is  not  a  suitable  tax  for 
India.     Neither  do  I  venture  to  suggest 
whether  there  ought  to  be  a  retrench- 
ment of  expenditure,  or  a  change  in  the 
incidence  of  taxation  ;  but  I  do  venture 
most  respectfully  and  most  eamestlv  to 
urge  upon  the  noble  Lord  and  upon  the 
House,  and  upon  the  country,  that  under 
no  circumstances  whatever  ought  any  por- 
tion  of  the  Eeveuue  of  India  to  be  raised 
for  one  moment  longer  than  can  possibly 
be  avoided  by  levying  a  tax  upon  British 
goods;    that    it    is  contrary  to  pubUc 
policy  and  the  best  interests  of  the  Em- 
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piz6  BO  to  raise  it ;  and  that,  in  fact,  any 
method  would  he  preferahle  to  this. 
Besides,  if  England  is  hound  to  halance 
the  Indian  Budget,  and  make  good  any 
defidenqy  in  the  Bevenue,  surely  the 
burden  ought  to  he  home  hy  the  whole 
ooantry,  not  hy  Lancashire  alone,  and  it 
lias,  indeed,  heen  often  said  that  it  would 
be  less  ohjectionahle  for  Lancashire  to 
pay  the  amount  in  hard  cash  than  in  the 
present  most  ohnoxious  form.  We  must 
rememher,  also,  that  these  duties,  if  not 
repealed,  may  soon  have  an  effect  far 
wider,  far  more  mischieyous,  and  far 
more  injurious,  than  even  raising  the 
price  of  clothing  throughout  India.  They 
most  affect  most  prejudicially  the  pro- 
flpects  of  any  OYerland  trade  with  those 
countries  of  Central  Asia  which  are  not 
yet  suhject  to  the  sway  of  Russia,  where 
prohibitory  tariffs  are  consequently  not 
yet  introduced,  and  the  price  of  goods, 
therefore,  is  a  serious  element  m  the 
trade.  But  important  as  the  question 
becomes  from  this  point  of  view,  impor- 
tant as  it  may  he  alike  to  the  Lidian 
isonsumer  and  the  English  manufacturer, 
I  venture  to  think  that  there  are  far 
inder,  hroader,  and  far  more  important 
considerations  still.  It  is  eminently  an 
Imperial  question.  Much  of  the  pro- 
SDority,  much  of  the  wealth,  and  much 
CI  the  greatness  of  this  country,  depends 
upon  our  unrivalled  pre-eminence  in 
commerce  and  in  manufactures,  and  it 
irill  indeed  he  an  evil  day  for  England 
which  witnesses  any  decline  in  either  the 
one  or  the  other.  Well,  one-third  of 
the  entire  exports  of  the  country  consist 
cf  cotton  goods,  and  one-fifth  of  those 
cotton  goods  goes  to  India,  and  if  de- 
prived of  the  Indian  markets  how  can 
ire  replace  them  ?  Cotton  manufacturing 
has  of  late  years  made  such  rapid  strides 
on  the  Continent  of  Europe,  that  it  seems 
prohahle  less  of  our  goods  will  soon  he 
required  there  even  than  now.  As  an 
illustration  of  this  I  may,  perhaps,  he 
allowed  to  mention  that  the  whole  pro- 
duction of  a  large  cotton  concern  then 
belonging  to  a  hranch  of  my  family  used 
to  go  almost  exclusively  to  Eussia,  hut 
by  prohibitory  duties  Eussia  now  en- 
deavours to  exclude  all  English  goods 
and  yams,  and  there  seems,  indeed,  to 
be  a  steady  decline  in  our  exports  of 
cotton  goods  to  all  other  countries  except 
India ;  for  in  the  year  1872  our  exports 
to  all  countries  except  India  amounted 
in  the  aggregate  to  £66,000,000,  hut 
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last  year  only  to  ahout  £55,000,000. 
Nor  is  this  falling  off  wholly  to  he 
ascribed,  though,  no  doubt,  it  is  to  some 
extent  owing  to  the  depreciation  in 
value.  So  this  is  really  a  most  serious 
question,  which  more  or  less  concerns 
every  individual  and  every  class  in  this 
country.  The  great  depression  at  pre- 
sent unhappily  existing  in  well  nigh 
every  branch  of  industry  and  trade  all 
over  the  country,  affords,  indeed,  but  too 
conspicuous  an  illustration  of  the  evils 
which  would  be  in  store  for  the  whole 
country  if  we  were  to  suffer  any  perma- 
nent paralysis  of  our  own  trade.  Great 
as  would  be  our  misfortunes,  they  would 
by  no  means  fall  upon  our  own  heads 
alone,  but  would  tell  with  disastrous  and 
crushing  effect  upon  well  nigh  every 
class  and  upon  well  nigh  every  interest 
in  this  Kingdom.  The  present  position 
of  the  great  cotton  industry  is  not  indeed 
at  the  present  moment  so  bright  that  it 
can  very  well  afford  the  imposition  of 
unnecessary  or  artificial  restrictions.  Sel- 
dom has  it  been  more  gloomy.  On  all 
sides  we  hear  of  accumulation  of  stocks 
and  absence  of  demand,  and  if,  as  seems 
but  too  probable,  the  prospect  should 
become  aarker  and  more  dark,  till  it 
finally  culminates  in  scarcity  of  employ- 
ment, distress,  and  its  inevitable  accom- 
paniment, increased  pauperism  and  in- 
creased rates,  I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  are  opposed  to  the  repeal  of  these 
duties  will,  at  all  events,  do  us  the  jus- 
tice to  remember  the  one  prominent  case 
of  the  depression  in  an  industry  upon 
which  2,000,000  of  people  depend  for 
their  daily  bread  has  been  pointed  out 
during  this  discussion,  and  that  in  ask- 
ing for  the  repeal  of  these  duties  we  are 
asking  for  a  fair  field  and  no  favour — 
not  in  the  interests  of  Lancashire  alone, 
but  of  the  whole  country,  and  of  India 
itself. 

Mr.  BEIGGS  :  I  hope,  Sir,  that  the 
House  will  pardon  me  if  I  venture  to 
address  them  for  a  few  moments  this 
evening.  I  claim  the  indulgence  of  hon. 
Members  for  two  reasons — first,  because 
I  have  not  occupied  much  of  their  atten- 
tion and  their  time  this  Session ;  and 
then,  because  those  who  have  sent  me 
here  to  Parliament  hold  the  question 
which  ha6  now  at  length  been  brought 
before  the  notice  of  hon.  Members  to  be 
to  them  of  the  greatest  interest  and 
importance.  Indeed,  Sir,  did  I  wish  to 
give  an  inBtanee  oi  t\v^  AiiiyxfiX.  VwiA^^^^ 
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of  this  tax  of  5  per  cent^  and  to  show 
what  an  onus  it  is  upon  our  industry — 
what  a  restriction  upon  our  enterprize — 
I  could  not  do  better  than  take  as  an 
example  the  district  with  which  I  am 
most  familiar,  and  tell  you  that,  within 
a  circle  of  two  miles  from  the  centre  of 
Blackburn,  there  are  some  52,000  looms 
at  work.  Of  these,  46,000  are  engaged 
in  the  production  of  cloth  for  the  Indian 
market ;  and  the  House  will,  I  think, 
be  startled  when  I  tell  them  that  last 
year  no  less  a  sum  than  £248,000  was 
paid  by  this  small  area  to  the  Indian 
Exchequer.  Sir,  we  have  always  pro- 
tested against  these  duties.  I  admit 
at  the  outset  that  they  were  originally 
imposed  for  purposes  of  the  Eevenue 
only;  but,  at  that  time  even,  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Manchester 
(Sir  Thomas  Bazley),  warned  the  House 
that  these  duties  would  in  the  end  be- 
come protective  in  their  nature.  Sir, 
they  have  become  protective,  and  from 
the  moment  they  developed  this  pro- 
tective element,  our  objections  and  our 
protestations  assumed  a  more  active 
and  more  offensive  form ;  and  so  during 
the  late  Eecess,  and,  indeed,  for  some 
time  before,  an  agitation  was  carried  on 
against  these  duties,  and  meetings  were 
held  in  order  to  find  out  a  means  of 
securing  their  abolition — an  agitation 
not  carried  on  by  those  who  have  been 
termed  the  selfish  employers  of  labour, 
but  by  the  employed — meetings  called 
together  not  by  greedy  capitalists,  but 
by  those  whose  only  capital  was  the 
labour  they  had  to  sell,  and  who,  as 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  was  reminded  by  a  deputa- 
tion that  waited  upon  him  at  the  India 
Office,  cannot  follow  that  ever- increasing 
stream  of  gold  which  is  being  poured 
into  that  great  Indian  Dependency  of 
ours  for  the  purpose  of  nourishing  a 
competing  industry  whose  giant  and 
exotic  growth  is  springing  up  under  the 
shadow  of  tliese  protective  duties.  Sir, 
I  attended  several  of  tliose  meetings,  at 
the  invitation  of  working  men ;  and  I 
wish  that  hon.  Members  of  this  House 
could  have  been  there  too,  for,  as  they 
gazed  upon  the  sea  of  seiious  upturned 
faces,  and  marked  the  eagerness,  the 
closeness,  the  attention,  with  which  tliey 
followed  the  observations,  the  argu- 
ments, the  statistics  of  those  who  ad- 
dressed them,  hon.  Members  could  not 
have  failed  to  be  convinced,  a  I  myself 
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was  convinoedy  of  the  deep,  I  m^ 
almost  say,  pain^  interest  whidi  in 
Lancashire  is  taken  in  the  questioii  nov 
before  the  House.  No,  Sir,  painfal  if 
not  too  strong  a  word ;  for,  looking  tt 
the  gloomy  prospects  of  the  trade,  and 
with  the  horrors  of  the  Cotton  Famine 
still  fresh  in  his  memory,  can  it  be 
wondered  at  if  your  Lancashire  opera- 
tive indulges  in  a  feeling  of  that  land? 
But  I  am  sorry  to  add  that  some  bitter- 
ness is  beginning  to  be  mingled  with 
his  thoughts  when  he  reflects  &at  than 
duties  cannot,  and  never  have  been 
maintained,  on  the  high  grounds  of 
fairness  and  justice,  but  that  those  who 
seek  to  retain  them,  whether  from  dis- 
interested motives,  like  those  of  the  hon. 
^lember  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett),  or 
from  interested  motives,  like  those  <tf  , 
that  small  band  of  monopolists  in  India 
— who  alone,  I  will  venture  to  ssj, 
benefit  by  their  retention — always  bsie 
their  claim  to  a  non-abolition  of  than 
duties  on  the  assertion  that  the  ma- 
chinery of  Indian  finance  is  of  such  s 
fragile  and  intricate  character,  that  the 
balance  of  the  Indian  Budget  is  so  deli- 
cately adjusted,  that  the  loss  of  thii 
£800,000  a-year,  which  it  would  be 
necessary  to  forego,  would  plunge  the 
finances  of  India,  and  the  financial  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,  into  inex- 
tricable, unutterable,  and  chaotic  con- 
fusion. Sir,  I  think  that  those  who  hold 
these  views  do  the  able  financiers  of 
India  a  wrong,  for  what  do  we  see  thif 
very  year  ?  The  Government  of  Indit 
is  suddenly  called  upon  to  fiU  up  a  large 
gap  in  their  finances.  By  the  depre- 
ciation of  silver  they  are  subjected  to  i 
heavy  loss ;  and  here  I  might  remark, 
H  licet  parva  componere  magniSf  that  Lsn- 
cashire  manufacturers  suffer  more  in 
proportion  than  the  Government  doe« 
from  the  depreciation  of  silver.  Well, 
how  do  they  propose  to  meet  the  loss? 
Do  they  propose  to  place  further  taxa- 
tion on  the  people  of  India  ?  No,  Sir, 
they  propose  to  meet  the  loss  by  reducing 
their  ordinary*  expenditure.  This  item 
"extraordinary  expenditure,"  is  a  ter- 
rible weapon  in  the  hands  of  an  Indian 
Finance  Minister;  for,  supposing  that 
for  any  reason  he  dreads  having  a  sur- 
plus, it  is  easy  for  him  to  propose  to  dig 
a  canal,  or  carry  out  some  public  work 
of  that  kind.  Sir,  I  find  that,  be- 
tween the  years  1867  and  1874,  over 
£13,000,000  have  been  spent  in  thif 
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mj ;  and  it  was  proposed,  originally,  to 
apend  about  £4,000,000  this  year— all 
ima  money  charged  to  revenue  and  not 
to  capital.  The  income  of  India  in  1 840 
was  £20,000,000,  and  that  was  suffi- 
cient to  meet  the  expenditure,  and  yet 
£iK),000,000  in  1875  is  barely  sufficient 
to  meet  the  claims  on  the  public  purse. 
It  appears  to  me  that  Indian  financiers 
are  on  the  horns  of  a  dilemma ;  either 
India  is  a  rich  country,  or  India  is  a- 
poor  country.  If  she  is  a  rich  coimtry, 
she  can  well  afiEbrd  to  do  without  this 
£800,000  for  which  we  ask ;  but,  if  she 
l>e  poor,  than  the  system  of  finance 
which  at  present  exists  is  a  bad  one,  and 
ought  never  to  have  been  pursued.  I 
will  give  one  instance.  We  have  had 
two  famines;  one  in  Ireland,  and  the 
other  in  India.  The  Irish  famine  was 
paid  for  by  money  borrowed  and  repaid 
Dj  instalments ;  the  Indian  famine  was 
paid  for  by  money  taken  from  current 
revenue ;  so  that  India,  which  is  said  to 
l>e  poor,  pursued  a  line  of  policy  which 

rt,  rich  England  did  not  attempt  to 
And  now  I  leave  the  lofty  regions 
of  finance  and  come  back  to  my  cotton. 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  right  to  enter 
at  leng^  into  the  question  of  compe- 
tition as  between  the  Indian  manumc- 
turer  and  ourselves.  That  has  been  so 
admirably  dealt  with  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
1>er  who  preceded  me  (Mr.  Sidebottom), 
that  I  will  not  try  the  patience  of  the 
House  by  quartermg  the  same  ground 
ag^in,  and  I  will  therefore  pass  by, 
'merely  mentioning  some  of  the  im- 
munities and  privileges  which  the  Indian 
manufacturer  enjoys  over  his  English 
^brother — such  as,  for  instance,  an  un- 
taxed income;  immunity  from  Factory 
Acts;  propinquity  to  the  raw  material 
out  of  which  he  manufactures  his  goods, 
and  nearness  to  the  market  in  which  he 
sells  them ;  and,  last — this  I  commend 
especially  to  the  notice  of  hon.  Members 
—a  happy  indifierence  to  the  fall  of 
silver,  which,  indeed,  acts  as  a  second  pro- 
tection to  Indian  manufacturers.  And, 
Sir,  I  say  that,  when  you  are  told  that 
this  Indian  trade  can  increase  some 
50  per  cent  in  one  year,  when  you  know 
that  English  competition  in  the  coarse 
trade  has  been  driven  out  of  the  coun- 
try, and  that  the  extra  amoimt  of 
capital  which  now  finds  its  way  to  India 
ii  attacking  the  medium  class  of  goods, 
"•hioh  two-thirds  of  our  exports  to 
consist,  I  think  the  House  will  see 


for  themselves  that  the  competition  with 
India  is  a  real  and  severe  competition, 
and  is  not  of  that  ** bogus"  character 
which  I  have  heard  denounced  in  this 
House.  I  would  beg  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
remember  one  or  two  things  ;  first,  that 
the  so-called  Indian  millowner  is  in  the 
majority  of  cases  an  Englishman,  who 
finds  in  that  country  a  more  remunera- 
tive return  for  his  capital  outlay ;  second, 
that  the  presence  of  these  protected  mills 
do  not  cheapen  by  one  mrthing  to  the 
poor  Hindoo  the  cotton  goods,  which  to 
nim  are  one  of  the  necessaries  of  life  ; 
and  I  can  assure  noble  Lords,  in  other 

S laces,  that  their  presence  in  the  country 
oes  not  exclude  from  the  cloth  manu- 
factured in  India  that  deleterious  matter 
which  a  noble  Lord  termed  gypsum,  for 
I  fear  that,  with  the  benefits  and  civil- 
izing influences  of  manufacturing  indus- 
try, the  Hindoo  imported  some  of  its 
vices  which  we  all  deplore.  Thirdly — 
and  on  this  point  I  lay  stress — that  of 
this  duty,  if  it  were  abolished,  not  one 
penny  would  go  into  the  pockets  of  the 
Lancashire  operative  or  millowner,  but 
would  go  soon,  if  not  at  once,  towards 
increasing  the  purchasing  power  of  the 
money  of  the  pof)r  inhabitants  of  India. 
But  then  some  hon.  Member  might  say 
— **But  have  you,  then,  no  selfish  mo- 
tive at  the  bottom  of  all  this  ?  Do  not 
you  expect  to  get  something  by  the 
abolition  of  these  duties  ? — and  I  should 
say — **  Certainly  I  do,"  but  I  should 
not  call  myself  selfish.  I  should  say 
that  I  was  inspired  by  a  feeling  of  en- 
lightened self-interest.  In  other  words. 
Sir,  we  do  not  expect  an  enhanced 
profit  from  the  goods  which  we  now 
sell ;  but  we  do  hope  to  benefit  by  an 
increased  basis  for  our  commercial 
operations,  and  by  a  fairer  and  more 
even  competition,  as  between  the  Indian 
manufacturer  and  ourselves.  And  now, 
6ir,  let  us  look  at  what  has  been  done  in 
this  matter.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  seeing  that  there  was  an  Im- 
perial side  as  well  as  a  local  Indian  one 
to  this  question,  and,  judging  that  no 
Government  was  justified  in  taking  up 
the  role  of  Mrs.  Jellyby  in  Dickens' 
novel,  who  was  so  anxious  for  the 
moral  and  material  progress  of  Borrio- 
boolagha  that  she  was  entirely  oblivious 
of  the  wants  and  necessities  of  those  of 
her  own  family,  sent  a  despatcktftlxAva.^ 
which,  robbed  ot  \\»  o?c^Ci\»i  ^«£ti\^%^> 
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—  I  do  not  speak  disrepectfully  — 
amounted  to  this — **  These  duties  are 
bad  in  theory,  and  worse  in  practice; 
they  ought  to  be  abolished — they  must 
be  abolished  as  soon  as  you  can  afford ; 
and  I  invite  you  to  fix  a  term  of  years, 
the  end  of  which  shall  be  the  vanishing 
point  for  these  duties."  But  so  careful 
was  the  noble  Marquess  to  avoid  em- 
barrassing the  Government  in  their 
financial  proposals,  so  studious  was  he 
to  avoid  placing  any  new  burden  on  the 
people  of  India  that  he  expressly  declared 
that  he  would  sanction  no  new  tax  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  the  cotton 
duties.  Now,  when  the  Government  of 
India  received  this  despatch,  what  did 
they  do  in  an  out-of-the-way  place  in 
India,  far  removed  from  that  public 
opinion  which,  I  will  venture  to  say, 
dbes  exist  ?  In  the  absence  of  those 
unofficial  Members  of  the  Council  who 
are,  you  might  say,  specially  appointed 
to  give  opinions  in  a  case  of  this  charac- 
ter, with  indecent  haste,  and  on  frivolous 
grounds,  they  passed  a  measure  which 
went  directly  contrary  to  the  expressed 
wishes  and  desire  of  the  noble  Marquess ; 
and  then,  with  a  grim  humour  which 
the  noble  Marquess  w|is,  I  think,  not 
slow  to  appreciate,  they  telegraphed  to 
Bay  what  they  had  done.  When  the 
noble  Marquess  received  this  telegram, 
he  sent  another  despatch  calling  his 
insubordinate  subordinates  to  order ;  and 
here.  Sir,  my  duty  as  a  critic  of  these 
Papers  ends.  I  am  far  too  young  a 
Member  of  this  House  to  venture  for  a 
moment  to  criticize  the  amenities  of 
official  and  diplomatic  correspondence, 
but  this  general  remark  I  think  I  may 
make — that,  both  in  the  despatches  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  and  the  corre- 
spondence which  follows,  the  noble 
Marquess  deals  with  his  opponents  and 
his  critics  much  in  the  same  way  as  a 
skilful  player  does  with  the  nine  pins  in 
a  familiar  game.  During  the  time  in 
which  this  correspondence  was  going  on, 
I  heard  rumours  that  there  was  an 
attempt  being  made  by  some  noble  Lord 
or  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  the 
Yiceroy  of  India  and  his  Council  nothing 
more  than  puppets  dancing  at  the  end 
of  the  telegraph  wire  worked  by  the  said 
noble  Lord  or  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
Downing  Street ;  and  if  this  could  have 
been  anything  but  a  ridiculous  propo- 
sition it  would  have  received  my  con- 
demnation;  but  I  can  see  something 
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worse  which  might  happen,  I  metn 
making  the  Indian  Minister  here— the 
Eepresentative  of  our  Imperial  sway- 
nothing  more  than  the  mouthpiece  of 
Indian  officialism,  and  degrading  the 
deliberations  of  his  Council  to  the  lerel 
of  what  I  have  heard  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  denounce  as  a  sham— the 
discussion  of  the  Indian  Budget  in  this 
House.  If  we  allowed  this  to  happen, 
Sir,  we  should  be  guilty  of  a  policy  which 
John  Stuart  Mill,  in  his  Minutes,  has  de- 
clared to  be  the  very  ideal  of  badness— 
the  one  among  all  imaginable  arrange- 
ments of  the  matter  in  question  which 
no  circumstances  could  justify,  or  could 
render  otherwise  than  preposterous.  I 
am  told.  Sir,  that  public  opinion  does 
not  exist  in  India  on  this  matter ;  but  I 
have  heard  an  ex -President  of  the  Bom- 
bay Chamber  of  Commerce  declare  that, 
in  the  interest  of  the  Indian  mills  them- 
selves, these  duties  ought  to  be  abo- 
lished ;  and,  if  you  could  only  get  the 
Native  to  understand  this  question,  he 
would  naturally  say  —  **  You  hsd 
£400,000  to  give  away  last  year,  and 
what  did  you  do  with  it  ?  Pipes  and 
cigars,  harness  and  saddlery  ;  erea 
billiard  tables  came  in  from  your  ooon- 
try,  and  you  took  £10,000  a-year  from 
off  the  milinery  and  frippery  of 
your  wives,  and  yet  you  left  this  inde- 
fensible tax  upon  the  clothing  of  the 
millions  you  profess  to  govern  for  their 
own  good."  Sir,  in  conclusion,  we  Lan- 
cashire manufacturers  and  operatives 
are  fully  aware  of  the  grave  responsi- 
bilities which  rest  on  the  shoulders  of 
those  of  our  distinguished  countrymen 
who  sway  the  destinies  of  our  Indian 
Empire.  We  know  how  difRcult — aye! 
how  dangerous,  under  certain  circum- 
stances— it  may  be  to  impose  a  new  tax 
upon  that  congregation  of  nations,  alien 
in  colour  and  creed,  who  have  been  ren- 
dered sullen  and  suspicious  by  centuries 
of  oppression  and  wrong,  and  who  are 
only  now  beginning  to  love  and  appre- 
ciate the  benefits  and  blessings  of  our 
rule.  That  we  do  not  ask ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  we  do  think  that  i 
country  which  has  displayed  such  re- 
markable elasticitv  of  trade,  of  which 
the  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary  has 
this  evening  borne  such  conclusive  tes- 
timony— a  country  whose  military  ex- 
penditure is  enormous  —  which  can 
afford,  apparently,  to  lose  nigh  on 
£2,000,000  of  money  in  its  postJ,  tele- 
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grapbio,  and  railway  service — which,  out 
of  current  income,  can  pay  in  ready 
money,  the  expenses  of  a  great  and  de- 
Tastating  Famine — can,  so  we  think,  if 
economic  counsels  prevail,  spare  to  us 
this  miserable  £800,000  in  the  interests 
of  justice  and  fairness  towards  80,000 
of  our  fellow-countrymen,  and  in  de- 
ference to  those  principles  of  Free  Trade 
which  have,  I  believe,  become  the  lead- 
ing political  axioms  of  this  country,  and 
wmoh  throughout  the  world  have  con- 
tributed in  no  small  degree  to  our  sta- 
bility and  our  power. 

Mb.  BALFOUR  said,  that  to  form 
an  estimate  of  the  value  of  silver  in  the 
immediate  future  was  out  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  value  of  silver  depended  upon 
the  demand  and  the  supply.  France 
needed  a  supply  of  £l,0u0,000  a-year 
in  silver  for  a  population  of  30,000,000, 
and  if  the  same  mode  of  computation 
were  applied  to  Germany,  America,  and 
England  the  total  amount  required  for 
subsidiary  silver  coinage  would  be  about 
£6,000,000.  The  question  would  then 
remain  as  to  how  much  would  be  re- 
quired for  the  rest  of  the  world,  and 
especially  for  India.  He  thought  that 
India  would  continue  to  absorb  an  ave- 
rage quantity  of  silver  of  the  value  of 
£5,000,000  annually.  The  position  of 
India  towards  us  was  that  of  a  country 
paying  tribute  to  another.  He  believed 
the  ultimate  form  which  the  tribute  took 
was  not  silver  or  gold  currency,  but 
goods.  He  trusted  that  the  result  of 
the  discussion  would  be  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  feel  itself  hurried  by 
any  pressure  from  India  into  any  wild 
extravagant  schemes  for  remedying  the 
evil  to  which  we  were  now  subjected. 
The  most  plausible  of  these  schemes, 
and  one  which  had  received  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Bombay  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, proposed  to  remedy  the  present 
depreciation  of  silver  by  raising  the 
price  of  the  rupee,  and  thus  to  make  it 
practically  a  metallic  bank  note  of  an 
appreciated  value;  but  to  this  there 
were  three  objections,  each  of  which 
was  conclusive.  In  the  first  place,  no 
benefit  would  be  gained,  because  to  raise 
the  value  of  the  rupee  would  not  en- 
able one  to  buy  gold  on  better  terms ; 
secondly,  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry 
out  the  scheme,  because  there  would  be 
forgeries  to  an  enormous  extent  in 
America  and  elsewhere,  which  would 
have  the  result  of  bringing  the  rupee 


down  to  its  normal  value ;  and,  thirdly, 
it  would  be  dishonest  towards  all  who 
had  to  pay  debts  in  India.  He  begged 
to  thank  the  House  for  listening  atten- 
tively to  his  remarks  on  so  technical  a 
branch  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  E.  NOEL  said,  there  was  nothing 
he  should  hail  with  greater  delight  than 
a  retrenchment  of  the  expenditure  by 
the  Indian  Government,  as  he  thought 
that  was  the  only  way  to  enable  them 
to  do  without  levying  fresh  taxation.  It 
had  been  argued  that  the  cotton  duty 
in  India  was  a  protective  duty,  kept  on 
to  sustain  an  artificial  manufacture.  If 
that  were  really  the  statement  of  the 
case  there  was  no  man  who  would  more 
strongly  oppose  it  than  he  would ;  but 
he  had  not  heard  any  argument  in  sup- 
port of  that  view.  He  was  ready  to 
admit  that  the  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Staleybridge  (Mr.  Side- 
bottom)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Blackburn  (Mr.  Briggs)  were  exceed- 
ingly honest  and  able.  They  both 
urged  on  the  Government  the  repeal 
of  the  Indian  import  duties  for  the  be- 
nefit of  the  Lancashire  manufacturers 
and  operatives.  But  he  contended  that 
in  discussing  the  Indian  Budget  they 
were  bound  rather  to  consider  how  any 
particular  tax  affected  the  Indian  people 
than  how  it  affected  the  interests  of 
English  manufacturers.  The  question 
was  not  whether  this  tax  was  a  bad 
one.  He  would  admit  that  it  was  bad ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  there  was  no  tax 
that  was  good,  and  before  they  took  off 
a  tax  in  the  interests  of  England  they 
were  bound  to  consider  whether  they 
could  do  so  to  the  advantage  of  the 
Indian  people.  He  thought  there  were 
taxes  levied  in  India  that  pressed  more 
hardly  upon  the  Natives  than  the  cotton 
duty,  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  interfere  with  it  until  they 
could  do  so  in  fairness  to  the  Indian 
people.  He  should  not  like  it  to  go  out 
to  India  that  it  was  wished  in  this  coun- 
try to  keep  down  the  development  of 
the  natural  resources  of  India  in  the 
interests  of  the  English  cotton  manu* 
facturers.  The  first  question  they  had 
to  deal  with  was  this — could  they  supply 
the  place  of  the  6  per  cent  duty  by  any 
other  tax  which  would  press  less  hardly 
on  the  Natives  of  India  ? 

Mb.  BIRLEY  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
entirely  miBa']gn^TQ\xj&i]A<^  >i!&i!^  «x^5qsql^\2^» 
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of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sta- 
leyhridge  (Mr.  Sidebottom),  and  all  that 
had  haj)pened  during  the  last  eventful 
year  in  Lancashire  relative  to  this  branch 
of  Indian  finance.  It  had  been  repeat- 
edly said  that  the  manufacturers  of  Lan- 
cashire wore  jealous  of  the  natural  ad- 
vantages which  India  offered  for  the 
manufacture  of  cotton.  Now  they  made 
no  complaint  on  that  score ;  but  they 
did  complain  that  a  duty  which  was  un- 
doubtedly protective  should  be  retained 
by  the  influence  of  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment entirely  contrary  to  those  prin- 
ciples of  Free  Trade  which  had  prevailed 
in  this  country  for  the  last  30  years. 
How  could  they  lecture  foreign  countries 
on  their  Protectionist  policy  or  negotiate 
Commercial  Treaties  if  they  retained  this 
obnoxious  duty  in  India  ?  If  he  could 
have  brought  the  question  forward  on  a 
substantive  Motion  earlier  in  the  Ses- 
sion, he  would  have  endeavoured  to  do 
it  more  justice  than  was  now  possible. 
He  would,  however,  advert  to  the  argu- 
ments of  the  Hon.  Mr.  Hope,  Commis- 
sioner of  Customs  at  Bombay,  who  con- 
tended that  the  state  of  Indian  finances 
demanded  the  retention  of  the  duty; 
that  it  was  easily  collected ;  that  it  occa- 
sioned no  discontent ;  that  it  was  drawn 
chiefly  from  one  description  of  cotton ; 
that  it  was  light ;  that  it  was  neither 
prohibitive  nor  protective  ;  and  that  the 
only  remedy  it  would  be  expedient  to 
resort  to  would  bo  a  countervailing  duty 
on  Indian  manufactures.  Of  course,  if 
the  amount  of  the  duty  was  required  it 
must  be  retained,  until  by  economy  we 
could  spare  that  £800,000 ;  and  the  re- 
venue was,  on  the  whole,  expansive, 
having  increased  25  per  cent  since  1860. 
The  other  arguments  were  essentially 
protectionist,  and  a  free  trader  could  not 
use  tliem  to  maintain  the  duty.  Duties 
on  refined  sugar  or  on  silk  manufactures 
would  in  many  respects  be  convenient 
at  home,  but  we  had  taken  too  firm  a 
stand  on  free  trade  to  entertain  them. 
That  tlie  duty  was  neither  prohibitory 
nor  protectionist  the  hon.  Member  con- 
troverted by  going  into  figures  to  sliow 
how  it  affected  the  manufacturer,  falling 
as  it  did  on  a  fraction  of  a  quarter  of 
the  cost  of  the  manufactured  article; 
and  its  effect  was  proved  by  the  fact 
that  during  the  last  10  or  12  years  it 
had  almost  driven  the  coarser  produc- 
tions of  this  country  out  of  the  market. 
He  denied  that  it  was  wise  to  levy  an 
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Excise  duty  on  the  productions  of  the 
Indian  mills.  Every  Manchester  mana- 
facturer  would  most  strenuously  oWect 
to  any  such  policy.  Although  the  Indian 
consumer  did  not  make  any  complaint, 
he  had  to  pay  £800,000,  from  which  he 
ought  to  be  freed.  Our  manufactures 
were  not  expanding  to  the  extent  thej 
ought;  and  we  must  remember  whst 
Adam  Smith  told  us,  that  a  very  small 
advantage  would  enable  the  foreigner  to 
supplant  the  home  manufacturer  even  in 
his  own  market. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUB 
held  that  there  were  only  four  ways  of 
getting  over  the  present  financial  diffi- 
culties of  India — to  increase  the  existing 
revenues,  by  making  them  more  pro- 
ductive, or  to  levy  new  taxes,  to  reduce 
the  expenditure,  or  to  borrow  money; 
and,  perhaps,  all  these  modes  minit 
wisely  be  followed,  except  by  leryug 
new  taxes.  His  own  opinion  was  that 
economies  could  be  largely  effected  in 
all  branches  of  civil  and  miLtaiT  chargee, 
both  in  India  and  in  England;  for 
the  Home  Charges  showed  that  yesr 
by  year  the  outlays  for  the  purely 
Home  Administration  had  been  on  the 
increase,  and  in  a  form  quite  unne- 
cessary. Those  increases  were  entirely 
separate  from  those  which  arose  out  (^ 
the  demands  sent  from  India,  and  which 
had  largely  swelled  up  the  total  outlay  at 
home,  so  as  to  lessen  the  charges  which 
ought  to  be  shown  in  the  Indian  ac- 
counts, and  increased  the  loss  which  had 
for  several  years  appeared  in  the  ac- 
counts for  the  remittance  of  funds  to  pay 
those  large  demands.  And  as  regarded 
the  military  expenditure,  there  also  the 
same  practices  had  been  resorted  to 
of  putting  into  the  Home  accounts  some 
considerable  charges  which  ought  to 
have  appeared  in  the  Indian  accounts, 
and  of  even  transferring  some  charges 
in  India  to  other  accounts,  so  as  to  mue 
the  military  outlay  less  than  formerly. 
That  was  a  practice  open  to  the  grare 
objection  of  making  the  present  militarr 
expenditure  appear,  in  comparison  with 
that  of  13  and  14  years  ago,  far  more 
favourable  than  it  really  was,  for  charges 
to  a  considerable  amount  were  now 
omitted  which  were  formerlv  entered 
in  the  military  outlay.  But  taking  the 
whole  of  the  present  military  charges 
in  the  Home  and  in  the  Indian  ac- 
counts, he  considered  that  £1,000,000 
at    least    might    easily    be    saved  in 
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the  military  expenditure.  There  were 
many  openings  for  giving  practical  effect 
to  that.  No  one  who  had  studied  the' 
•ooounts  for  a  series  of  years  could  fail 
to  form  the  opinion  that  the  outlay  on 
militaiT  stores  had  been  enormous ;  this 
eould  be  shown  by  calculating  the  rate 
of  store  charge  per  head  of  the  number 
€Kf  men  maintained  in  India.  Even 
admitting  that  changes  in  armaments  of 
ffuns  and  arms  had  been  frequent,  yet 
ttie  sums  spent  for  new  stores  oughi  to 
have  rendered  the  maintenance  of  these 
new  arms  and  field-pieces  far  less  costly. 
Then,  again,  the  outlay  on  beer  had  cer- 
tainly g^ven  an  average  consumption 
per  man  far  in  excess  of  the  quantity 
"which  each  man  out  of  hospital  and 
effective,  out  of  the  number  of  Euro- 
peans kept  up,  could  afford  to  pay  for 
out  of  his  pay.  The  Staff  of  the  Army 
of  India  was  maintained  on  a  costly 
aoale,  and  Staff  officers  in  various  De- 
partments multiplied  in  a  way  which  was 
not  only  costly,  but  must  multiply  the 
office  work  of  the  battalions  and  regi- 
ments of  Cavalry  and  Infantry,  and  of 
Imtteries  of  Artillery.  Then,  again, 
the  Home  Charges  for  the  pay  of 
officers  at  home  and  for  supplying 
recruits  were  enormous,  owing  to  the 
system  followed  by  the  War  Office  in 
raising  and  training  men  for  India.  The 
service  of  India  was  so  much  liked  that 
recruits  could  always  be  obtained,  so 
that  none  of  the  outlays  needed  for 
raising  men  for  the  Army  generally 
should  be  debited  to  India.  It  was  said 
to  have  been  on  grounds  of  public  policy 
that  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Viscount  Halifax)  deprived  India  of 
the  European  forces  of  the  Indian  Army, 
making  India  depend  on  the  Home 
Armv  for  the  European  portion  of  its 
garrison,  and  England  ought  not  now  to 
make  the  finances  of  India  bear  the 
burden  of  charges  arising  out  of  Home 
experiments  to  provide  an  Army  for  the 
Home  defence.  Then  the  organizations 
of  battalions  of  Infantry,  of  regiments 
of  Cavalry,  and  of  brigades  and  batteries 
of  Artillery,  were  all  calculated  to  mul- 
tiply establishments  and  Staff  charges, 
as  also  officers,  especially  those  of  the 
higher  ranks,  as  to  cause  great  and 
unnecessary  charges  to  fall  on  the  re- 
Tenues  of  India.  The  great  objection 
to  these  expensive  formations  was  that 
thej  were  not  those  best  suited  for 
Inoiay  nor  were  they  of  the  strengths 


actually  fixed  for  the  Army  at  home 
when  taking  the  field.  If  due  con- 
sideration were  g^ven  to  the  real  wants 
of  India,  or  even  to  the  rules  for  the 
field  Army  in  Europe,  then  the  Line  regi- 
ments might  be  reduced  from  50  to  39 
battalions,  the  nine  regiments  of  Cavalry 
might  be  reduced  to  six,  and  the  number 
of  batteries  in  the  Artillery  might  also 
be  reduced.  That  could  be  done  without 
impairing  the  efficiency  of  the  Army,  or 
of  cutting  off  even  a  single  Infantry 
private,  Cavalry  trooper,  or  gunner  of 
the  Artillery,  and  the  money  gain  to 
India  would  be  very  great.  He  was  as 
much  in  favour  as  any  man  could  be  of 
efficiency,  but  retrenchment  was  now  so 
necessary,  in  the  face  of  an  enormous 
deficiency  of  the  income,  to  meet  the  pre- 
sent Indian  expenditure,  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  England  to  aid  India  in  efiectiug 
those  economies  which  were  so  practi- 
cable and  so  necessary.  They  had  had, 
in  the  course  of  this  debate,  the  claims 
from  Lancashire  to  have  the  duties  now 
levied  in  India  on  the  manufactures  of 
Manchester  removed  from  the  tariff; 
but  he  thought  that  one  thing  was 
certain,  that  of  all  embarrassments  to 
which  India  had  been  subject,  that 
of  financial  embarrassment  was  her 
greatest  difficulty  in  past  times,  and 
would  be  hereafter.  The  trade  of  India 
might  be  put  on  a  proper  footing  by 
measures  of  a  far  more  comprehensive 
character  than  those  proposed  by  Lan- 
cashire, and  calculated  to  extend  com- 
merce, and  which  would  also  relieve  the 
finances  of  that  country.  If  the  Govern- 
ment removed  only  the  Indian  import 
duty  on  cotton  goods  and  cotton  twist, 
as  had  been  advocated,  that  reduction 
would  amount  to  a  sum  of  £900,000, 
and  there  would  only  remain  a  sum  from 
the  import  duties  kept  on  of  £800,000, 
principally  raised  from  import  duties  on 
three  of  the  52  classes  of  goods  now  sub- 
ject to  import  duties,  so  that  if  the  claims 
from  Manchester  were  attended  to  in 
favour  of  their  particular  trade,  then, 
having  regard  to  the  claims  of  other 
traders  there,  these,  as  well  as  the  duties 
on  all  the  other  47  classes  of  goods, 
might  then  be  advantageously  reduced 
also.  Of  all  services  that  could  be  ren- 
dered to  the  people  of  India  and  to  the 
finances,  he  considered  that  the  repeal  of 
the  remaining  export  duties  on  the  few 
articles  of  Native  produce  would  be  the 
greatest.    What  ^vr qa  «^g^«^^  \iftfe^^^  ^ 
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the  present  time  was  an  increase  of  ex- 
ports from  India — indeed,  greater  com- 
mercial activity  in  imports  as  well  as 
exports — for  of  late  years  the  uniform 
value  of  about  £100,000,000  of  imports 
and  exports  had  been  maintained;  it 
was  desirable  to  quicken  trade,  and  no 
mode  was  so  well  calculated  to  do  so 
than  by  removing  all  duties  and  Customs 
on  trade  and  salt,  trusting  to  the  enor- 
mous commercial  increase  which  India 
was  capable  of,  for  augmenting  the  other 
revenues ;  but  reciprocity  between  India 
and  this  country  was  not  only  fair,  but 
politic.  The  House  was  told  of  the  large 
capital  of  this  country  invested  in  the 
looms  of  England  which  manufactured 
cottons  for  India,  but  £13,000,000  was 
also  invested  in  the  tea  plantations  of 
India.  From  these,  25,000,000  lbs.  to 
28,000,000  lbs.  of  tea  were  exported 
from  India,  and  we  levied  at  home 
upon  that  tea,  which  nearly  all  came  to 
England,  an  amount  of  duty  nearly  equal 
to  the  duty  levied  in  India  upon  the 
cotton  goods  of  Manchester.  Yet  the 
cotton  manufacturers  in  that  House  and 
out  of  it,  who  had  claimed  the  reduction 
of  the  Indian  import  duty  on  cotton 
goods,  had  never  complained  of  the 
duty  levied  in  England  on  Indian  tea. 
The  same  remarks  would  apply  to  the 
cotfoe  grown  in  India  by  British  capital, 
which  paid  a  high  duty  in  this  country. 
If  both  these  duties  now  charged  at 
home  on  only  two  Indian  products  were 
added  up,  the  amount  would  equal,  if 
not  exceed,  the  duties  on  Manchester 
goods  levied  in  India ;  in  fact,  if  Eng- 
land only  practised  the  principles  of 
free  trade  now  recognized  as  sound,  then 
the  trade  of  India  and  of  England  would 
be  freed  from  the  war  of  tariffs  which 
they  now  carried  on,  though  he  denounced 
that  war  when  carried  on  by  other  foreign 
countries.  Much  stress  had  been  laid  on 
the  loss  now  sustained  by  Indian  reve- 
nues owing  to  the  great  difference  be- 
tween the  money  that  could  now  be  ob- 
tained in  England  on  bills  drawn  on  India 
for  silver  rupees  deliverable  in  India  for 
those  Engli&h  bills.  But  that  loss  ought 
to  have  been  foreseen.  The  Govern- 
ment had  been  unnecessarily  increasing 
the  Home  Charges,  and  had  been 
changing  their  entire  policy  of  making 
railways  through  private  companies, 
and  doing  the  work  out  of  Government 
funds,  thereby  closing  up  a  great  source 
for  funds  being  obtainable  at  home  for 
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Indian  purposes.  Then  one  of  thft 
greatest  of  all  causes  for  diminiahing 
the  wants  of  India  for  silver  was  in  the 
substitution  of  a  paper  currency  for  alver 
coins,  which  had  been  going  on  duringtha 
last  1 5  years,  and  so  lessening  the  require* 
ments  of  India  for  silver.  Having  beenia 
India,  and  officially  connected  with  some 
of  the  details  about  the  introdnction  of 
notes,  he  begged  to  explain  to  the  House 
that  when  he  was  at  the  head  of  the  mili- 
tary finance  of  India,  Mr.  Wilson,  to  vhoea 
abUity  he  bore  warm  testimony,  came 
out  as  Minister  of  Finance,  and  took 
great  interest  in  the  currency  of  India. 
At  that  date  there  was  but  little  or  no 
paper  currency  in  use  beyond  the  three 
Presidency  towns  of  Calcutta,  Madras* 
and  Bombay,  and  all  the  payments  made 
in  the  interior  were  dischai^ed  by  siiTer 
coins,  for  gold  was  entirely  locked  up, 
either  hoarded  or  in  ornaments;  tae 
cumbersome  nature  of  these  silver  pay- 
ments was  so  great  as  to  be  a  burden  to 
Government  and  an  obstruction  to  tradeiti 
Among  Mr.  Wilson's  plans  was  that  of 
a  paper  currency  for  India,  and  it  was  in- 
timately connected  with  the  present  silier 
question.  The  silver  currency  was  that 
one  of  the  greatest  difficulties  of  Indit, 
for  there  was  a  ereat  tendency  for  ooias 
to  get  into  out  of  the  way  places,  and  to 
be  collected  in  masses,  to  the  serious 
detriment  of  other  places,  often  deprived 
of  the  means  of  exchange  and  obliged  to 
resort  to  shells  in  some  places  u>r  an 
exchangeable  article.  Indeed,  one  of 
the  greatest  difficulties  of  the  Army  in 
India  was  in  their  guarding  the  silw 
in  its  transit  from  one  part  of  India  to 
another  distant  part ;  and  that  trouble- 
some duty  was,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Native  Ajmj",  a  cause  of  great  annoy- 
ance and  a  great  grievance,  and  had 
actually  constituted  one  of  the  elements 
that  led  to  the  Indian  Mutiny.  Well, 
Mr.  Wilson's  plans  had  for  their  object 
the  substitution  of  a  paper  currency  for 
asilverone,  and  when  thehon.  Member  for 
Orkney  (Mr.  Laing)  took  charge  of  the 
Indian  finances,  he  wisely  and  well  per- 
fected Mr.  Wilson*s  scheme,  and  suc- 
ceeded in  doing  away  with  the  operation 
of  shifting  the  silver  coins  from  one  part 
of  India  to  another,  so  that  the  large 
amounts  which  formerly  became  locked 
up  in  distant  localities,  thus  contributing 
to  multiply  the  value  and  quantity,  noir 
no  longer  existed.  The  paper  currency 
had  now  so  cut  down  the  silver  cir> 
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oolating  medium  that  it  had  been  stated 
that  night  to  be  only  about  half  the  value 
it  was  formerly  calculated  to  have  been. 
The  effect  of  the  paper  currency  had 
been  to  economize  the  use  of  silver  coins 
and  thereby  to  lessen  the  quantity  in 
nae,  and  to  diminish  the  necessity  for 
^  ailTer  in  payments.  Paper  notes  of 
Taried  denominations,  from  5  rupees 
to  10,000  rupee  notes,  had  been  manu- 
&otured,  and  though  the  quantities  in 
actual  circulation  on  any  given  date 
only  amounted  in  value  to  £12,000,000 
or  £13,000,000,  still  the  value  of  notes 
printed  and  used  in  the  year  was  quad- 
mpled,  so  that  the  use  of  notes,  and  the 
&oil]ties  afforded  by  the  Government 
in  exchanging  these  notes  for  silver 
ooins  in  any  of  the  circles,  irrespective 
of  the  leeal  right  to  have  them  cashed 
by  the  public  Treasuries  throughout  the 
whole  of  India,  had  so  largely  di- 
minished the  silver  coins  as  to  reduce 
the  circulation  by  one-half.  The  dimi- 
nution of  silver  imported  into  India  and 
tbe  relatively  small  extent  of  coinage  at 
the  Mints  of  India  proved  that  the 
eilTer  currency  had  been  decreased.  The 
eilTer  imports  being  mainly  used  for 
coinage,  the  people  had  probably 
melted  up  the  coins  for  the  ornaments 
whioh  were  so  extensively  used  by  the 
women  and  children  of  many  millions 
in  India.  He  contended  that  until  such 
time  as  the  necessary  amount  of  silver 
Ibr  ornaments  was  restored  to  the  people 
of  India  by  increased  imports,  so  long 
was  depreciation  in  that  commodity  sure 
to  continue.  This  demand  for  silver  im- 
ports could  only  be  created  by  the  increase 
in  the  trade  of  India,  especially  by  induc- 
ing exports  to  be  largely  augmented.  That 
ooold  be  effected  by  enabling  the  produce 
<}f  India  to  compete  with  the  products  of 
other  countries.  Freedom  from  Cus- 
toms and  taxes  and  cheapening  transport 
would  soon  raise  the  trade  of  India  on 
such  a  scale  as  to  need  a  much  larger 
currency  of  both  paper  and  silver,  as 
well  as  of  increased  imports  of  bullion, 
and  by  these  means  the  loss  now  suffered 
in  raising  funds  at  home  would  soon  be 
wiped  off*.  There  was  one  other  question 
wmch  required  to  be  noticed,  and  that 
was  in  respect  to  the  position  of  the 
Viceroy  and  Secretary  of  State.  He 
considered  the  claims  put  forward  from 
India  of  independence  of  the  Secretary 
of  Btate  ana  Parliament  were  out- 
rageousi  and  he  hoped  that  the  noble 


Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury), 
or  whoever  might  be  his  successor  in 
the  office  which  he  held,  would  exercise 
his  power  temperately,  but  firmly  to  cut 
down  that  extravagant  demand  which 
was  so  much,  in  his  opinion,  to  the  dis- 
credit of  our  Indian  administration. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  having  observed  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary  for 
India,  at  the  conclusion  of  his  clear  and 
eloquent  speech,  invited  the  assistance  of 
the  House  in  the  solution  of  the  many 
important  questions  on  which  he  had 
touched,  said,  he  wished  to  comply 
with  that  invitation  by  making  a  few 
remarks  on  that  especially  whidh  was 
connected  with  the  depreciation  of  silver, 
in  reference  to  which  some  able  and  in- 
structive speeches  had  been  made,  and 
in  particular  that  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett),  which  was 
so  clear  and  exhaustive  on  the  subject 
that  it  left  little  for  other  hon.  Members 
to  say  upon  it.  He  fully  appreciated 
the  cordial  recognition  given  by  the  noble 
Lord  to  the  labours  of  the  Committee  on 
the  depreciation  of  silver;  and  he  thought 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  Government 
would  best  show  their  sense  of  the  ser- 
vices which  had  been  rendered  by  that 
Committee  by  continuing,  if  it  was  in 
their  power,  the  inquiry  which  that  Com- 
mittee had  undertaken.  He  felt  sure 
that  the  noble  Lord,  who  showed  the 
greatest  interest — he  might  almost  say 
devotion — in  the  pursuit  of  the  investi- 
gation, would  take  steps  to  have  it  still 
further  carried  out  with  the  utmost  care 
by  means  of  examination  at  the  India 
Office  as  well  as  in  some  of  the  other 
Government  Departments.  Those  who 
had  read  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee 
would  have  seen  that  portion  of  their 
information  had  been  received  from 
foreign  sources,  and  especially  from 
America  and  Germany,  and  he  hoped 
our  Bepresentatives  all  over  Europe  as 
well  as  in  America  would  be  instructed 
to  continue  to  send  home  elaborate  and 
careful  Beports  with  respect  to  what  was 
being  done  in  connection  with  a  subject 
so  important.  In  dealing  with  it  it 
should  not  be  forgotten  that  there  were 
two  points  which  were  deserving  of  spe- 
cial attention — depreciation  and  fluctua- 
tion— and  that  a  great  many  of  the  evils 
which  we  had  to  deplore  in  the  matter 
resulted,  not  so  much  from  depreciation, 
but  from  the  constant  fluctuations  in  a 
commodity  which  Ixad  \)^^tl  xcl«A!^  q^^t  ^ 
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vast  area  the  standard  of  value.  That 
fluctuation,  then,  should  be  carefully 
watched,  because  it  must  be  regarded  as 
one  of  the  main  elements  in  guiding  the 
Government  as  to  the  measures  which 
they  sliould  adopt  in  the  present  emer- 
gency in  India.  Were,  for  instance,  the 
remedies  to  be  sought  from  that  country 
or  not  ?  Was  it  necessary  that  Govern- 
ment should  revise  their  contracts  with 
the  Indian  Civil  Service,  or  ought  such 
a  question  be  entertained  by  them  as  had 
been  mentioned  that  evening  already — 
the  revision  of  the  land  tax  ?  and  it 
would  be  matter  for  consideration  as  to 
whether  the  existing  depreciation  of 
silver  was  to  be  regarded  as  permanent, 
or  whether  we  might  expect  a  reaction. 
He  should  be  glad,  he  might  add,  to 
learn  whether  the  Government  had  in 
their  possession  any  Beports  from  Wash- 
ington as  to  the  steps  which  had  been 
taken  by  the  American  Gt)vemment  with 
regard  to  the  Bills  on  the  subject  of  a 
silver  currency  which  had  been  intro- 
duced into  their  Legislature.  If  the 
Government  had  received  any  despatches 
on  the  subject  from  their  Consuls  during 
the  last  six  months,  he  should  wish  to 
be  allowed  to  move  for  their  production. 
The  statistics  the  Committee  collected 
with  regard  to  produce  of  American 
minos  practically  ended  with  the  year 
1875.  They  had,  indeed,  further  infor- 
mation for  another  three  months  from  a 
gontloman  who  had  received  a  kind  of 
otlioious  authority  from  the  French  Go- 
vernment to  report  to  them  on  the  pro- 
duce of  these  celebrated  mines.  Her 
Majesty *s  Government  would,  however, 
be  able  to  continue  to  obtain  informa- 
tion on  this  vital  point,  and  the  produce 
of  these  mines  must  be  watched  with  the 
greatest  anxiety  if  we  wished  to  form  a 
correct  opinion  as  to  the  future  price  of 
silver.  It  had  been  stated  that  these 
mines  were  producing  half  in  gold  and 
half  in  silver,  and  attention  had  like- 
wise been  called  to  the  fact,  which  was 
of  paramount  importance,  that  the  mines 
were  alleged  to  pay  themselves  simply 
by  the  gold  which  they  produced,  and 
that  the  silver  was  practically  produced 
without  cost.  M.  \j(^u  Say,  the  French 
liLiuister  of  Finance,  had  drawn  the 
same  Ci^nclusions  from  that  fact,  as  the 
lion.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
had  done,  that  by  these  mines  being  able 
to  produce  silver  so  cheaply  they  could 
drive  all  other  mines  out  of  the  market. 

Mr,  GoBchen 


This  raised  the  second  question  wUdi 
he  would  venture  to  put  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  —  namely,  whether  ther 
would  endeavour  to  ascertain  what  effect 
the  great  fall  in  the  value  of  silver  had 
had  upon  its  production  in  Mexico,  South 
America,  and  other  countries  whn« 
there  were  silver  mines  ?  He  thought, 
on  the  whole,  that  possibly  sufficient  im- 
portance had  not  hitherto  been  attached 
to  this  question  of  the  effect  upon  other 
mines  than  these  American  mines  of  tiie 
great  fall  in  the  value  of  silver.  He 
should  say  that  if  the  prices  of  biItv 
remained  at  their  present  point  we  mut 
expect  to  see  a  decided  falling  off  in 
some  of  the  sources  of  supply.  Then, 
again,  it  would  be  interesting  to  knov 
what  progress  had  been  made  in  Ger- 
many with  regard  to  the  sale  of  the  ra^ 
plus  stocks.  We  knew  how  the  matter 
rested  up  to  the  end  of  June,  but  ererr 
month  must  throw  fresh  light  on  the 
subject,  and  therefore  he  should  be  glid 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
state  whether  they  had  any  further  in- 
formation on  the  subject.  From  Frtnce 
he  had  received  information  that  thej 
were  not  increasing  their  stock  of  silver 
in  the  Bank  of  France,  which  meant 
that  the  depreciation  of  silver  was  not 
producing  the  efiPect  of  driving  silver 
into  the  Bank  of  France  while  the  gold 
was  withdrawn.  From  this  fact  the 
French  drew  the  inference  that  then* 
was  no  great  surplus  stock  in  France. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  con- 
tinue to  give  their  ch)sest  attention  to 
this  subject,  and  would  keep  our  Em- 
bassies and  Ministers  abroad  up  to  the 
mark  in  reporting  upon  this  question. 
It  would  be  most  interesting  to  hon. 
Members  when  they  met  again  in  Feb- 
ruary to  know  they  had  g^t  the  latest 
and  most  authentic  information.  He 
would  now  advert  to  another  point- 
namely,  the  effect  of  the  fall  in  the 
price  of  silver  upon  the  trade  of  India. 
It  did  not  follow  that  a  depreciation  in 
the  fall  of  silver  or  a  great  increase  in 
the  production  of  silver  must  necessariJr 
be  an  evil  to  any  country,  from  the  foci 
that  the  discovery  of  a  valuable  commo- 
dity added  to  the  wealth  of  the  world. 
It  was  clear  we  should  only  be  able  to 
obtain  the  silver  now  produced  by  paying 
for  it  in  some  way  or  other ;  and  if  our 
trade  with  one  country  should  diminish 
we  might  look  for  the  development  of 
new  branches  of  trade  with  other  coon- 
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tries  resnltioff  from  the  remarkable  dis- 
ooreries  on  the  West  Coast  of  America. 
Already  a  new  trade  was  springing  up 
between  China  and  the  West  Coast  of 
America,  and  when  such  developments 
oocarred  this  country,  through  its  great 
eommercial  ascendancy,  always  managed 
to  secure  a  part  of  the  new  trade.  While, 
therefore,  our  manufacturers  and  mer- 
ehants  now  had  to  encounter  serious 
drawbacks,  compensation  might  be  in 
rtore  for  them  through  an  increase  of 
trade,  not,  indeed,  commensurate  with 
that  brought  about  by  the  discoveries  of 
gold,  but  commensurate  with  the  causes 
whic^  were  bringing  about  a  fall  in  the 
price  of  silver.  The  question  which 
naturally  arose  was  whether  this  fall 
had  reached  its  lowest  point  and  whether 
a  rise  might  be  expected  ?  Now,  his 
Colleagues  on  the  Committee  would  con- 
firm him  in  the  statement  that,  after  all 
their  deliberations,  they  had  failed  to 
arrive  at  any  conclusion  upon  that  point. 
The  fact  was  that  the  causes  were  so 
complicated  and  it  was  so  impossible 
to  measure  the  extent  to  which  they 
might  operate  that  he  would  be  a  bold 
man  who  ventured  upon  any  prophecy. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
was  hopeful,  and  looked  forward  to  a 
rise  in  the  price  of  silver  in  the  course  of 
this  year.  The  noble  Lord  spoke  some- 
what too  strongly  of  the  panic  which 
had  occurred,  because  he  (Mr.  Goschen) 
was  inclined  to  agree  that  the  causes 
'  now  at  work  justified  the  apprehensions 
which  were  felt  as  to  the  fall  in  silver. 
On  the  other  hand,  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  seemed  to  draw  the  picture 
in  very  dark  colours.  For  himself,  he 
wished  to  be  excused  from  giving  any 
opinion  as  to  whether  silver  was  likely 
to  fall  or  rise ;  but  he  should  like  to  add 
one  or  two  considerations  to  those  enu- 
merated in  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee. 
As  regarded  the  causes  which  were  hos- 
tile to  the  value  of  silver,  it  might  be 
assumed  that,  except  as  to  the  extent  to 
which  the  silver  mines  in  America  might 
yield  increased  amounts,  we  now  knew 
the  worst.  We  knew  the  worst  also  as 
regarded  the  drafts  of  the  Indian  Go- 
Temment  upon  India,  and  the  policy 
which  had  been  announced  secured  this 
advantage  from  the  disturbed  relations 
between  gold  and  silver  in  India — 
namely,  that  the  Gt)vemment  had  been 
ohlig^  to  face  the  question  of  Indian 
expenditure  in  a   bold  manner  which 


would  lead  to  permanent  results.  As  to 
Germany,  we  knew  approximately  the 
amount  of  silver  there.  The  action  of 
I  the  Latin  Union  and  of  those  States 
which  still  had  a  silver  currency  in 
Europe  was  an  open  question ;  but 
should  silver  rise,  or  should  things  not 
grow  worse,  there  seemed  to  be  no  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  those  Govern- 
ments to  substitute  a  gold  for  a  silver 
currency.  In  the  French  Chambers, 
where  the  subject  had  been  repeatedly 
debated,  the  Minister  of  Finance  was  in 
favour  of  an  expectant  attitute,  but  on 
the  whole  argued  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  double  standard ;  and  there  did 
not  seem  to  be  even  a  strong  proba- 
bility of  the  substitution  of  gold  for 
silver  entirely.  The  French  Minister  of 
Finance  made  a  pregnant  observation 
upon  the  difference  between  the  fluctua- 
tion in  silver  and  the  depreciation  of 
silver,  pointing  out  that  the  mere  fall  in 
value  was  no  argument  against  main- 
taining the  system  of  a  double  currency 
to  which  they  were  attached  in  France, 
though  it  might  require  a  re-considera- 
tion of  the  legal  relation  between  gold 
and  silver.  He  (Mr.  Goschen)  offered  no 
opinion  upon  the  value  of  this  argument. 
He  simply  pointed  to  it  as  an  indication 
that  there  did  not  seem  to  be  any  imme- 
diate fear  that  the  French  Government 
would  take  steps  to  demonetize  silver. 
The  supplies  were  very  large,  but  the 
removals  to  the  purchasing  countries 
had  been  very  considerable.  These  were 
causes  strongly  operating  on  this  ques- 
tion and  amply  accounting  for  and  justi- 
fying the  alarm  and  the  fall  that  had 
occurred.  They  must  turn  to  the  consi- 
derations which  were  on  the  other  side 
—  namely,  the  circumstances  which 
might  be  expected  to  influence  the  price 
of  silver  in  the  other  direction ;  but  there 
they  had  this  difficulty — they  knew  but 
little.  They  knew  there  were  a  number 
of  indefinite  causes  which  might  produce 
a  rise  in  the  price  of  silver,  but  they 
were  less  able  to  measure  them.  Before 
he  dealt  specially  with  the  case  of  India 
he  would  point  to  the  enormous  area 
over  which  the  silver  currency  existed, 
and  which  might  have  a  capacity  for  ab- 
sorbing silver  which  they  were  unable 
to  gauge.  He  thought  there  could  be 
no  better  illustration  of  the  chances  of 
recovery  in  silver  than  what  had,  as 
he  was  informed,  recently  occurred  in 
China.    There,  quite  an  \iiieix<g«cXi^  ^^* 
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mand  for  silver  had  arisen  within  the 
last  few   days.      Great   speculation    in 
silver  which  no  one  had  foreseen  had 
arisen,  and  he  was  told  that  while  here 
there  had  been  such  a  glut  of  silver  that 
everybody  was  Edarmed,  in  China  there 
was  a  panic  with  regard  to  the  inability 
of  procuring  sufficient  silver  to  purchase 
the  silk  at  enhanced  prices.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  spoke — and  it  was 
one  of  the  most  interesting  parts  of  his 
X  speech — of  the  effect  which  the  fall  in 
the  value  of  silver  would  have  on  the 
export  trade  of  India,   and  he  traced 
very  clearly  how  a  fall  in  silver  en- 
couraged export,  and  how  that  would 
greatly  tend  to  increase  the   price   of 
commodities  in  India,  and  that  then  the 
cause  would  cease  to  operate  and  the 
finances  of  India  would  be  left  in  a  de- 
plorable condition.    But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  complete  his  argument, 
for  he  should   have  pointed  out  that 
the  increased  flow  of  silver  from  Eng- 
land to  India  would  produce  a  rise  in 
the  price  of  silver  in  England.     There- 
fore, while  the  export  trade  was  being 
developed,  so  also  in  this  country  there 
would  be  a  rise  in  the  price  of  silver  as 
a  result.     This  would  necessitate  the 
employment  of  a  larger  amount  of  silver 
in  this  country,  and  the  consequence  was 
that  cause  and  effect  would  re-act  upon 
each  other.     Already,  it  seemed,  natural 
causes  were  beginning  to  operate ;  and 
he  warned  the  Government  and  the  pub- 
lic that  no  measures  were  more  detri- 
mental in  restoring  the  price  of  silver 
than    any  courses    tending  to  operate 
against  silver.     Speaking  of  the  rise  of 
price  in  India,  he  would  add  that  there 
were  some  points  on  which  he  hoped  the 
Government  would   collect  information 
during  the  Recess.     That  was  one  of  the 
points  on  which  the  Report  was  weakest, 
for  the  Committee  could  not  collect  the 
necessary  materials  in  the  time  at  their 
disposal.     It  would  be  curious  to  observe 
what  the  effect  of  the  results  of  the  past 
four  years  had  been  in  connection  with 
the  fall  of  the  price  of  silver  in  India. 
He  had  seen  statistics  which  seemed  to 
indicate  that  prices  had  by  no  means 
risen   anything   like  the   proportion  in 
which  silver  had  fallen  in  this  country. 
It  was  most  unlikely  that  such  should  be 
the  case.     The  fall  was  distributed  over 
so  wide  an  area  that  the  rise  could  not 
be  otherwise  than  very  gradual.     The 
Question  of  the  rise  in  prices  in  India 

J/r,  Goschcn 


would  be  one  to  which  the  OoreraiDent 
must  give  special  and  peculiar  attention. 
It  had  been  argued  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible or  difficult  to  impose  any  freeh 
taxes  on  India  or  to  increase  existing 
ones.  But  if  prices  rose  the  lyots  and 
other  producers  would  receive  increased 
prices  for  their  articles  and  be  able  to 
pay  increased  taxes  in  the  same  propor- 
tion. From  every  point  of  view,  how- 
ever, the  question  of  the  adjustment  of 
prices  in  India  was  one  which  demanded 
the  closest  attention  of  the  Oovemment. 
That  there  was  an  emergency  no  one 
who  had  followed  the  course  of  events  or 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Loid 
could  doubt.  The  noble  Lord  hadshovn 
clearly  its  effect  on  the  revenues  of  Indii, 
on  the  tribute  paid  to  this  country  on  sti- 
aries,  &c.  About  the  £15, 000, 000  paid  an- 
nually by  India  to  this  country  he  wished 
to  say  a  word.  No  part  of  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Lord  was  more  interesting 
than  that  which  analyzed  the  mode  in 
which  thatheavy  charge  was  raised  and  the 
effect  it  produced  on  the  finances  of  the 
Gt)vemment.  He  showed  how  great  a 
portion  of  that  charge  had  arisen  firom 
guaranteed  railways  and  from  advances 
made  to  the  Government  for  public 
works.  From  this  subject  he  (Mr. 
Gt)schen)  believed  a  useful  moral  might 
be  drawn  for  the  guidance  of  Govern- 
ments generally.  The  Indian  Govern- 
ment believed  it  was  embarking  in  a 
simple  transaction  of  lending  for  which 
it  would  receive  a  good  return.  It  raised 
money  in  this  country,  and  expected  a 
return  for  it  in  India.  It  did  not  foresee 
that  the  operation,  which  lay  somewhat 
beyond  the  necessary  functions  of  a  Go- 
vernment, would  entail  in  the  end  a  vast 
loss  upon  the  Indian  Exchequer.  That, 
however,  was  the  result,  a  large  debt  which 
had  been  contracted  in  gold  having  to 
be  paid  by  a  country  that  produced  onlr 
silver.  The  Government  should  resist 
the  constant  tendency  that  there  was  for 
them  to  step  beyond  their  proper  func- 
tion, and  to  embark  in  undertakings 
of  almost  a  commercial  character ;  and, 
indeed,  there  was  now  a  sort  of  unde^ 
taking  that  no  further  addition  in  this 
direction  should  be  made  beyond  what 
was  absolutely  necessary  for  extraordi- 
nary works.  Borrowing  had  been  men- 
tioned, but  he  did  not  think  that  thej 
could  overcome  the  difficulty  into  which 
they  had  got  by  borrowing  even  upon  a 
larger  scale.     He  would  not  criticize  in 
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•ay  luMtile  spirit  the  raiBine  of  the  loan 
of  £4,000,000 ;  but  he  coiUd  not  allow 
that  the  raising  of  this  loan  had  any- 
thing more  than  a  mere  temporary  effect, 
and  that  its  natural  tendency  would  be 
to  check  the  natural  causes  that  were 
now  beginning  to  cause  a  fall  in  the 
price  of  silver.  The  noble  Lord  very 
properly  described  it  as  an  artificial 
means  of  keeping  up  the  exchanges  for 
{he  time  beiug ;  but  he  used  dangerous 
language  when  he  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment wished  to  maintain  the  exchanges 
in  order  to  avoid  a  perturbation  in  com- 
merce. The  recovery,  he  believed,  had 
not  occurred  in  consequence  of  that  loan, 
but  in  consequence  of  the  great  demand 
Jbr  silver  wluch  had  sprung  up  in  con- 
sequence of  the  cheapness  of  produce. 
The  noble  Lord  had  referred  very  briefly 
to  a  remedy  which  appeared  to  be  in 
ooneiderable  favour  in  very  influential 
quarters — namely,  the  limitation  of  the 
coining  of  rupees.  When  Parliament 
■eparated  it  was  very  possible  that  the 
demand  for  that  remedy  might  be  re- 
Tived,  for  it  had  been  advocated  in 
•everal  Chambers  of  Commerce.  The 
object  of  limiting  the  manufacture  of 
rupees  was  clearly  to  maintain  the  ex- 
changee— that  was  to  say,  to  give  those 
who  already  possessed  or  had  a  claim  to 
coined  rupees  a  monopoly  which  the 
holdera  of  other  silver  had  not.  What 
would  be  the  result  of  that  ?  He  could 
fimcy  that  the  Indian  Council  might  say 
•—he  trusted  they  would  not — **  We  are 
in  this  position.  We  have  claims  on 
India  to  the  extent  of  £15,000,000  ster- 
ling in  coined  rupees.  India  owes  us 
this  money,  and  must  pay  it,  not  in 
silTor,  but  in  coined  rupees.  If,  there- 
fore, no  further  rupees  are  coined,  we 
shall  keep  up  the  price  of  the  article  of 
which  we  have  this  monopoly."  The 
Indian  Oovemment,  or  the  Home  Go- 
Temment,  or  the  holders  of  the  debt, 
might,  therefore,  appear  to  have  a  mo- 
mentary advantage  in  maintaining  the 
rupee  at  that  price.  A  large  number  of 
Manchester  or  other  manufacturers  might 
be  in  precisely  the  same  position  ;  they 
might  have  large  sums  owing  to  them  in 
India  for  the  goods  they  had  sold,  and 
the  amount  due  to  them  would  have  to 
be  paid  in  coined  rupees.  Consequently, 
if  by  any  means  the  value  of  the  coined 
rupee  must  be  maintained,  they  would  re- 
oeive  in  return  that  to  which  an  artificial 
Tidue  had  been  given — namely,  a  piece  of 


coined  sUver.  But  to  limit  the  coinage 
of  silver  would  practically  be  to  de- 
monetize silver  as  a  metal ;  and  then  all 
those  in  India  who  had  debts  to  pay 
could  only  obtain  coined  rupees  with 
which  to  pay  them  by  buying  them  at  a 
constantly  enhancing  price  from  those 
who  possessed  them.  They  could  not 
discontinue  the  coining  of  rupees  without 
providing  some  currency;  and  what 
would  that  currency  be  ?  Could  India  be 
left  without  those  means  of  legal  tender 
which  every  country  required  ?  In  France 
and  Holland  there  was  a  double  standard, 
so  that  if  those  who  owed  money  were 
unable  to  get  their  silver  coined,  they 
could  not  get  their  gold  coined.  But 
that  would  not  be  the  position  of  India 
— at  all  events,  at  present.  There  were 
powerful  advocates  of  the  introduction 
of  a  gold  currency  into  India ;  but  he 
had  never  seen  any  practical  mode  sug- 
gested for  carrying  it  out.  The  interest- 
ing process  which  had  been  going  on  in 
Germany  since  1871  in  connection  with 
a  change  of  currency  might  afford  them 
a  very  instructive  lesson  on  that  subject. 
The  difficulties  of  that  operation  had 
been  enormous  in  Germany,  and  must 
be  far  greater  in  a  country  like  India. 
Germany  was  close  to  all  the  gold  mar- 
kets of  Europe,  was  in  constant  banking 
relations  with  its  neighbours,  and  had  a 

Eopulation  more  or  less  accustomed  to 
anking  expedients,  which  all  facilitated 
such  a  transaction  as  that.  India  was 
in  an  entirely  diflerent  position.  But, 
further,  if  it  were  put  to  the  intelligent 
majority  in  Germany  whejher  they  had 
gained  by  the  substitution  of  gold  for 
silver,  he  doubted  whether  the  answer 
would,  on  the  whole,  be  in  the  affirma- 
tive. What  the  advocates  of  those 
changes  of  currency  looked  to  was  what 
might  be  called  the  international  cur- 
rency, or  the  means  of  settling  the  great 
mercantile  transactions  between  one 
country  and  another.  But  the  currency 
had  an  equal  important  function  in- 
ternally, and  they  had  to  consider,  not 
only  whether  the  trade  of  India  with 
other  countries  would  be  facilitated  by 
the  adoption  of  a  gold  currency,  but 
what  would  be  the  feelings  of  the  popu- 
lation of  India  in  having  gold  instead  of 
silver.  In  Germany  and  France  it  was 
certain  that  the  great  bulk  of  the  popu- 
lation preferred  silver  to  gold,  and  it 
would,  he  thought,  be  found  that  in 
coimtries  with  amall  \a\^OT\Qi\^  -^^^^ 
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tions  a  silver  curreifcy  was  always  most 
acceptable.  He  could  conceive  no  policy 
more  unsound  or  inexpedient  than  that 
a  change  of  currency  should  be  forced 
upon  a  country  which  did  not  desire  it. 
There  was  scarcely  a  country  in  the  East 
in  which  the  people  were  not  accustomed 
to  a  silver  currency  and  in  which  it 
would  be  a  dangerous  experiment  to 
force  a  change  from  silver  to  gold.  The 
financial  difficulties  attending  such  a 
change  would  be  enormous.  Germany 
began  by  amassing,  through  the  power 
which  the  payment  of  an  enormous  in- 
demnity gave  her,  an  immense  stock  of 
gold.  Then  came  the  question  at  what 
rate  the  exchange  took  place  from  silver 
to  gold,  so  that  in  the  transaction  no 
injustice  would  be  done  to  debtor  and 
creditor.  The  exchange  was  finally  set- 
tled at  15J — that  was,  the  vsdue  of  silver 
relatively  to  gold  was  taken  at  15}-,  and 
contracts  that  were  made  in  the  one 
standard  were  made  legal  in  the  other. 
By  the  fall  in  the  value  of  silver  the 
German  Government  had  sustained  a 
great  loss  in  the  operation.  Although 
the  exchange  of  silver  was  now  17},  they 
were  now  obliged  to  give  gold  at  the  ex- 
change of  15}.  At  what  rate,  he  asked, 
would  the  gold  standard  be  introduced 
in  India  ?  Was  the  rupee  to  be  taken  at 
1«.  \0d.  or  2*.,  for  this  would  make  an 
enormous  difference  on  a  circulation  of 
£100,000,000,  and  the  loss  would  be 
still  greater  by  the  fall  in  price  which 
tlie  operation  would  occasion  in  India  as 
it  did  in  Germany  ?  The  proportions  of 
the  question -were  gigantic,  and  it  de- 
served the  grave  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  before  any  de- 
cision was  finally  arrived  at.  There  was 
one  other  point  to  which  he  wished  to  call 
attention.  There  was  at  the  present 
moment  a  gr<^at  plethora  of  gold  in  tlie 
Banks  of  England  and  France,  but  that 
had  not  always  been  the  case,  and  he 
would  be  a  bold  man  who  would  with- 
draw silver  from  that  partnership  with 
gold,  by  means  of  which  a  sufficient 
8upi)ly  was  furnished  to  do  the  curren(;y 
for  the  whole  globe.  The  Germans  had 
the  great  advantages  which  the  depres- 
sion of  trade  gave  them  at  a  moment 
when  they  were  making  their  conver- 
sion. "We  had  seen,  he  might  add,  the 
results  of  a  great  increase  in  the  supply 
of  gold,  but  we  had  not  seen  what  the 
results  would  be  of  the  withdrawal  of  a 
large  mass  of  money  from  the  currency 

Mr,  Goschen 


of  the  world.  There  appMred  to  him  to 
be  considerations  which,  disposed  of  the 
expediency  of  such  an  immense  open- 
tion  as  the  adoption  of  a  gold  cnxrciKT 
in  India;  and  he  trusted  the  Ooreni- 
ment  would  speak  with  no  uncertaii 
sound  on  the  matter,  as  any  iDiuioB 
with  regard  to  it  would  only  tend  further 
to  disturb  a  market  which  was  alretdj 
so  agitated.  Both  in  this  country  ud 
in  India  it  was  better  to  bear  flueta- 
ations  than  to  take  a  step  which  it  would 
be  difficult  to  retrace  and  which  might 
produce  evils  the  result  of  which  it  vis 
impossible  to  foresee.  He  was  quite 
satisfied  with  the  declarations  of  the 
noble  Lord,  made,  he  hoped,  on  the  put 
of  the  Government,  on  the  subject,  and 
was  glad  of  the  opportunity  whioh  had 
been  afforded  of  discussing  the  matter, 
so  that  during  the  Hecess  no  miBConcep- 
tion  could  exist. 

Mr.  GEANT  duff  congratulated 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  on  having  made, 
under  painful  and  exceptional  circum- 
stances, a  statement  about  Indian  finance, 
as  satisfactory  as  the  language  in  which 
it  was  expressed  was  clear  and  gracefoL 
He  must  also  congratulate  him  on  the 
discussion  which  a  few  days  ago  oocnxred 
in  **  another  place,"  which  proved  clenly 
that  if  a  distinguished  public  man  who 
had  lately  returned  from  serving  hit 
country  in  India  had  been  in  a  poaitioa 
to  hold  once  a- week  a  conversation  with 
the  Secretary  of  State,  the  divergence  of 
view  between  those  two  eminent  men 
would  be  found  to  have  been  very  small 
indeed,  and  that  there  was  no  desire  to 
establish  between  the  Government  at 
home  and  that  in  India  relations  which 
must  sooner  or  later  end  in  national  ca- 
lamity. Passing  to  another  subject,  he 
agreed  to  a  great  extent  with  the  gene- 
ral conclusions  to  which  some  of  the  Lan- 
cashire Representatives  who  had  ad- 
dressed the  House  had  come ;  bat  he 
thought  they  would  have  shown  more  of 
tlie  wisdom  of  the  serpent  if  they  had 
argued  thoir  case  from  the  Indian  and 
not  from  the  English  side.  He  objected 
to  drawing  a  sharp  line,  as  had  been 
donp  by  one  speaker,  between  the  inte- 
rests of  England  and  of  India.  These 
interests  were  far  indeed  from  being 
necessarily  antagonistic,  or  anything 
like  it.  He  could  not  pretend  to  hare 
more  interest  in  Lancashire  than  in  anv 
other  county  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
but  he  had  a  very  strong  interest  m  In- 
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dia;  and,  looking  at  the  matter  from  the 
Indian  eide,  he  wished  to  see  the  gra- 
dual disappearance  not  only  of  the  cotton 
duties,  but  of  all  Indian  import  and  ex- 
port duties  whateVer.  Of  course,  in  the 
present  state  of  affairs,  the  Indian  Ex- 
chequer could  not  be  asked  to  part  with 
nj  source  of  revenue  whatever,  good 
cr  bad;  but  when  better  times  came, 
lie  trusted  that  Indian  financiers  would 
Steadily  keep  in  view  two  objects  of  pa- 
immount  importance,  the  equalization  of 
tlie  salt  tax,  and  the  gradual  abolition 
of  Oustoms  duties.  He  deeply  regp:^tted 
the  agitation  which  had  led  to  the  giving 

S  of  the  income  tax.  He  should  have 
ed  to  have  seen  the  income  tax  kept 
•t  2  per  cent,  and  used  for  the  attain- 
ment of  that  end.  It  was  very  unfortu- 
nate that  we  had  allowed  our  Colonies  to 
wander  so  far  as  they  had  done  from  the 
paths  of  free  trade.  He  knew,  of  course, 
that  circumstances  had  been  very  ad- 
Terse  when  we  had  allowed  our  Colonies 
to  do  so ;  but  our  relations  to  India  were 
not  the  same  as  our  relations  to  our  Co- 
lonies, and  it  would  be  truly  deplorable 
if,  because  a  little  temporary  inconveni- 
enoe  might  be  caused,  we  were  not  stea- 
dily to  keep  in  view  the  freeing  of  In- 
dian trade  m>m  all  shackles.  That  was  a 
goal  to  which  we  should  continually  tend, 
if  without  haste,  yet  without  rest. 

LoBD  GEOEQE  HAMILTON  said, 
the  tone  of  the  debate  being  so  much  in 
&TOur  of  the  policy  of  the  Government, 
he  should  not  detain  the  House  by  any 
lengthened  speech  in  reply  to  the  sug- 
gestions and  criticisms  that  had  been 
offered.  He  assured  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Gt)schen)  that  his  sugges- 
tions would  receive  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  Gt)vemment.  With 
respect  to  his  noble  Friend's  (Lord 
Salisbury's)  action  in  reference  to  the 
Indian  tariff  he  could  assure  the  House 
that  it  was  not  any  imperious  dictation 
to  the  Indian  Gt)vemment,  but  was  ne- 
oessitated  by  the  fact  that  his  despatch 
disapproving  of  the  principles  of  that 
tariff  did  not  arrive  in  India  until  after 
the  tariff  had  been  adopted  by  the  Go- 
Temor  General's  Council,  and  had  the 
JSecretary  of  State  sanctioned  it  he  would 
have  been  in  the  position  of  supporting  a 
measure  of  which  he  did  not  approve. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Staley- 
bridge  (Mr.  Sidebottom)  would  not  press 
Ms  Sesolution,  for  it  was  impossible,  un- 
ifit  the  present  circumstances,  to  dispense 


with  duties  that  produced  a  revenue  of 
£800,000  a-year.  He  agreed  with  many 
of  the  views  expressed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett),  who  was 
justified  in  suggesting  the  curtailment  of 
public  works  whifch  were  to  be  con- 
structed by  means  of  loans,  and  he  fully 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  in  his 
condemnation  of  borrowing  for  the  con- 
struction of  such  works  in  this  country. 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
an  abstract  Hesolution,  and  although  he 
thought  it  went  in  the  right  direction, 
the  danger  was  that  circumstances  might 
arise  which  could  not  be  foreseen,  and 
the  abstract  Hesolution,  if  adopted, 
might  seriously  embarrass  the  action  of 
the  Government.  He  therefore  hoped  it 
would  not  be  pressed  to  a  division. 

Mr.  SIDEBOTTOM  said,  after  the 
appeal  of  the  noble  Lord  he  would  not 
move  his  Resolution. 

Colonel  JERVIS,  who  had  on  the 
Paper  an  Amendment  on  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's (Mr.  Fawcett' s)  Amendment, 
said,  he  would  not  move  it  at  that  late 
hour,  but  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
consider  the  subject  with  which  it  dealt 
during  the  Hecess. 

Mr.  fawcett  said,  after  the  appeal 
which  had  been  made  to  him  by  the  Un- 
der Secretary  for  India  he  should  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Matter  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hesolvedf  That  it  appears  by  the  Accounts  laid 
before  this  House  that  the  total  Revenue  of 
India  for  the  year  ending  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1875  was  £50,570,171 ;  the  charges  in  India,  in- 
cluding the  collection  of  the  Revenue,  Interest 
on  Debt,  and  Public  Works  ordinary,  were 
£40,760,583 ;  the  charges  in  England  (including 
£1,595,878,  the  value  of  Stores  supplied  to 
India)  were  £8,245,829 ;  the  Guaranteed  Inte- 
rest on  the  Capital  of  Railway  and  other  Com- 
panies, in  India  and  in  England,  deducting  net 
Traffic  Receipts,  was  £1,244,562,  making  a  total 
charge  for  the  same  year  of  £50,250,974 ;  and 
there  was  an  excess  of  Income  over  Expenditure 
in  that  year  amounting  to  £319,197 ;  that  the 
charge  for  Public  Works  extraordinary  was 
£2,249,571,  and  that,  including  that  charge, 
the  excess  of  Expenditure  over  Income  was 
£3,930,374. 

Eesolutipn  to  he  reported  ro-morrouj. 


NORWICH  AND  BOSTON  (CORRUPT 

VOTERS)  BILL— [Bill  244.] 

(J/r.  Attorney  General^  Mr.  Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  INGEAM  said,  he  considered  it 
a  hardship  that  certain  men  had  been 
selected  for  punishment,  while  others, 
who  were  the  principals,  were  allowed 
to  go  scot  free.  He  should  like  to  know 
the  reasons  which  had  induced  the  Go- 
vernment to  adopt  this  course  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  said, 
the  Bill  had  been  introduced  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Eeport  of  the  Commis- 
sioners appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
cases  of  the  borough  of  Boston  and  the 
city  of  Norwich.  All  that  this  Bill  pro- 
posed to  do  with  regard  to  Boston  was 
to  disfranchise  the  scheduled  persons  for 
seven  years.  With  respect  to  Norwich 
the  Commissioners  reported  that  corrupt 
practices  prevailed  at  the  elections  of 
1874  and  1875,  and  that  a  great  number 
of  voters  were  colourably  employed. 
But  at  no  other  election  since  1860  had 
corrupt  practices  extensively  prevailed. 
Therefore,  the  Government  thought  the 
case  would  be  met  by  providing  that  no 
frosh  writ  should  issue  for  Norwich 
during  the  present  Parliament,  and  that 
those  persons  whoso  names  were  sche- 
duled should  be  unable  to  vote  for  a 
Member  of  Parliament  for  seven  years. 

Mr.  COLMAN  said,  ho  should  not 
at  that  late  hour  of  the  evening,  or  he 
niiglit  say  at  that  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, delay  the  House  by  making  more 
than  a  few  remarks  before  going  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill.  He  was  glad 
tliat  tlie  task  he  had  to  perform  was  a 
simple  one.  Ho  had  placed  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper ;  but  he  thought 
after  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral,  in  reference  to  the  Bill  before  the 
House,  it  would  not  be  necessary  for 
him  to  say  very  much.  But  he  wished 
just  to  point  out  in  reference  to  the 
Norwich  elections  that  though  some 
rather  questionable  circumstances  had 
happened  in  tliat  city,  there  were  some 
boroughs  which  w«*re  comparatively  free 
from  much  political  excitement  that 
might  be  contrasted  with  Norwich  with- 
out much  disparagement  to  the  city 
ho    represented.      Certainly    it    might 
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be  said  that  there  were  some  txom- 
tional  causes  in  Norwich  owing  to  unt 
strong  personal  feeling  that  existed  is 
reference  to  one  of  the  candidates.  He 
said  this,  not  to  excuse  anything  thtt 
had  happened  of  an  improper  nston, 
but  rather  to  explain  some  of  tht 
exciting  scenes  that  had  been  Immght 
before  the  country  in  the  Beport  of  tbe 
Commissioners.  The  hon.  and  lesnwd 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  Oenersl  had 
said  that  the  Eeportof  the  Oommissionen 
came  to  this — and  he  (Mr.  Colman),  for 
one,  frankly  expressed  his  regret  for  it 
— that  at  the  last  two  elections  in  Nor- 
wich, there  was,  according  to  the  phrase 
used  by  the  Commissioners,  "colourable 
employment."  Now,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  bear  in  mind  the  fact  that 
the  cost  of  an  election  was,  perhaps,  a 
rough,  but,  at  the  same  time,  a  reiT 
good  test  of  its  purity,  and  that  whet 
they  found  a  very  costly  election,  thej 
might  be  pretty  sure  that  something 
had  been  going  on  that  ought  not  to 
have  been.  He  was  not  there  to  say 
that  the  elections  in  Norwich  had  bees 
conducted  with  economy — he  was  afraid 
they  had  not ;  but  he  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  quote  some  figures 
which  he  had  culled  from  Parliamentaiy 
Beturns,  and  in  doing  so  he  would  re- 
frain from  mentioning  the  names  of  the 
places  to  which  the  figures  referred,  a> 
he  did  not  wish  to  say  an3'thing  that 
might  lead  to  unnecessary  discussion. 
There  was  a  borough  containing  23,000 
voters  —  and  he  might  here  say  that 
something  turned  on  the  size  of  a  con- 
stituency— in  which  the  money  spent  on 
behalf  of  the  different  candidates  ave- 
raged Ss.  lOd.  per  voter.  In  another 
containing  a  constituency  of  20.000,  the 
average  per  voter  was  9s.  id,  ;  in  a  third, 
with  a  constituency  of  7,000,  where 
there  were  two  candidates,  the  cost  irai 
11«.  3(/.  per  head ;  in  a  fourth,  with  a 
constituency  of  23,000,  the  expenditure 
was  1 3«.  9rf.  per  voter  ;  in  a  fifth,  where 
there  were  6,000  voters,  the  cost  uas 
1 6s.  2d.  per  head ;  and  in  another 
borough,  with  not  much  over  that  num- 
ber of  constituents,  the  cost  was  23«.per 
voter.  Well,  after  these  figures  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  expenses  at  Norwich.  In  that 
city  the  cost  was  put  at  11#.  Sd.  per 
voter ;  but  in  this  case  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  the  expenses  were  calcu- 
lated not  merely  on  the  pubHshed  Be* 
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temiy  bat  alao  on  the  outside  payments 
that  liad  been  brought  before  tne  Eoyal 
Oommisaioners.  With  regard  to  these 
oolnde  payments  he  heard  of  them  else- 
where. 8ome  hon.  Members  of  that 
Househad  told  him  that  in  their  boroughs 
and  among  their  constituencies  they 
knew  nothing  of  these  outside  payments, 
cr  that  if  they  were  brought  before  them 
they  refused  to  pay;  but  there  were 
nlaeee  where  the  outside  claims  were 
nown  and  acknowledged,  and  he  must 
•xpress  a  hope  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  in  any  Bill  he  might 
hring  in  at  any  future  time  in  reference 
to  corrupt  practices,  would  turn  his  at- 
tention to  liiis  point.  His  late  Colleague 
(Baron  Huddleston),  who  had  gone  out 
of  the  sphere  of  that  House  to  a  serener 
one,  had  explained  before  the  Commis- 
■ioners  the  dilhculty  in  which  candidates 
were  placed.  He  pointed  out  that  an 
agent  came  and  explained  that  such  and 
mch  debts  had  been  incurred  on  his  be- 
half by  a  friend.  Well,  it  was  to  be 
hoped  that  the  House  would  enact  such 
\Km%  that  instead  of  these  charges  being 
met  as  debts  of  honour  which  the  candi- 
dates were  bound  to  pay,  they  should 
be  regarded  as  debts  of  dishonour,  and 
in  that  case  the  country  would  get  rid 
of  a  great  deal  of  corruption.  He  had 
already  given  figures  showing  that  Nor- 
wieh  was  not  tq  be  looked  upon  as  the 
only  black  spot  on  the  electoral  purity 
of  the  country ;  but  he  wished,  before 
iitting  down,  to  give  another  instance 
to  show  what  could  be  done  where  the 
oandidates  made  up  their  minds  to  have 
an  election  conducted  purely.  He  would 
x«fer  to  a  case  of  a  constituency  of  46,000, 
where  the  average  cost  per  voter  was  only 
1«.  \0d,\  to  another  where  there  were 
36,700  voters,  and  the  cost  was  \s,  94. 
per  head;  and  to  a  third,  where  the 
Toters  numbered  18,650,  and  the  average 
ooet  was  only  \b,  2^d.  per  head.  The 
last-mentioned  case  showed  such  a  credit- 
able state  of  affairs  that  he  thought  he 
might  in  this  particular  instance  break 
the  rule  he  had  laid  down  for  himself 
and  state  that  the  borough  which  had 
the  honour  of  conducting  its  elections  as 
cheaply  as  any  in  England  was  the 
borough  of  Oldham.  He  would  not 
trouble  the  House  with  any  lengthened 
remarks.  He  had  already  presented 
PetitionB  £rom  some  of  his  constituents, 
who  considered  that  their  case  really  re- 
qnired  some  attention,  and  he  had  simply 

VOL.  OCXXXT.     [thjbd  sebibs.] 


to  say  on  their  behalf  that  whilst  ad- 
mitting frankly  that  Mr.  Commissioner 
M'Mahon  agreed  substantially  with  the 
Eeport  of  the  other  Commissioners,  there 
were  among  his  constituents  those  who 
entertained  a  doubt  whether  he  would 
have  agreed  with  them  as  to  the  precise 
names  that  had  been  put  into  the 
Schedule,  or  as  to  some  of  those  that  had 
been  omitted  from  it.  He  had  presented 
Petitions  from  some  who  thought  that 
their  case  was  one  of  peculiar  hardship. 
He  had  only  to  say  that  he  fully  appre- 
ciated the  manner  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  treated  this  question.  They 
had  not  been  disposed  to  deal  harshly 
with  a  constituency  that  had  not  hitherto 
been  very  favourable  to  them ;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  constituency  he  repre- 
sented might  hereafter  have  the  high 
honour  of  being  pointed  out  as  one  of 
those  amongst  whom  elections  were  con- 
ducted cheaply  and  purely. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported; as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morroto. 


HouM  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF    L0ED8, 
Friday^  nth  August,  1876. 

MINTJTES.]— Public  Bills— jyr^^  Reading-^ 
Bow  Street  PoHce  Court  Site  •  (228) ;  Ex- 
piring Laws  Continuance*  (229);  Sheriflf 
Courts  (Scotland)  •  (222) ;  Consolidated  Fund 
(Appropriation)  .• 

Second  Reading — Companies  Acts  (1862  and 
1867)  Amendment  (218)';  Legal  Practi- 
tioners* (220);  Suez  Canal  (Shares)*  (221) ; 
War  Department  and  Post  Office  (Remunera- 
tion, &c.)  *  (219). 

Committee — Report — Municipal  Privileges  fire- 
land)*  (211);  Police  (Expenses)  Act  Con- 
tinuance* (212);  Tramways  (L^land)  Acts 
Amendment  (Dublin)  *  (213). 

J2tfpor^— Elementary  Education  ♦  (226) ;  Pollu- 
tion of  Rivers  *  (227). 

Royal  Assefit — Nullum  Tempus  (Ireland)  [39  & 
40  Viet.  c.  37] ;  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance 
[39  &  40  Viet.  c.  39] ;  Orphan  and  Deserted 
Children  (Ireland)  [39  &  40  Viet.  c.  38]; 
Medical  Practitioners  r39  &  40  Viet.  c.  40] ; 
Industrial  and  Provident  Societies  [39  & 
40  Viet.  c.  45] ;  Medical  Act  (QualificationaX 
[39  &  40  Ftct.  c.  \V\*,  ^\B.Nfe  'Yrwi^  \3»^  ^ 
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40  Viet,  c.  46] ;  Legal  Practitioners  (Ireland) 
[39  &  40  Vict.  c.  44] ;  Convict  Prisons  (Re- 
turns) [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  42]:  Isle  of  Man 
(Officers)  [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  43] ;  Saint  Vincent, 
Tobapo,  and  Grenada  Constitution  [39  & 
40  Vict.  c.  47] ;  Burghs  (Scotland)  Gas 
Supplv  [39  &:  40  Vict.  c.  49] ;  Bankers  Books 
Evidence  [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  48]  ;  Commons 
[39  &  40  Vict.  c.  56] ;  Poor  Law  Hating  (Ire- 
land) [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  60]  ;  Savings  Banks 
(Barrister)  [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  52] ;  Superannua- 
tion (Unhealthy  Gimates)  [39  &  40  Vict. 
c.  63]  ;  Bishopric  of  Truro  [39  &  40  Vict. 
c.  64];  Parochial  Records  [39  &  40  Vict, 
c.  68] ;  Winter  Assizes  [39  &  40  Vici.  c.  67] ; 


Cattle  Disease  (Ireland)  [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  61J; 
Appellate  Jurisdiction  [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  59 J : 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Loans)  [39  k 
-  40  Vict.  c.  65] ;  Tralee  Savings  Bank  [39  & 
40  Vict.  c.  cciv]  ;  Elementary'  Education  Pro- 
visional Order  Confirmation  (Cardiff)  [39  k 
40  Vict.  c.  cxc\-iil ;  Metropolis  fNMiitechapel 
and  Limehouwi)  l^mprovement  Scheme  Con- 
firmati(m  [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  cc] ;  Local  Go- 
v(!mnient  Board's  Provisional  Orders  Con- 
firmation (Bingley,  ice.)  [39  &  40  Vict. 
c.  cxcviii] ;  Tjocal  Govt'mment  Board's  Pro- 
visi(mal  Orders  Confirmation  (Clielmsford, 
&c.)  [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  cxcix] ;  Ijooal  Govern- 
ment Board's  Provisional  (orders  Confirma- 
tion (Bath,  \-c.)  [39  .t  40  Vict.  c.  cci]  ;  Local 
Government  Board's  l*ro visional  Orders  Con- 
firmatiim  (Bimiiiigliam,  «}cc.)  [39  &  40  Vict. 
c.  ccii]  :  Loc^l  (iovcmmont  Board's  Prov-i- 
sional  Orders  Confirmation  (Bilbrough,  &c.) 
[39  &  40  Vict.  c.  cciii]. 


TURKEY— STATE  OF  BULGARIA. 

QUESTION. 

Earl  GEAN^^LLE  asked  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  AVhether  he  could  give  an  as- 
surance to  the  House  that  when  any 
furtlier  information  with  regard  to  the 
state  of  Bulgaria  was  received,  mea- 
sures would  be  taken  to  circulate  it 
among  the  ]!J!embers  of  their  Lordships* 
House  ? 

The  Earl  of  DEEBY,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  his  intention  to  act  in  accordance 
with  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Earl. 
Some  Pa])(^rs  on  the  subject  had  been 
already  laid  (m  the  Table,  which  he 
would  remind  tlu»  noble  Earl  came  uj)  to 
a  very  recent  period. 

MERCANTILE  ^FARINE— "  FRAXCOXL\  " 
AND  *'STUATHCLY1)E"  COLLISION. 

MOTION    FOR    PAPERS. 

Earl  GEANVILLE,  in  moving  for 
the  Eepoi-t  of  Mr.  Kothery,  Registrar  oi 
the  High  Court  of  Admiralty,  on  tlie 
conduct  of  the  officers  of  the  **  Paimer- 
fiton  **  after  the  collision  of  the  '*  Fran- 


oonia  "  and  the  "  Strathdyde,"  odd,  be 
did  not  anticipate  any  opposition  to  tlie 
Motion.  It  was  on  a  matter  which  at- 
tracted much  public  attention,  and  fan- 
coming  which  Questions  were  asked  in 
Parliament.  A  charge  was  bronglit 
against  those  in  charge  of  the  tng 
Palmerstofij  belonging  to  the  Dover  Hir- 
hour  Board,  after  the  loss  of  the  Strath- 
elydej  that  they  had  not  done  their  ntmort 
to  save  the  lives  of  the  survivor*— t 
charge  especially  supported  by  the  eri- 
dence  of  some  Deal  boatmen,  who  had 
themselves  been  eminently  successiiil  ia 
their  exertions.  The  Harbour  Botid. 
immediately  after  the  pad  accident,  made 
some  preliminary  inquiries.  For  a  ron- 
siderablo  time  it  was  probable  that  there 
would  be  an  inquiry  into  the  whol«»  i-aw 
by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  Harbour 
Board  memorialized  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  include  the  conduct  of  those  in  charge 
of  the  tug  Palmersion  in  the  inqninr.  But 
other  legal  proceedings  making  any  in- 
quiry by  the  Board  of  Trade  unneces- 
sary, the  Harbour  Board  determined  to 
have  a  separate  inquiry.  They  had 
doubts  about  the  inquiry  being  usefbllT 
conducted  by  themselves.  No  memba 
of  the  Board  possessed  the  neoeaeaxr 
legal  and  nautical  experience  and  thcj 
were  open  to  suspicion  of  local  bias.  Li 
these  circumstances  they  applied  to  Mr. 
Rothery,  the  learned  l^egistrar  of  the 
High  Court  of  Admiralty,  and  to  two 
nautical  Assessors  recommended  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  Mr.  Hothery  had  pre- 
sented to  them  a  clear  and  full  Eeport 
detailing  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  and  the  proceedings  by  the  Conrt 
of  Inquiry.  This  Report  they  had  offi- 
cially transmitted  to  tlie  Board  of  Trade. 
Mr.  Rothery,  with  the  full  concurrence 
of  the  two  nautical  assessors,  acquitted 
all  persons  concern e<I  in  the  management 
of  the  Palmeiston  from  all  blame  for  the 
loss  of  life  on  the  occasion  of  the  loss  of 
the  Strathclyde,  and  added  an  explana- 
tion why  it  was  natural  that  the  Deal 
boatmen,  who  behaved  so  gallantly  and 
so  successfully  in  this  matter,  should 
have  entertained  at  the  time  the  view* 
which  they  did  as  to  the  conduct  of  thow 
on  board  the  Palmerston;  though  had 
they  be€»n  aware  of  the  real  reasons 
which  influenced  their  conduct,  they 
would  have  seen  how  groundless  were 
their  suspicions.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
avail  himself  of  that  public  opportunity 
to  thank  Mr.  Rothery  and  the  Aeaoansn 
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In  iha  trouble  they  liad  taken  in  the  u  actnally  employed  in  promoting  or  opposing 

matter,  and  also  to  acknowledge  the;  as-  ^°^^  Private  BiU  or  Petition  pending  in  Par- 

ntUnce  which  the  Dover  Commissioners  ^l^'Vhen  any  person  (not  being  a  SoHcitor 

aad   received   m    the   matter   from    the  or  Writer  to    the  Signet)   applies  to  qualify 

Board  of  Trade.  himself  for  the  first  time  to  act  as  a  Farlia- 

ifovAl,  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House,  J?^"^,  "^5?,!'  ^®-  "^^m?^""^  ^  I'Jf  f 
_.         _                                  »  ^g  Clerks  of  the  Private  Bill  Office  a  certificate 

Parlia- 

Barrister- 

^Pnmc<^  "'"and"  thr'^Ste^thd^er-ciTr/  **-^^»  °^  *^  Attorney  or  SoHcitor. 

OrrnHviUt.)  (Appearance  to  be  entered  upon  Bills.) 

Thb    Dud     of     RICHMOND    AMD  ''«-No  notice  shall  be  receWed  in  the  Private 

•rfiTk-DTv^xT      "ji-T-j        xT-«        x2»j  -^ill  Oflttce  for  any  proceeding  upon  a  Petition 

OU£DUN  said,  he  had  nothing  to  find  or  Bill  unta  an  Appearance  to  act  as  the  Par- 

ntult  with  in  the  statement  made  by  his  liamentary  Agent  upon  the  same  shall  have 

noble  Friend,  which  was  perfectly  accu-  \>q&^   entered  in   the  Private  Bill  Office,  in 

rate;    and  he  should  not  oppose   the  ^^^  f^PP^^S*?.^, «^  9\bo  ^  spediJed  the 

Motion  name  of  the  Solicitor  (if  any)  for  such  Petition 

or  Bill.*' 

Motion  agreed  to,  (Appearance  to  be  entered  on  Petitions  against 

Bills.) 

PARLIAMENTARY  AGENCY.  "  7.    Before  any  party  shall  be  allowed  to 

EES0LUTI0N8.  *PJ?^  ''\^''  ^^"^  upon  any  PeHtion  against 

a  Bill,  an  Appearance  to  act  as  the  rarliamentary 

LOBD  REDESDALE  rose  to  move —  Agent  upon  the  same  shall  bo  entered  in  the 

«Tka«n«^'i  ♦^-»TT««-^^/N,««Vo#t,»f>,^,n«i.«i.  Private  Bill  Office,  in  which  Appearance  shall 

"That  mitil  the puse  do  make finr^er  Orders  ^^  ^^  specified  the  name  of  the  SoUcitor  and 

iajiooordance  wi^  the  Report  of  the  Select  ^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^              ^  support  of  any 

Oommittee  on  Parliamentwy  Agency  agreed  to  ^^^  p^^^j^^  .^^          ^J^^^^l  ^^  SoUcitor  are 

Jy  the  House  on  the  28th  July  last,  the  fol-  ^hen  engaged),  and  a  certificate  of  such  Appear- 

lowing  RiUes  be  observed  by  tiie  Officers  of  the  ^^  ^j^f  ^  delivered  to  the  Parliament^ 

HooM  and  by^  Parliamentary  Agents  and  ^      ^.  ^  ^^  produced  to  the  Committee  Clerk.'' 

Bobeiton  engaged  in  jprosecnting  Proceedings  °               '^ 

fat  the  House  of  Lorda  upon  any  Petition  or  (•*•  fresh  Appearance  on  change  of  Parliamen- 

TBII"  tary  Agent.) 

(Dedaiation  of  recognizance.)  "8-   In  case  the  Parliamentary  Agent  for 

"  1   No  nerson  shall  be  allowed  to  act  as  a  *°J^  Petition  or  Bill  shaU  be  displaced  by  the 

PfcrikmentiL^gent  until  he  shaU  have  sub-  S?.,f!?'  r*'^T*'  °l  T^  Parliamontary  Agent 

floibed  a  decfarafion  before  one  of  the  aerks  in  ^  .'^'f "«  *°  »<=*'  *^«  responsibility  of  such 

tl»  Private  Bill  Office,  engaging  to  observe  and  A^??*  ^  ,'^^„  "JPS"  *  °^*''*,  ^H  ^''^^ 

iOm, the  Bules,  RegulLtioisr^er^  and  Prac-  ^  ^'"'il^^t^  f'^^f  **'  "^^  *  J'^f^.^PP"'^- 

5o7af  Uie Hou««r  Lords. ^nd  aUwtopayand  i^"                 *     "^  ^^  ™'     ^*"^° 

2:tee^dedriai*?eJ^d  rSel'dueZd  ^^^  P— "^  "«P»-««) 

myable  np<m  any  Petition  or  Bill  upon  which  "^-  Every  Parliamentary  Agent  and  Soheitor 

•och  Agent  may  appear;  and  after  having  sub-  conducting  Proceedings  in  Parliament  before 

nribed  such  declaration  and  entered   into    a  ^e  House  of  Lords  shall  be  personally  respon- 

xvoognizance  or  bond  (if  hereafter  required)  in  sible  to  the  House  and  to  the  Chairman  of 

the  penal  sum  of  500/.  conditioned  to  observe  Committees  for  the  observance  of  tlie   Rules, 

the  Mid  declaration,  such  person  shall  be  regis-  Orders,  and  Practice  of  Parliament,   as  well 

terad  in  a  book  to  be  kept  in  the  Private  Bill  as  of  any  Rules  which  may  from  time  to  time 

Office,  and  shall  then  be  entitled  to  act  as  a  be  prescribed  by  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 

Aurliamentary  Agent;  provided  that  upon  the  ^^^  ^l^^  ^or    the    payment  of    the    fees  and 

itid   declaration,  recognizance,    or   bond   and  charges  due  and  payable  under  the  Standing 

S<^giitry,  no  fee  shall  be  payable."  Orders." 

(Form.)  (Chairman  of  Committees  may,  on  misconduct, 

"  2.  The  declaration  before  mentioned,  and  prohibit  Agent  from  practising.) 

the   recognizance  and   bond,  if  hereafter  re-  ''10.  Any  Parliamentar\'  Agent  who  shall 

quired,  shall  be  in  such  form  as  the  Chairman  wilfully  act  in  violatipn  of  the  Rules  and  Prac- 

cf  Coinmittees  may  from  time  to  time  direct.  tice  of  Parliament,  or  of  any  Rules  to  be  pre- 

"  3.  One  member  of  a  firm  of  Parliamentarj*  scribed  by  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  or  who 
Agents  may  subscribe  the  required  declaration  shall  wilfully  misconduct  himself  in  prosecuting 
en  behalf  of  his  firm,  but  the  names  of  all  the  any  Proceedings  before  Parliament,  shall  be 
putDers  of  such  firm  shall  be  registered  with  liable  to  an  absolute  or  temporary  prohibition 
■QOh  declaration,  and  notice  shall  be  given  from  to  practise  as  a  Parliamentary  Agent  at  the 
time  to  time  to  the  Clerks  of  the  I^vate  Bill  pleasure  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees ;  pro- 
Office  of  any  addition  thereto  or  change  vided  that  upon  the  application  of  such  Parlia- 
therain.  mentary  Agent  the  Cliairman  of  Coinmittees 

**  4.  No  person  shaU  be  allowed  to  be  re-  shall  state  in  writing  the  grounds  for  sack  \iCQ- 

•a  a  Parliamentary  Agent  nnleea  he  hibition. 

2M  2 
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"11.  No  person  who  has  been  suspended  or 
prohibited  from  practising  as  a  Parliamentary- 
Agent,  or  struck  off  the  Roll  of  Solicitors,  or 
disbarred  by  any  of  the  Inns  of  Court,  shall  be 
allowed  to  be  registered  as  a  Parliamentary 
Agent  without  the  express  authority  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees. 

"12.  No  written  or  printed  statement  relating 
to  any  Private  Bill  shall  be  circulated  within 
the  precincts  of  the  House  of  Lords  without 
the  name  of  a  Parliamentary  Agent  attached 
to  it,  who  will  be  held  responsible  for  its 
accuracy. 

"13  The  sanction  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees in  writing  is  required  to  every  Notice 
of  a  Motion  prepared  by  a  Parliamentary 
Agent  for  dispensing  with  any  Sessional  or 
Standing  Order  of  the  House." 


"Form  of  Declabation. 

"We,  the  undersigned,  do  hereby  declare, 
That  we  respectively  intend  during  the  present 
Session  of  Parliament  to  practise  as  Parliamen- 
tary Agents  in  tho  prosecuting,  promoting,  and 
opposing  Private  Bills  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  we  severally  and  respectively  do  hereby 
engage  to  observe,  submit  to,  perform,  and  abide 
by  all  and  every  the  Orders,  Kules,  Regulations, 
and  Practice  of  the  said  House,  now  in  force  or 
hereafter  from  time  to  time  to  be  made  in  rela- 
tion thereto,  and  also  to  pay  and  discharge  from 
time  to  time  when  the  same  shall  be  demanded 
all  fees,  charges,  and  sums  of  money  due  and 
payable  in  respect  of  any  Petition,  Bill,  or  other 
proceeding  or  matter  in  or  upon  which  we  shall 
severally  and  respectively  appear  as  such  Agents 
as  aforesaid." 


Date. 


Name. 


Residence 

and  House  of 

Business. 


Witness. 


These  Eules  had  long  been  adopted  by 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  though 
their  Lordships  liad  never  before  had 
any  Orders  on  this  subject,  and  it  would 
be  well  to  adopt  the  same  Rules,  so 
that  both  Houses  might  stand  on  the 
same  footing  until  some  further  regula- 
tions were  made  in  accordance  with  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee.  Solici- 
tors throughout  the  country  seemed  to 
wish  it  to  be  understood  that  anybody 
might  undertake  the  duty  of  conducting 
a  Private  Bill  through  Parliament.  Now, 
that  was  the  greatest  possible  mistake. 
The  special  knowledge  and  training  of  a 
solicitor  afforded  very  little  guide  in  the 
work  of  a  Parliamentary  Agent.    It  ^aa 


necessary  that  a  man  should  hare  sfcnffied 
and  should  be  accustomed  to  that  woik. 
Up  to  1837  the  duties  of  Farliamenttiy 
Agents  were  performed  exdusirely  hf 
the  clerks  of  both  Houses.  During  thB 
railway  mania  the  private  businesi  of 
Parliament  increased  so  much  that  it  be- 
came impossible  very  largely  to  leave  it 
to  the  clerks,  who  accordingly  received 
the  option  of  remaining  as  clerks  or  of 
taking  the  separate  office  as  Parliamen- 
tary Agents.  Many  of  them  aocraled 
this  office  and  most  efficiently  had  they 
performed  their  duties.  Not  one  of  these 
gentlemen  was  a  solicitor,  and  but  for 
the  special  knowledge  they  posseeaed,  it 
was  impossible  that  the  enormous  private 
business  could  have  been  properly  got 
through.  He  wished  it  to  be  understood 
that  Parliament  had  no  object  in  wishing 
to  limit  the  number  of  Parliamentary 
Agents,  or  to  restrict  admission  to  the 
Eoll,  except  the  object  of  facilitating 
the  work  which  came  before  Parliament, 
and  especially  of  benefiting  the  euiton. 
There  was  no  greater  mistake  in  Pailii- 
mentary  business  than  to  entrust  it  to 
inexperienced  agents.  The  expense  te 
suitors  was  thereby  enormously  in- 
creased, while  the  trouble  to  both  Honiei 
was  also  increased,  and  the  duty  was  in 
every  way  inefficiently  performed.  Only 
those  who  were  accustomed  to  Parlia- 
mentary business  could  express  a  trust- 
worthy opinion  on  this  point ;  and  though 
he  did  not  like  to  claim  any  knowledge 
which  was  not  shared  by  other  persons^ 
he  thought  that  a  quarter  of  a  century*! 
experience  entitlea  him  to  express  die 
opinion  that,  for  the  sake  of  suitors  in 
Parliament,  it  was  of  the  greatest  pos- 
sible importance  that  Parliament  should, 
if  they  could,  create  a  body  of  competent 
persons  to  transact  the  private  busineei, 
leaving  it  open  to  others  to  come  in  if 
they  qualified  themselves  for  the  work. 
He  did  not  like  to  see  the  belief  spread 
that  the  proposals  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  this  subject  were  hard  and  objection- 
able. There  was  no  wish  to  propose 
hard  rules.  The  object  was  that  smtois 
in  Parliament  might  know  to  whom  they 
could  properly  entrust  their  work,  and 
he  hoped  that  next  Session  both  Houms 
would  come  to  some  Resolution  which 
would  put  the  matter  upon  a  proper 
footing. 


Zord  EedesdnU 


V 


Question  put  thereupon  ?  lUioked  in 
LQ  Affirmatw4^  and  Ordered  acoonlingiy- 
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PAKLIAMENTABY    AGENCY. 

Me9id  that  the  Chairman  of  Committees  be 
•iiithoiised  to  enforce  all  the  rules  and  orders  of 
th0  House  in  relation  to  the  conduct  of  the  pri* 
^rato  hosiness  of  the  House  and  to  the  agents 
and  Boliciton  engaged  in  prosecuting  the  same 
dviiig  any  prorogation  of  Parliament. — {The 
ZmrdFtfident.) 

On  question,  agreed  to, 

FBIYATE  BILLS. 

Standing  Orders  6, 10,  11,  12,  13,  16,  17,  19, 
SS,  26,  83,  34,  36,  38a,  43,  66,  58,  60,  62,  66,  67, 
•9,  104,  122,  123,  127,  133,  138,  and  139  con- 
mitred^  and  amended;  and  to  be  printed  as 
■aaaded.  —  {The  Chairman  of  Committeee.) 
(No.  282.) 


'      COMPANIES    ACTS     (1862    and    1867) 
AMENDMENT  BILL— (No.  218.) 
(The  Earl  Forteeeue.) 

SBOOND      BBADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Eabl  FOETESCUE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
its  object  was  to  amend  certain  provi- 
none  of  the  Companies  Acts  of  1862  and 
1867,  and  to  alter  the  law  relating  to  the 
iiBning  of  the  prospectuses  of  new  com- 
ptnies  and  the  publication  of  balance- 
aheets  and  profit  and  loss  statements  by 
companies  already  established.  It  was 
tearj  earnestly  desired  by  the  mercantile 
community,  and  had  received  the  ap- 
proval of  160  associated  Chambers  of 
Oommeroe.  It  provided — first,  that  pro- 
speotases  were  not  to  be  issued  before  a 
oopy  signed  by  the  directors  had  been 
flont  to  the  registrar,  and  amongst  other 
provisions  a  ust  of  allottees  was  to  be 
sent  to  each  allottee  within  seven  days 
after  the  making  of  an  allotment.  Com- 

Siiiiea  were  also  to  prepare  a  report  of 
eir  proceeding^,  with  the  names  of  the 
directors  and  officials,  and  a  balance- 
flheet  annually  of  profit  or  loss,  to  be 
•ent  to  the  address  of  every  registered 
member  of  the  company  seven  days  be- 
fore every  ordinary  meeting  of  the  com- 
pany, or  to  deposit  it  at  the  company's 
<^ftoe.  The  Bill  also  provided  com- 
piikozy  powers  for  carrying  out  the 
latter. 

Moved,  *<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
T^J^'-^The  Earl  Forteeeue,) 

Thb  LOED  CHANCELLOE  objected 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  on  the 


ground  that  the  Companies  Acts  men- 
tioned formed  a  code  of  elaborate  and 
important  laws  which  had  been  framed 
by  the  Government  of  the  day  after  the 
greatest  care  and  deliberation,  and  had 
been  the  subject  of  various  judicial 
decisions.  It  might  be  very  necessary 
that  the  provisions  of  those  Acts  should 
be  considered  and  expanded,  but  then 
that  ought  to  be  done  only  after  due 
deliberation,  because  a  stone  could  not 
be  touched  without  running  the  risk  of 
pulling  down  more  than  it  was  desirable 
to  disturb.  He  was  sorry  to  appear  as 
an  opponent  of  the  Bill;  but,  having 
considered  it  carefully,  he  thought  it 
very  undesirable  that  a  Bill  of  that 
nature  should  pass  at  the  very  end  of 
the  Session,  when  it  could  not  possibly 
be  considered.  The  noble  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  Fortescue)  said  it  was  ardently 
desired  by  the  mercantile  community; 
but  what  opportunity  had  the  mercantile 
community  had  of  considering  its  pro- 
visions ?  Some  of  them  were  of  a  most 
stringent  character,  and  would  have  such 
an  operation  that  business  could  not  be 
conducted  at  all  under  them.  Many 
companies  were  merely  private  trading 
companies,  and  what  right  had  Parlia- 
ment to  assume  to  regulate  the  manner 
in  which  they  should  conduct  their 
affairs  ?  He  did  not  underrate  the  pos- 
sible importance  of  the  Bill,  but  it  ought 
not  to  be  passed  at  the  end  of  the  Session, 
when  it  could  not  be  considered  by  those 
whom  it  would  affect  in  a  very  consider- 
able degree. 

Earl  QEANVILLE  said,  he  was  in- 
formed that  the  Bill  was  one  which  had 
the  support  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, while  the  Attorney  General  had 
spoken  in  its  favour. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  re- 
marked that  he  had  had  no  communica- 
tion with  the  Attorney  General  on  the 
subject,  and  he  must,  therefore,  demur 
to  having  his  authority  in  support  of  the 
Bill  quoted  on  grounds  which  were  not 
sufficiently  well  authenticated. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE  regretted  that 
there  had  been  no  communication  be- 
tween the  noble  and  learned  Lord  and 
his  hon.  and  learned  Colleague  in  the 
other  House  on  the  subject,  for  he  looked 
upon  such  communications  as  very  use- 
ful. He  was  informed  that  the  Attorney 
General  had  stated  that  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  one  ^^rYaO;!  \i^  x^^g^x^^  «&. 
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beneficial,  and  he  understood  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  gone  still  further,  by  observing 
that  the  Government  withdrew  all  op- 
position to  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that 
the  ruin  of  so  many  persons  might  be 
involved  in  its  not  passing. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY 
thought  tlie  course  pursued  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville)  in  quoting 
the  opinions  of  Members  of  the  other 
House  on  the  authority  of  the  reports  of 
what  had  occurred  there  was  one  which 
was  calculated  to  lead  to  great  inconve- 
nience, for  the  true  elements  for  forming 
•an  opinion  on  the  subject  were  wanting, 
unless  there  were  some  official  and  au- 
thoritative records  of  the  debates  on 
which  to  rely.  Many  strange  things 
passed  in  the  House  of  Commons  after 
12  o'clock  at  night,  and  it  was  impos- 
sible from  the  concise,  not  to  say  the 
slipshod,  reports  of  what  took  place  after 
that  hour  to  know  what  they  were,  but 
it  was  quite  patent  that  it  was  impos- 
sible at  this  time  of  the  Session  for  tlieir 
Lordships  to  discuss  the  Bill. 

TuE  LOED  CHANCELLOE,  whHe 
not  denying  that  the  whole  object  and 
scope  of  the  Bill  were  most  praiseworthy, 
would  not  persevere  in  his  objection  to 
it  provided  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of 
it  would  agree  not  to  press  it  beyond  the 
second  reading. 

Earl  GRANYILLE  hoped  his  noble 
Friond  (Earl  Fortescue)  would  be  al- 
lowed to  postpone  his  Motion  until  the 
Government  had  been  able  to  confer 
with  their  Colleagues  in  the  other  House 
as  to  what  took  place  there  on  the  oc- 
casion referred  to. 

Earl  FOETESCUE  hoped  the  mea- 
sure, if  it  was  not  passed  now,  would  be 
taken  up  next  Session  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Loud  REDESDALE  said,  it  would 
not  bt*  fair  to  the  House  and  the  public 
tliat  the  Bill  should  be  entertained  at 
the  very  close  of  the  Session.  It  had 
been  for  a  long  time  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  was  not  sent  up  till  this 
late  period ;  and  he  would  remind  their 
Lordships  that  to-morrow  almost  all  the 
Ministers  had  to  attend  a  Privy  Council. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON  said,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
deny  the  importance  of  the  Bill,  but 
there  was  not  time  to  give  it  that  con- 
sideration which  the  subject  deserved. 
If  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Earl  Fortes- 1 

£arl  GranvilU 


cue)  was  satisfied  with  haTing  the  Sill 
read  a  second  time,  in  order  to  affirm 
that  the  subject  required  the  attention  of 
Parliament,  he  would  assent  to  thai; 
but  unless  an  assurance  waa  given  that 
the  Bill  would  not  be  pressed  on  to 
future  stages,  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  negative  the  Bill. 

Eabl  FORTESCUE  assented  to  tke 
proposal  of  the  noble  Duke. 

On  Question  ?  Resolved  in  the  AfinU' 
tive  :  Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

House  adjoomed  at  half  put  Elera 

o'clock,  tUl  To-aorrov, 

Qneo'doek. 
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Friday,  Uth  August,  1876. 

MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bills  —  Committm  - 
Report— OcvLelij  to  Animals  [250]. 

Committee  —  Report — Considrrea    as    Mmenird 
Third  Reading — Local  Government  BotnTi 
Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Artianiui 
Labourers  Dwellings)  *  [287],  and  pt$fi4. 

Considered  at  amended —  Third  JUmdinf  —  Sa- 
wich  and  Boston  (Corrupt  Voters)*  [244]: 
Chairmen's  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  *  [286],  lad 
pasted. 

Third  Reading — Consolidated  Fond  (Appropria- 
tion),* and  passed. 

Withdraivn  —  Winter  Assizes  (Ireland)  (r^ 
comm,)  •  [292]. 


The  House  met  at  Three  of  the  dock. 

POST  OFFICE— TELEGRAPH  MESSAGESL 

QUESTION. 

Dr.  WAED  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated 
in  the  Dublin  papers,  that  very  seriou 
irregularities,  amounting  in  some  in- 
stances  to  practical  failure,  occurred  in 
the  transmission  of  telegraph  press  mes- 
sages from  Galway  to  Dublin  on  the 
occasion  of  the  late  Galway  races ;  aod, 
whether  he  can  state  to  what  these  irre- 
gularities were  due,  and  if  he  will  direct 
an  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  drcnm- 
stflnops  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEBS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  on  the  occasion  of  the  late 
Galway  races  a  great  number  of  Frees 
messages,  amounting  to  12,500  wordiy 
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i  handed  iu  l&te  at  niglit  for  trans- 
ion  from  Galwaj  to  Dublin,  No 
■uffldeDt  notice  of  euch  message  a  had 
been  given,  and  they  were  not  trans- 
mitted to  Dublin  without  aome  delay. 
He  believed,  however,  that,  with  one 
exception,  the  meseagea  were  all  deli- 
Tered  in  time  for  publication  in  Dublin. 


EDDCATION  DEPARTMENT— PUPIL 

TEACHEIIS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
ndent  of  the  Council,  Whether  he  has 
OOnsidered  the  dealrability  of  affording 
ilaoilities  in  our  large  towns  for  the 
grouping  of  Bchoole  eo  far  as  the  edu- 
cation of  pupil  teachers  is  concerned ; 
and,  if  BO,  whether  he  is  prepared  with 
that  view  to  make  any  relaxation  in  the 
regulation  in  the  new  education  code, 
irhich  provides  that  a  pupil  teacher 
should  receive  his  inetructioa  in  a  single 
aobool? 

ViscouMT  SANDON :  Sir,  as  I  men- 
tioued  in  one  of  the  discussions  on  edu- 
cation, the  whole  question  of  the  pupil 
teachers  is  a  very  important  one,  and  it 
ia  neeillesB  to  say  that  wo  have  consi- 
dered the  requests  which  have  been 
'made  to  ua  for  an  alteration  in  the  sys- 
tem. No  alteration  in  the  Code  can  be 
made  dow  to  take  effect  before  the  new 
Code  of  next  year.  Wo  shall  further 
consider  the  subject  during  the  interval, 
and  shall  be  prepared  to  state  our  views 
respectiug  it  when  the  discussions  on 
the  Code  of  next  year  come  on.  1  wiiih 
it,  however,  to  be  clearly  understood 
that  I  express  no  opinion  whatever  in 
&TOur  of  a  change  in  the  present  sys- 
tem respecting  pupil  teachers  under 
vhich  the  teachers  of  a  school  are  re- 
sponsible for  the  whole  teaching  and 
toaining  of  the  pupil  teachers  who  are 


NAVT-EOTAL    MARINES— LIGHT  IN- 
FANTKY.— QUtSTION. 

Me.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  cases 
of  the  following  officers  in  the  BoyaJ 
Marine  Light  Infantry,  That  (unless  the 
long  hoped-for  scheme  of  promotion  and 
retirement  in  this  corps  intervene)  the 
•enior  Lieutenant-Colonel  must  compul- 
■orily  retire  in  March  1877  on  a  pension 
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much  less  than  such  scheme  would  pro- 
bably accord  to  hira,  or  than  he  wonld 
have  received  had  he  served  with  similar 
rank  and  length  of  service  in  another 
corps;  that  (unless  such  scheme  inter- 
vene) the  Lieutenant- Col  on  el  nest  in 
seniority  must  retire  shortly  afterwards 
through  age,  missing  his  next  step  by 
some  four  or  five  days,  and  conseqiienlly 
missing  the  higher  rate  of  retiring  al- 
lowance to  which  he  would  otherwise 
have  been  entitled  ;  further,  that  a  Cap- 
tain in  this  corps  has  been  permitted  to 
accept  an  appointment  which  frees  him 
from  regimental  duty  for  seven  years, 
during  which  time  he  is  marked  on  the 
roster  as  "  not  available  for  foreign  ser- 
vice." That  because  this  officer  ia  not 
made  a  supernumerary  (as  would  have 
been  the  case  had  he  belonged  to  aqy 
other  corps)  the  senior  subaltern  officer 
who  has  served  seventeen  years  as  such, 
is  kept  out  of  his  hardly  earned  promo- 
tion ;  whether,  considering  the  very  long 
delay  which  has  taken  place  in  the  pub- 
lication of  the  reports  of  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission, he  can  give  the  House  any 
assurance  that  the  cases  of  these  officers 
will  be  favourably  and  specially  consi- 
dered during  the  recess  ? 

Me.  hunt,  in  reply,  said,  the  Ee- 
port  of  the  Army  Commission  on  Pro- 
motion and  Eetireraent  having  been 
presented  he  should  lose  no  time  in  sub- 
mitting a  scheme  to  the  Treasury  with 
regard  to  the  Eoyal  Marines.  He  was, 
however,  unable  at  present  to  say  how 
far  such  a  scheme  would  affect  the  in- 
terests of  the  particular  officers  men- 
tioned by  his  hon.  Friend. 


MUSEUM    OF   SCIENCE    (SOUTH    KEN- 
SINGTON).- UU  ESTI  ON . 

Ma.    E.    J.    EEED  asked   the  Vice 

President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education,  Whether  it  is  true  that  a 
Memorial  signed  by  many  of  the  most 
eminent  men  of  science  in  the  Kingdom 
in  favour  of  the  establishment  of  a  per- 
manent Museum  of  Science,  has  been 
presented  to  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Oouucil ;  if  so,  whether  he  has  any  ob- 
jection to  laying  it  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  take  any  action  in  the 
matter  ? 

Viscount   SANDON  :   Sir,  I  am  glad 
the  hon.  GeutlamAaVBa  ca!^^  b.\Xj«i'cu:ai. 
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to  the  important  Memorial  to  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council,  which  has  been 
signed  by  I  may  almost  say  all  the  most 
eminent  men  of  science  in  the  Kingdom, 
in  favour  of  the  establishment  of  a  per- 
manent Museum  of  Science  at  South 
Kensington.  This  is  one  of  the  many 
gratifying  results  of  the  remarkable  ex- 
hibition of  scientific  apparatus  which  we 
have  had  the  satisfaction  of  getting  to- 
gether at  South  Kensington,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  leading  men  of  science 
both  of  this  country  and  of  almost  every 
civilized  State.  I  will  at  once  lay  the 
Paper  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  say  what  action  will 
be  taken  respecting  it ;  but  I  need  hardly 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is 
receiving  the  best  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty  8  Government. 


CRIMINAL  LAW— THE  QUEEN  r.  CASTRO 
—THE  TRIAL  AT  BAR-THE  ORTON 
PORTRAITS  AND  PAINTINGS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  there  is  any  and  what  objec- 
tion to  return  to  Elizabeth  Jury,  a 
daughter  of  George  Orton,  certain  oil 
paintings,  viz.,  the  portraits  of  her 
I'athtr  and  moth  or,  which  wore  lont  by 
her  for  tho  use  of  the  Court  in  the  late 
Trial  at  liar  of  the  Tichbome  Claimant, 
and  as  to  which  repeated  applications 
had  been  made  in  vain  to  all  the  au- 
thorities concerned  in  the  matter  ?  He 
asked  further,  Whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  still  retains  the  opinion  that 
the  affidavits  of  this  person,  which  prove 
unquebtiouably  that  there  have  been  a 
miscarriage  of  justice,  are  not  entitled 
to  consideration  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  believed  the  portraits  were 
taken  possession  of  by  the  officer  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  during  the  trial 
of  the  case  of  **The  Queen  v.  Castro," 
and  so  far  as  he  knew  they  were  in  the 
possession  of  that  officer.  He  believed 
that  neither  the  Treasury  Solicitor,  who 
had  no  objection  to  the  return  of  the 
portraits,  nor  the  Home  Secretary,  had 
any  control  over  them.  With  regard  to 
the  last  part  of  the  Question,  he  could 
not  add  anything  to  the  answer  he  had 
formerly  given. 

Fiscount  Sandon 


PHCENIX  PARK— DUBLIN— WHITE. 
FIELD  LODGE.— QUESnON. 

Mb.  BUTT  asked  the  SecretaiytotlM 
Treasury,  Whether  it  has  been  broo^ 
under  the  notice  of  the  Lorda  of  tin 
Treasury  that  an  offer  has  been  accepted 
for  the  letting  of  Whitefield  Lodge,  i 
portion  of  thelPhoBniz  Park,  for  a  |Mriod 
of  seventy-five  years ;  and,  whether  tba 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  will  interfeie  to 
prevent  such  alienation  of  the  properly 
of  the  Crown  heing  completed  ontil  tiui 
House  has  an  opportunity  of  ezpreasBg 
an  opinion  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH,  in  reply,  nid, 
he  had  written  to  Lreland  for  inibnu- 
tion  with  regard  to  the  proposal  to  let 
Whitefield  Lodge,  and  he  would  llIlde^ 
take  that  no  steps  should  be  takei, 
except  those  to  which  the  Gtorenimait 
might  be  legally  committed,  witliost 
consultation  with  his  right  hon.  Tnmi 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  BUTT  said,  he  would  repett  tin 
Question  on  Monday. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "  THUNDEBER." 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  E.  J.  EEED  asked  the  Secratuy 
of  State  for  the  Home  DepartmeBt, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  an  article  in  **  Engineering"  of 
August  4,  stating  that  the  steam  g^ug:e 
on  the  boiler  that  exploded  in  the 
"Thunderer"  was  known,  before  the 
explosion  occurred,  to  be  out  of  order ; 
but  that  the  engineers  went  on  trusting 
to  the  gauges  on  the  other  boilers  telling 
them  what  the  pressure  was  in  this  one, 
and  giving  numerous  facts  and  parti- 
culars respecting  the  explosion,  into  none 
of  which  has  the  Coroner  yet  instituted 
any  inquiry ;  and,  whether,  considering 
that  the  repeated  postponement  of  the 
official  inquiry  into  all  such  facts  and 
particulars,  until  they  may  be  in  part 
forgotten  by  the  witnesses,  and  in  part 
obscured  by  subsequent  discussions  in  the 
Press,  tends  to  defeat  the  objects  of  the 
inquest,  he  would  inform  the  House  if 
the  executive  Government  or  the  Crown 
have  the  power  to  secure  a  prompt  and 
full  examination  of  those  witnesses  who 
were  present  at  the  explosion  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  Sir.  in 
order  to  ensure  that  there  shall  be  a 
perfectly  impartial  and  full  inquiir,  with 
the  consent  of  the    Treasury  I  have 
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placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Coroner 
Ibnds  to  provide  for  scientific  witnesses 
with  regard  to  the  boilers,  and  also  a 
legal  assessor  to  assist  him  in  the  in- 
oniry,  making  it  the  sole  condition  that 
die  appointment  should  be  vested  entirely 
with  him,  and  that  the  Government 
ihould  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
it.  I  think  I  should  be  going  out  of  my 
way  if  I  interfered  with  the  discretion 
of  the  Ooroner,  either  as  to  the  time  of 
taking  the  inquiry  or  the  calling  of  wit- 


nCISH  FISHERY  INSPECTORS— GUN- 
BOAT.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  M.  brooks  (for  Captain  Nolan) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
following  statement  contained  in  the 
lately  presented  Beport  of  the  Inspector 
of  Insh  Fisheries,  page  6 : — 

**  Having  frequently  urged  the  great  neces- 
s^  of  having  attached  to  this  department  a 
sutable  cutter  or  steamhoat  under  our  control, 
and  stated  at  length  the  reasons  why  such  would 
he  most  desirable,  we  consider  it  unnecessary  to 
xepeat  the  same  arg^uments  over  again ; 

**We  therefore  confine  ourselves  to  saying 
that  our  usefulness  would  be  much  increased  S 
we  were  provided  with  the  means  we  have  so 
oibuk  sought  for  to  enable  us  to  carry  on  the 
dttti^  as  ^ciently  as  we  would  wish ;" 

and,  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
Temment  to  provide  the  Inspectors  of 
Fisheries  with  the  vessel  which  they 
haye  so  often  represented  they  stood  so 
much  in  need  of  ? 

Bm  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
8ir»  my  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
statement  quoted  by  the  hon.  Member 
from  the  Beport  of  the  Inspectors  of 
Iriah  Fisheries,  and  to  similar  recom- 
mendations in  previous  Beports.  I  was 
not  at  first  satisfied  that  sufficient  neces- 
nty  existed  for  devoting  a  vessel  solely 
to  this  special  service  to  warrant  the 
expenditure  that  would  be  required. 
But  the  duties  of  the  Inspectors  have 
somewhat  increased,  owing  to  the  work 
imposed  on  them  by  the  Irish  Kepro- 
ductive  Loan  Fund  Act,  and  in  conse- 
quence I  made  inquiry  whether  the 
Admiralty  could  place  a  gunboat  always 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Inspectors.  The 
Admiralty  felt  unable  to  comply  with 
the  suggestion,  and  I  am  now  in 
oommunioation  with  the  Treasury  on 
the  subject,  with  the  view  of  ascertain- 


ing whether,  and  to  what  extent,  the 
Irish  Fishery  Inspectors  could  be  placed 
in  this  matter  in  the  same  position  as 
the  Scotch  Fishery  Commissioners. 


COAL  MINES— THE  CLIFTON  HALL 

COLLIERY  ACCIDENT. 

QUESTION. 

Me.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  nis  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
confinement  of  330  men  and  boys  in 
the  Clifton  Hall  Colliery,  belonging  to 
Andrew  Knowles  and  Sons  (Limited), 
carrying  on  collieries  near  Manchester ; 
if  that  mine  is  in  the  district  which  is 
under  the  inspection  of  Mr.  Joseph 
Dickinson ;  whether  the  colliery  was 
beine  worked  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Mines  Begulation  Act,  which  im- 
poses the  duty  of  having  two  shafts, 
one  being  for  an  escape  shaft;  if  so, 
why  the  people  were  detained  in  the 
mine ;  and,  if  there  has  been  a  violation 
of  the  Mines  Regulation  Act,  has  he 
directed  that  the  owners  be  prosecuted 
for  having  the  said  mine  in  a  state  cal- 
culated to  endanger  human  life  ? 

Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  informed  by  the  Inspector 
that  the  accident  at  the  Clifton  Hall 
Colliery  was  caused  by  the  fact  that  the 
engine-driver,  in  a  moment  of  forgetful- 
ness,  and  contrary  to  the  usual  practice 
and  the  express  rule  of  the  colliery, 
started  the  driving  engine  before  the 
signal  to  do  so  was  given  from  above, 
the  consequence  being  that  the  ascend- 
ing buckets  came  in  contact  with  those 
which  were  descending.  No  personal 
injury  was  caused,  and  as  proceedings 
had  been  instituted  against  the  person 
in  fault  the  matter  was  not  specially  re- 
ported to  the  Secretary  of  State.  He 
should,  of  course,  see  that  the  proceed- 
ings went  on,  and  that  proper  steps 
would  be  taken  to  secure  the  punish- 
ment of  the  man  who  was  responsible 
for  the  injury  which  had  been  done. 
There  were  two  shafts  in  the  mine,  and 
the  reason  why  the  second  shaft  was  not 
used  to  bring  the  men  up  was  that  the 
person  in  charge  of  the  mine  thought  it 
would  be  much  better  to  repair  the  shaft 
up  which  the  men  could  go  with  absolute 
safety  than  to  use  one  which  would  be 
attended  with  more  risk.  There  had, 
he  believed,  been  no  coutc^^^soi&Q'^  ^1 
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the  provisions  of  the  Mines  Regulation 
Act.  It'  he  found  that  there  was,  he 
should  direct  the  necessary  proceedings 
to  be  taken. 

ISLAND  RE\T:NUE  —  RAILWAY  PA.S- 
SENdKU  PUTT— THE  LONDON,  CIIAT- 
UAM  AXD  DO'V'ER,  AND  THE  LONDON, 
BRiailTON,  AND  SOUTH  COAST  RAIL- 
■WAYS.— UUESTION. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy 
of  all  the  Correspondence  that  passed 
in  the  year  1875,  between  the  Board  of 
Inland  Bcvenue,  the  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover  Kailway  Company,  and  the 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Bail- 
way  Company,  in  respect  to  the  basis  on 
which  the  South  Eastern  Bailway  was 
assessed  fi)r  Railway  Passenger  Duty  by 
the  Inland  Revenue  Department,  with 
all  papers,  reports,  minutes,  and  orders 
relative  thereto  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  that  it  would  be 
inconvuniont  t<)  comply  with  the  request 
contaiii<;d  in  tlie  Question  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 


LAW  AND    JUSTICK-THE    UUEKNS 
PROCTOR.— (JUKSTI  ON. 

Mil.  llOrWOOU  (for  Mr.  Toiin 
asked  the  Si-eretury  to  tho  TreaKury, 
What  steps  have  been  tskeu  to  fill  up 
the  ottice  of  Queen's  Proctor,  and  whe- 
ther in  future  the  person  discharging 
the  duties  of  such  office  will  be  paid  by 
salaiy  and  not  by  fees  ? 

Ma.  W.  n.  SMITH  :  Sir,  the  office 
of  Queen's  Proctor,  rendered  vacant  by 
the  sudden  death  of  Mr.  Hart  Dyke,  ha*, 
boon  filled  by  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
A.  K.  Stephenson,  the  Solicitor  of  thd 
Treasurj-,  under  a  Royal  Warrant  of 
2nd  August,  in  the  terms  of  that  by 
which  the  late  Queen's  Proctor  was  ap- 
pointed. This  appointment  has  been 
made  ad  interim,  in  order  to  allow  ttmo 
for  conKidering  the  nn-angements  to  bc^ 
made  for  the  future  conduct  of  the  office. 
A  Committee  of  Inquiry  has  recently 
reported — "  That  it  will  not  be  desirabl<> 
on  the  occurrence  of  a  vacancy  to  appoint 
another  Queen's  Proctor  as  a  separate 
officer" — and  has  proposed  that  the  busi- 
ness should  be  transferred  to  tho  Depart- 
J/r.  AsthatoH  Crott 


ment  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  1 
The  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  has  thew- 
I'ore  undertaken  the  duties  of  Qneen'* 
I'roctor  under  the  Royal  Warnat 
for  the  nest  six  months,  or  longer,  if 
necessary,  at  the  expiration  of  which 
time  it  is  hoped  that  it  will  be  pnc- 
ticable  to  make  permanent  arrangemrau 
for  the  future  conduct  of  the  businM*  hj 
the  same  or  a  different  officer,  as  m*r 
be  found  to  bo  moat  advantageous  tat 
the  public  service.  In  the  meantimf. 
the  Treasury  Sofidtor  will  receive  (li« 
tees  hitherto  received  by  the  Que«i'i 
Proctor,  and  will  account  for  the  iiai* 
to  the  Treasury.  No  determinatioa  m 
yet  be  come  to  as  to  whether  the  dutiM 
of  the  office  will  in  future  be  paid  tir 
.salary  or  by  fees. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "  VANGUARD." 

OTTESTIOS. 

Captain  PIM  asked  the  First  Lori 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether,  ooaNdeno); 
t.he  success  which  has  attended  the  effon* 
of  many  Naval  Officers  in  rescuing  ibtir 
4hips  under  circumstances  of  extreme 
difficulty,  he  will  be  prfpared  to  afibrd 
imy  assistance  in  men  and  materiaii  to 
any  Naval  Officer  or  Officers  who  miT 
lay  before  him  a  well-considered  plu 
for  raising  TI.M.S.  "  Yangtiard  ?" 

Mr.  HUNT:  I  cannot,  .Sir.  recem- 
menii  that  courno.  We  huve  liad  s 
great  numluT  of  letters  im  the  suhj"-; 
uf  raising  the  f'an^Haid,  and  a  gr'^ai 
many  have  proposed  that  the  plan:)  uf 
the  writer  should  be  carried  out  at  the 
expense  of  the  Admiralty.  We  haw 
not  thought  it  right  to  adopt  that  method. 
Every  negotiation  for  a  contract  for  the 
raising  of  tho  Vanguard  has  fallen 
through,  and  we  now  propose  to  ad- 
vertise for  tenders  for  the  selling  of  the 
ship.  The  advertisements  will  appear 
early  next  week. 


ARMY  SIEDICAL  DEPABTJIEST. 

QUEsnox. 

Mr.  DUNBAR  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  What  is  the  numberof 
vacancies  in  the  Army  Medical  Depart- 
ment ;  how  many  appointments  were  an- 
nounced as  open  for  competition  at  the 
competitive  examination  to  be  held  thii 
month ;  whether  the  time  for  entering 
candidates'  names  has  not  now  expired; 
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Md,  how  many  candidates  have  entered  jnpLANB  RAILWAY-THE  RADSTOCK 

X^GATHOENE  HAEDT,  in  reply,  ACCIDENT-THE  BLOCK  SYSTEM. 

said,   there  were  27   vacancies  in  the  question. 

Anny  Medical  Department ;  60  appoint-  Me.  HAYTEE  asked  the  President 

jnents  had  been  announced  as  open  for  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  will 

competition    at    the    examination    this  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  when 

month,  and  44  candidates  had  entered  completed,  the  report  of  Mr.  Kavenhill 

their  names.        *  upon  the  recent  Railway  accident  at 

Badstock,  in  which  twelve  persons  were 

VISIT    OF    H.E.H.    THE    PRINCE    OF  killed  and  thirty  wounded,  on  the  Mid- 

WALES   TO   INDIA— THE   EXPENDI-  ^^^^  ^^'  ^^  o'der  that  the  House  may 

TURE.— QUESTION.  ^^®  *°  opportunity  of  judging  of  the 

•»r      !r.     T.     T^T^xTTo/^■^T       i_  j    ir  block  systom,  as  applied  to  single  lines  ? 

Me.  C.    B.    DENISON    asked    Mr.  SieCHAELES  ADDERLEY:  When 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  can  ^Yle  very  serious  accident  occurred  at 

inform  the  House  whether  accounts  have  Eadstock— serious  not  only  in  its  results, 

been  rendered  of  the  expenditure    of  ^ut  in  its  special  circumstances— fortu- 

£60,000,  granted  m  aid  of  His  Eoyal  ^^^^1     Oaptain  Tyler  was  within  reach. 

Highness  the  Pnnce  of  Wales  s  journey  conducting  an  inquiry  into  the  previous 

in  India ;  and,  whether  any  further  Vote  accident  near  Long  Ashton,  and  he  was 

"  ^l^^Z^r^^            T^YOTTi.  on  the  spot  where  the  accident  happened 

«^^^6^^^^^^  °^  V^.  EXCHE-  ^itti^  ^ot  many  hours.    I  thought  the 

QUEE  :   Yes,  Sir,  very  full  accounts  ^ase  so  serious  that  I  ordered  a  special 

have  been  sent  m  to  me  of  the  expendi-  inquiry,  which  is  now  going  on,  and  the 

tare  incurred  by  His  Eoyal  Highness  r      ^  will  be  laid  before  ParKament 

the  Pnnce  of  Wales  during  his  recent  ^^  ^j^^  e^y^gt  opportunity. 

Timt  to  India.     I  may  say  in  passing 

that  the  way  in  which  tliose  accounts 

h»ve  been  prepared  reflects  very  great  SELECT  COmilTTEE  ON  LOCAL  TAX- 

credit    on   Sir    Bartle    Frere,    Colonel  ^TION  (IRELAND)-VALUATION. 

Ellis,  and  others  who  have  been  em-  question. 

ployed  in  the  keeping  of  the  accounts,  i^  j^ply  to  Mr.  Butt, 

•nd  show  that  great  economy  was  exer-  ^^   ^   ^   gjjjTg    ^^^    ^^^  ^^ 

ased  throughout  that  expedition      The  attention  of  the  Government  had  been 

accounts  have  been  very  carefully  au-  ^^j^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^.^^^^^  ^^^^^^  the  Com- 

dited  by  Sir  WiUiam  Anderson  and  I  ^^^jj^^^  ^„  Lo^^  Taxation  in    Ireland 

have  gone   through    them    with    him  ^^  ^j^^  .^^.^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^       3^^^  ^^^^ 

There  still  remains  a  small  number  of  ^f  valuation  in  Ireland.    The  Govem- 

Otttstanding  biUs  to  be  provided  for,  but  ^^^^  ^^^^  conscious  of  the  serious  ir- 

there  18  a  sum  of  money  unexpended  regularities  in  local  taxation  in  Ireland, 

imore  than  sufficient  to  cover  those  biUs.  ^^   ^^^j^    ^^^    ^^^    ^^^-^    ^^^^^ 

There  certamly  will  be  no  occasion  for  attention  duriiig  the  Eecess.     Owing, 
any  8um,lementai7  Vote.     On  the  con-  t^^^^ver.  to  the  importance  and  difi- 
traiy,  there  wiU  be  a  small  surplus  of,  ^^^     ^^  ^^^  ^^^ject,  they  could  not  come 
pa-haps  a  few  hundred  pounds  lett  over  ^^^^         ^y^J^^  eng^ement  to  bring 
when  the  accounts  have  been  finaUy  ^^  ^  g^  ^^^^  Session 
Bettled.   I  think  I  shall  be  only  express- 
ing the  feeling  of  the  House   wnen  I  /^^xTor.T  tt%  a  fmn-r.  T:iTTxrri  /AT>TiT>rvnT>TA 
say  that  we  ought  not  to  ask  His  Eoyal  CONSOLIDATED   FUND  (APPROPRLA- 

Highness  to  repay  that  small  surplus  ,,,„.,      ,,    ^.       „      ^  .^    „    . 

into  the  Exchequer.     It  may  very  fairly  ^^''  ^^'*^»  ^'''  <^^^*^^^  ^f  ^^  Bxehequer, 

be  left  in  the  hands  of  His  Eoyal  Hiffh-  ^'•-  ^^"^^"^  ^'"'^y  ^"^^^^ 

ness,  considering  that  he  expended  nis  thikd  beading. 

own  money  in  the  purchase  of  works  of  Order  for  Third  Heading  read, 

art  and  specimens  of  Indian  manufacture  

which  are  being  exhibited  at  the  South  TURKEY-THE  ALLEGED  ATROCITIES 

Kensington  Museum.    I  think,  Sir,  the  ^  BULGARIA-OBSERVATIONS. 

whole  account  reflects  great  credit  upon  Me.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  rose  to  call 

all  concerned.  attention   to    the   delay   in  cib^aimas^ 
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official  information  as  to  the  outrages  in 
Bulgaria,  and  to  the  want  of  prompt  and 
energetic  action   in  the  matter  on  the 
part  of   the  Government  and  of    Her 
Majesty's  Representatives    in    Turkey. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  the  third 
reading  of  a  Bill  which  was  to  appro- 
priate public  money  to  the  respective 
Services  of  the  Crown  appeared  to  him 
to  be  a  fitting  one,  if  it  were  not  the 
only  one  he  now  had,  for  calling  the 
attention  of   the  House  to  matters  in 
which  he  ventured  humbly  to  think  the 
character,  if  not  the  interests,  of  this 
country  had  been  imperilled  through  the 
action  of  some  of  those  Services.     He 
would  not  apologize  to  the  House  for 
bringing   the  matter  before  them.     If 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  end  of 
the  Session,  and  the  short  time  at  the 
disposal  of  the  House,  any  excuse  was 
needed  beyond  the  gravity  of  the  ques- 
tions   involved,   he  would    find  ample 
excuse  in  the  fact  that    last  Monday 
evening,  when  the  truth  of  these  charges 
against  the  Turkish  Government  was  on 
all  sides  acknowledged,  and  when  to  the 
Head  of  our  Government  was  imputed, 
whether    rightly    or    wrongly,    an    in- 
difference to  these  events,  and  a  desire 
to   palliate,    if   not    to   conceal    them, 
the  Prime  Minister  maintained  silence 
throughout  the  whole  evening,  and,  as 
far  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
was  cc)ncerned,  he  left  Europe  and  Eng- 
land to  imagine  that  lie   still   adhered 
to    his    former    attitude    of    sceptical 
apathy.      The    right    hon.    Gentleman 
ought  to  give  him  (Mr.  Ashley)  thanks, 
and  not  censure,  for  affording  him  an 
opportunity    to    repair    his    omission, 
though  whether  he  received  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  thanks  or  censure — 
greatly  as    he  preferred  the  former — 
would  make  no  difference  in  the  view  he 
held,  that  it  was  incumbent  on  the  Go- 
vernment   to    explain,    if   they    could, 
where  the  blame  lay,  for  the  undoubted 
fact   that  within   a   district    not  three 
days'  journey  from  the  place  where  they 
were  sitting,  and  under  the  auspices  of  a 
Government  with  whom  we  were  in  the 
closest  alliance,  there  were  perpetrated 
in  the  early  part  of  the  month  of  May 
murders,  mutilations,  rapes,  and  devas- 
tations,  which  the  much-abused   Huns 
and  Yandals  might  have  envied  for  their 
completeness,  and  yet  that  it  was  only  in 
the  first  week  in  August  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  seemed  to  be  aware 

Jfr.  Ecelt^n  Ashley 


of  the  truth  of  the  stAtements  that  hid 
been  made  ;  and  that  even  now,  lumng 
read  the  Papers  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the   House  that    morning,  he  saw  bo 
adequate  protest  communicated  to  that 
Government  the  responsibility  for  whose 
acts  this  country  was,  by  force  of  ci^ 
cumstances,  compelled  to  share.    ["Mo, 
no!"]     Hon.    GenUebien    might  07, 
''No,  no!"  but  he  held  that  we  wen 
morally  responsible  for  these  acts;  ud 
he  would  endeavour  to    show,  before 
he  sat  down,  that  what  he  had  said  wu 
supported  by  the  facts  of  the  case.    No 
protest  against  these  cruelties  had  beea 
recorded  worthy  of  the  character  or  of 
the  power  of  England.     He  was  nol 
going    into    renewed  details   of  these 
atrocities,  because  he  would  rather  leave 
those   to    the    better    skilled,   and  he 
believed  the  entirely  truthful,  pent  of 
newspaper  correspondents.    But  two  re- 
marks   he    wished    first    to    make  it 
answer  to  those  who  endeavoured  to 
palliate  these  atrocities  by  saying  that 
they  were  reprisals  for  the  acts  of  otheni 
and  were  the  necessary  concomitanti  of 
civil  war.     Both  of  those  positions  were 
untrue.     By  people   inside  as  well  u 
outside  that  House,  the  attitude  of  the 
Montenegrin  soldiery  was  unconscioiulj 
confused  with  the  attitude  of  the  Bul- 
garian peasantry.     He  did  not  denythit 
the  Montenegrin  soldiery  were  brutal  in 
war.  though  not  so  bad  as  formerly,  and 
in  Bosnia  and  Ilorzegovina  also,  he  ad- 
mitted the  Kayahswere  guilty  of  isolated 
acts  of  atrocity,  and  he  did  not  justify 
them;    but    he    maintained    that  the 
Bulgarian    peasantry  had    never  been 
guilty  of  organized  cruelty,    that  they 
were  an  inoffensive   people,   who  were 
perfectly  unarmed,  and  were  incapable 
of  carrying  on  war.     As  to  the  second 
excuse,    when  the    honour  of   women 
and   the    slavery    of   children   became 
the    prizes    of    war    among    civilixed 
nations,  then  the  atrocities  which  had 
been  perpetrated  in  Bulgaria  mieht  be 
described  as  concomitants  of  civil  war. 
We  also  had  had  atrocities,  but  these  were 
confined    to    summary   executions   and 
wholesale  destruction  ;  but  such  as  those 
to  which  he  called  attention  never  had 
been  carried  on  by  any  civilized  nation, 
and  never  should  be.     What  he  wanted 
to  show  on  going  through  the  Papers 
was,  first  of  all,  that  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment knew  perfectly  well  the  cha- 
racter of  these  Circassians  whom  thej 
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let  loose  on  the  unfortunate  inhabitants 
of  Bulgaria ;  that  the  English  Govem- 
anent  was  also  acquainted  with  their 
eharacter,  and  that  the  English  Govern- 
ment knew  that  the  Turkish  Government 
knew  the  character  of  these  men,  who 
were  lawless,  brutal,  and  licentious. 
In  October  last,  12  refugees  returning 
to  Herzegovina,  were  murdered  by 
Bashi-Bazouk  irre^lars  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  regiuar  Turkish  troops. 
The  Ghrand  Vizier,  when  his  attention 
was  called  to  this  o\itrage  by  Sir  Henry 
EUiot,  promised  that  the  perpetrators 
would  be  promptly  punished ;  but  time 
passed  on,  and  nothing  whatever  was 
done  to  fulfil  that  promise.  Was  it  right 
or  wise,  when  the  British  Government  had 
thus  owned  their  responsibility,  that  they 
should  have  allowed  the  matter  to  drop 
wi^out  insisting  upon  redress  being 
giyen  ?  He  referred  to  this  transaction 
merely  to  show  that  the  English  Govern- 
ment were  perfectly  aware  of  the  character 
of  these  Circassians.  When  they  were  first 
sent  to  Bulgaria  no  less  a  person  than 
Midhat  Pasha  was  Governor  of  Nish,  who 
himself  bore  testimony  that  the  Bulga- 
rians were  a  peaceful  and  laborious 
people,  whode^red  nothing  more  than  the 
Aonour  and  safety  of  their  families,  and 
were  willing  to  pay  their  taxes.  And 
T6t  the  Turkish  Government,  of  which 
Midhat  was  one  of  the  chiefs,  who  were 
perfectly  well  acquainted  with  the  lawless 
character  of  the  Bashi-Bazouks  and  Cir- 
cassians, let  them  loose  to  work  their 
will  upon  that  defenceless  population. 
He  wished  to  submit  a  statement  to  the 
House  which  he  had  received  from  Con- 
stantinople, and  he  challenged  the  Go- 
Temment  and  Sir  Henry  Elliot  to  say 
whether  it  was  true  or  false.  It  was  to 
the  following  effect : — 

**  1 .  Skefket  Pasha,  the  commander  of  the  troops 
who  were  sent  from  Adiianople  to  Slieven,  him- 
sslf  gave  orders  to  his  troops  and  irregulars  to 
smaack  the  city  of  Tamboh,  four  hours  distant 
from  Slieven.  He  also  bombarded  and  destroyed 
enturely  the  village  of  Boyardjik,  eight  hours 
distant  from  Slieven,  whose  inhabitants  did  not 
take  any  part  whatever  in  the  insurrection. 
Skafket  Pasha  has  been  appointed  General  of 
the  Imperial  Guard  of  the  Sultan's  Palace. 

"  2.  Iteschid  Pasha,  who  destroyed  the  large 
and  flourishing  village  of  Peronshtizza,  in  the 
Pnmnce  of  Iliilippopolis,  and  massacred  most 
of  its  inhabitants,  was  promoted  and  appointed 
Colonel  of  the  troops  stationed  in  Slieven. 

••  3.  Deli  Nedjib  Effendi,  Governor  of  Plevna, 
wbo^  with  Baahi-Bazouks,  destroyed  about  1,000 
honies  in  the  district  of  Sevlievo,  was  rewarded 
Mh  the  ^eoomtion  Medyidieb  of  the  fifth  dasB. 


*'4.  Tossoun  Bey,  from  Karlovo,  who  destroyed 
the  small  town  of  EHisoura,  in  the  Province  of 
Philippopolis,  and  many  other  villages  in  the 
district  of  Gupsa,  of  the  same  Province,  has  been 
appointed  Mudir  (governor)  of  Karlovo. 

**  6.  Ali  Pehlivan,  the  commander  of  a  nume- 
rous band  of  Bashi-Bazouks,  who  perpetrated 
many  atrocities  in  the  Province  of  Philippopolis, 
was  promoted  to  the  rank  of  Bimbashi  (Colonel), 
and  was  allowed  to  go  at  the  head  of  10,000 
Bashi-Bazouks  and  fight  in  Servia. 

'*  6.  Hafiz  Pasha,  under  whose  eyes  and  in 
whose  presence  the  Bashi-Bazouks  massacred 
about  600  people  in  the  village  of  Batzigovo,  in 
the  Province  of  Philippopolis.  Hafiz  Pasha 
also  kept  for  a  week  within  his  private  apart- 
ments Kainoe,  the  Bulgarian  schoolmistress  of 
Otlonkeui,  and  violated  her.  Nothing  has  been 
done  to  him,  and  at  this  moment  he  is  com- 
mander of  a  division  of  the  army  operating  in 
Servia. 

"  7.  During  the  latter  part  of  June  60  decora- 
tions of  the  Medjidieh  class  were  sent  to  the 
Vali  of  Adrianople  to  bo  distributed  among 
those  'qui  se  sont  distingucs  en  combattant 
r insurrection  bulgare.'  Such  were  the  phrases 
of  the  papers  at  Constantinople. 

"  8.  Aziz  Pasha,  who  was  Governor  of  Philip- 
popolis at  the  time  of  the  outbreak  of  the  insur- 
rection in  that  Province,  and  whose  justice  and 
philo-Bulgarianism  are  well  known,  was  re- 
moved from  office  and  recalled  to  Constantinople, 
where  he  is  staying  now.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  had  Aziz  Pasha  been  maintained  in  his  post 
things  would  not  have  reached  such  lamentable 
proportions.  Likewise  the  Governors  of  Car- 
lovo  and  Adjar  (small  towns  in  the  Province  of 
Philippopolis),  who  had  shown  some  zeal  in  de- 
fending the  Christians  and  opposing  the  law- 
lessness of  the  Bashi  Bazouks,  were  dismissed 
from  office  and  replaced." 

Those  statements  he  would,  if  agreeable, 
hand  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  who  could 
take  the  steps  necessary  to  ascertain 
whether  they  were  true.  Some  of  them, 
he  might  observe,  were  corroborated 
by  communications  from  our  Consuls 
published  in  the  Blue  Book  now  on  the 
Table,  and  the  source  from  which  the 
letter  emanated  led  him  to  believe  that 
all  the  statements  it  contained  were  well- 
founded.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
during  all  the  time  these  outrages  were 
going  on  accounts  of  them  were  being 
published  in  the  Constantinople  news- 
papers, and  the  Government  of  Turkey 
had  never  contradicted  them.  What 
they  did  was  this.  They  went  to  the 
newspaper  offices  and  said — **  Instead 
of  publishing  these  distressing  letters, 
send  them  to  us,  and  we  will  lay  them 
before  the  (Jrand  Vizier,  who  will  deal 
with  the  matter."  The  papers  of  Con- 
stantinople, however,  continued  to  pub- 
lish the  letters,  not  having  that  confi- 
dence iu  tlxe  TuridfScv  Q:o^^Tamfi?DL\,  ^\^^ 
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some  people  appeared  to  think  ought  to 
be  reposed  in  them.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  our  Government  was  not  suf- 
ficiently supplied  with  information  as  to 
these  occurrences.  He  desired  to  speak 
of  Her  Majesty's  agents  in  Turkey  with 
the  greatest  possible  kindness,  more  es- 
pecially as  they  were  not  present  to  de- 
fend themselves,  but  they  showed  inca- 
pacity to  deal  with  the  circumstances  in 
which  they  were  placed.  The  Consul  at 
Adrianople,  M.  Dupuis,  was  a  sufferer 
from  chronic  paralysis,  and  was  physically 
incapable  of  acting  with  that  energy 
which  the  circumstances  demanded,  and 
he  blamed  those  in  authority,  who,  either 
knowing,  or  who  ought  to  have  known, 
the  position  of  that  gentleman,  did  not 
remove  him  to  some  other  place  and 
appoint  another  person  more  capable  of 
discharging  the  duty.  The  Turkish 
Government  were  now  endeavouring  to 
make  out  that  there  was  a  great  and  or- 
ganized insurrection  in  Bulgaria,  and 
that  thpy  were  driven  into  a  comer  and 
obliged  to  make  use  of  any  means  at 
their  disposal  for  its  suppressicm.  They 
thus  excused  themselves  for  the  employ- 
ment of  the  Circassians ;  but  that  was 
very  different  from  the  language  which 
they  held  at  first  when  they  spoke  merely 
of  some  slight  troubles  in  Bulgaria,  which 
tliey  expe(^te(l  speedily  to  come  to  an  end. 
Ho  (Mr.  Ashley)  was  prepared  to  admit 
that  there  was  an  insurreotionarv  move- 
ment  in  the  month  of  Mav,  but  those 
engaged  in  it  never  exceeded  1,000  men, 
most  of  them  being  refugees  or  Servian 
eiuissarios.  [The  hon.  Gentleman  then 
read  a  number  of  extracts  for  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  that  the  outbreak  in 
Bulgaria  was  not  of  such  a  nature  as  to 
require  the  Turkish  Government  to  em- 
ploy irregular  troops  in  addition  to  their 
Regular  forces.]  He  did  not  want  to 
read  more  than  was  necessary  from  these 
Pa]>er8,  but  in  a  despatch  from  Sir  Henry 
Elliot  to  Lord  Derbv,  shortlv  after  the 
chanpre  of  Government  in  Constantinople, 
Sir  Ilenrv  wrote  that  he  would  not  fail 
to  point  out  the  danger — danger,  he  (Mr. 
Ashley)  supposed  to  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment— of  organizing  those  expedi- 
tions of  Circassians  and  Bashi-Bazouks, 
who  were  committing  the  most  atrocious 
outragres  on  humanitv  and  civilization. 
But  they  did  not  know  whether  Sir 
Henry  Elliot  had  done  more  than  this. 
Consul  Dupuis,  when  he  informed  Sir 
Henry  Elliot   of  the   irregular   bands 

Jfr,  Evelyn  Ashley 


of  Bashi-Bazouks  and  CiToasrians  wbo 
were  enrolled  by  the  Turkish  Oofen- 
ment,  said  as  to  their  proceedings  ht 
had  **  no  means  of  ascertaining  them." 
What  was  a  Consul  sent  to  a  district 
for,  but  to  find  out  such  means  ?    As  to 
others  of  our  officials,  they  had  a  certaia 
amount  of  information,  but  did  not  art 
with  energy,  and   grave  responfdbilitT 
rested  on  their  superiors  for  not  insistiBg 
upon  their  gaining  more  complete  in- 
formation.    At  page  267  of  the  printed 
Papers  there  was  a  despatch  from  Sir 
Henry  Elliot  to  Lord  Derby,  in  which  he 
stated  that  he  might  **  accept  the  aim^ 
ance  that  the  accounts  as  to  tJie  Bulgarian 
outrages    had  been   exaggerated  to  a 
degree  which  must  deprive  them  of  the 
slightest    credit."     And    this    notwitii- 
standing   the    Report   of   Mr.  Baring, 
which  had  since  appeared.     And  now  as 
to  our  Home  Government.    He  confessed 
he  was  always  unwilling  to  make  any  re- 
marks on  men  in  a  high  position  in  that 
House.     He  felt  that  young  Memben 
should  avoid   doing  so;    but  what  en- 
ofuiragement  was  given  to  a  Ccmpul  who, 
Bnding  himself  in  a  situation  of  great 
difficulty,  sent  home  official  despatefaea 
which  were  treated  by  the  Prime  Minister 
as  *'  mere  coffee-house  babble  ?  "  Cooral 
Eeade  said  he  was  inclined  to  think  the 
object  of  these  lawless  bands  was  to  dimi- 
nish the  number  of  Bulgarians — if  he  had 
said  "educated"  Bulgarians  he  would 
have  been  right ;  for  there  was  an  evi- 
dent determination  to  diminish  the  in- 
telligent and  educated   majority  of  the 
Bulganans — and  all  this  with  the  per- 
fect connivance  of  the  authorities.    The 
unarmed  population  was  absolutely  at 
the  mercy  of  these  savages.    It  was  said 
the  emergency  was  so  great  as  to  render 
it  indispensable  to  put  down  the  insur- 
rection bv  anv  means  immediatelv  avail- 
able.    But  the  extermination  of  a  peace- 
ful  people  was  not  justifiable  in  any 
circumstances,  and  it  was  to  be  regretted 
that  Sir  Henry  Elliot  did  not  at  once  tell 
the  Turkish  Government  that  the  exter- 
minati<m  of  this  population  for  the  pur- 
pose of  re-adjusting  the  balance  between 
Ciiristians   and   ^lahomcKlans   was    not 
ju><titiable  under  any  circumstances,  but, 
instead  of  doing  that.  Sir  Henry  Elliot 
adopted  the  view  that  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment had  no  choice  under  the  cir- 
cumstances but  to  employ  the  Circas- 
sians and  Bashi-Bazouks.     Lord  Derby 
^  wrote  to  Sir  Henry  Elliot  on  the  18th  of 
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July.    The  language  of  that  despatch 
was  g;ood,  very  good  ;  but  this  he  must 
point  out— he  could  find  in  these  Papers 
BO  instance  in  which  Lord  Derby  had 
irritten  to  Sir  Henry  Elliot  a  despatch 
instructing  him  to  read  it  to  the  Turkish 
Minister  and  leave  him  a  copy.     He  did 
not  pretend  to  any  ^eat  diplomatic  expe- 
rience, but  he  had  always  been  taught 
that  when  any  serious  remonstrance  was 
intended,  that  was  the  first  step.    Not 
once  had  Lord  Derby  written    such  a 
despatch,  strongly  saying  that  the  out- 
niffes  which  had  been  perpetrated  were 
a  disgrace  to  the  Turkish  Government 
and  to  humanity ;  that  they  would  not 
be  tolerated  by  civilized  Europe.     Nor 
had  Lord  Derby  sent  for  the  Turkish  Am- 
bassador in  this  country  and  said — '*  I  am 
now  speaking  to  you  in  the  name  of  the 
Cabinet.     I  tell  you  the  acts  of  your  Go- 
Temment  are  a  disgrace  to  humanity, 
and  what  you  are  doing  will  receive  no 
countenance  from  us.     I  ask  you  to  put 
that  in  writing  and  send  it  to  your  Go- 
Temment."    But  they  had  nothing  of 
the  kind.     They  had  no  interview  with 
the  Sultan  demanded  by  the   English 
Ambassador.     They    had    only    unre- 
ported    conversations    of     Sir    Henry 
Mliot  with  the  Vizier,   the  force  and 
eharactor     of     which    they    did     not 
know,  but  only  the  result,  which  was 
ml.     He  remembered  Lord  Palmerston 
writing  to  a  representative  of  this  coun- 
try abroad — '*  You  are  quite  right  to 
report  home  whatever  is  said   to  you, 
but  you  are  quite  wrong  to  adopt  as  your 
own  all  the  nonsense  which  it  may  con- 
tain ; "  but  Sir  Henry  Elliot  did  adopt  as 
bis  own  the  statement  that  the  Porte  was 
obliged  to  employ  the  Bashi-Bazouks. 
There    was    abundant    proof   that  the 
Porto  had  Regular  soldiers  to  spare  if 
they  were  required  in  Bulgaria,  there 
being  5.000  present  at  the  time,  and  Sir 
Henry  Elliot  abandoned  his  proper  judi- 
cial position  in   expressing   a   contrary 
opinion.     A  paragraph  in  one  despatch 
(Page  372)  showed  how  Consuls  were 
indoctrinated  with  the  belief  that  they 
were  to  put  things  in  a  favourable  light 
fop  the  Porto,  for  Consul  Dupuis,  unable 
to  report  a  better  state  of  things,  said  if 
he  were  compelled  to  notice  the  disorders 
committed,  it  was  not  from  any  desire  to 
say  anything  adverse  to  the  Turks.    He 
oould  not  help  thinking  that  the  difficulty 
of  onr  Government  had  partly  been — and 
io  fiur  he  sympathized  with  them — that 


our  Consuls  acted  under  the  belief  that 
they  were  not  to  say  more  than  they 
could  help  about  the  shorteomings  of  the 
Turkish  Government.  "Wjith  reference 
to  newspaper  correspondence  he  said 
that  there  were  hon.  Gentlemen  in  that 
House  who  talked  in  a  way  that  showed 
that  they  forgot  what  a  great  advance 
had  been  made  in  the  way  of  **  our 
own  correspondence "  since  the  pre- 
Crimean  days.  The  newspaper  corres- 
pondent under  the  present  state  of 
things  was  not  an  ill- educated  par- 
tizan,  but  a  cultivated  traveller,  and 
in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  was  with- 
out prejudice.  His  only  prejudice  was 
that  in  favour  of  telling  the  truth  as 
largely  and  successfully  as  he  could. 
Did  they  suppose  that  the  newspaper 
correspondents,  many  of  whom  they  in 
that  House  personally  knew,  had  any 
desire  to  back  up  the  Bulgarians  against 
the  Turks,  or  the  Turks  against  the 
Bulgarians?  They  wore  cosmopolitan 
to  the  largest  extent;  they  were  men 
who  had  seen  the  world,  and  who  could 
form  mature  judgments,  and  he  might 
say  that  the  information  received  by  the 
newspaper  Press  in  this  country  was 
rapidly  supplanting  the  information 
which  the  Foreign  Office  could  com- 
mand. A  noble  Lord  opposite  had 
demurred  to  the  suggestion  of  the  re- 
sponsibility of  our  Government  for  the 
action  of  the  Turks.  On  that  point  he 
must  appeal  to  the  universal  opinion  of 
the  Turks  themselves.  He  had  received 
letters  from  American  missionaries  in 
Turkey  during  the  last  week,  telling 
him  that  the  Turks  considered  they  were 
being  backed  up  by  England.  He  did 
not  feel  called  upon  to  say  whether  or  no 
in  his  opinion  the  Government  were  right 
in  refusing  to  sign  the  Berlin  Memo- 
randum ;  but  they  should  certainly  have 
made  counter-proposals,  and  the  despatch 
of  May  19,  in  which  Lord  Derby  an- 
nounced that  refusal  to  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment was  remarkable  for  its  omis- 
sions. One  would  have  expected  Lord 
Derby  to  say — **  Do  not  let  us  be  misunder- 
stood. We  are  not  prepared  to  say  that 
you  ought  not  to  give  guarantees,  or  that 
you  have  not  broken  your  pledges.  All 
we  have  done  is  to  say  we  will  not  join 
in  this  minatory  action  on  the  part  of 
the  Northern  Powers,  for  reasons  of  our 
own;  but  do  not  imagine  that  we  are 
going  to  back*  you  up  in  whatever  you 
may  do,    Wq  kao^  -jwl  w^  «\i«^ibj^^ 


**  Her  Majesty's  Goveminent  cannot  conceal 
from  themselves  that  the  gravity  of  the  situa- 
tion has  arisen  in  a  great  measure  from  the 
weakness  and  apathy  of  the  Porte  in  dealing 
with  the  insurrection  in  its  earlier  stages,"  and 
"  from  the  want  of  confidence  in  Turkish  states- 
manship and  power  of  government." 

How  could  the  Turks  understand  that, 
except  as  a  direct  warning  that  they 
must  make  shorter  work  of  Bulgaria 
than  they  had  of  Bosnia  and  the  Herze- 
govina? Again,  could  it  be  supposed 
that  the  despatch  of  the  Fleet  to  Besika 
Bay  had  no  efi'ect  upon  the  Turks? 
There  was  at  the  time  great  uncertainty 
as  to  the  cause  of  the  proceeding,  but 
they  had  since  heard  from  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  that  the 
Fleet  merely  went  to  protect  British  sub- 
jects who  were  in  danger  at  Constanti- 
nople. But  at  first  a  very  different  im- 
pression prevailed.  He  was  reminded 
of  a  story  about  one  of  the  Kings  of 
Prussia,  who,  on  being  told  that  abusive 
articles  were  being  written  against  him, 
said — **0h,  never  mind!  I  and  my 
subjects  have  come  to  a  compromise.  I 
am  to  do  what  I  like,  and  they  are  to 
say  what  they  like."  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  in  this  matter  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  had  come  to  a  com- 
promise by  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  to  be  allowed  to  do  what  he  liked, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
what  he  liked.  At  any  rate,  until  the 
Papers  were  laid  on  the  Table,  and  the 
deputation  went  to  Lord  Derby  at  the 
Foreign  Office,  there  was  a  notion  that 
the  Fleet  had  been  sent  to  Besika  Bay 
to  meet  some  threatened  attack  upon 
Constantinople.  The  arrival  of  our 
Fleet  must  have  produced  a  gi-eat  effect 
upon  the  Turks,  and  if  we  had  led 
them  to  believe  that  we  should  encourage 
them  in  dealing  sharply  with  the  insur- 
gent Provinces,  what  became  of  our 
non-intervention  ?  He  should  doubtless 
be  asked  what  the  Government  ought  to 
have  done  ?  It  would  be  dangerous  for 
a  private  Member  of  that  House  to 
answer  a  question  of  that  sort,  for  un- 
answerable objections  could  always  be 

Jfr,  Evelyn  AiUey 
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Circassians  and  Bashi-Bazouks.  Do 
not  think  we  shall  help  you  in  any  diffi- 
culties you  may  get  into  on  that  score." 
It  was  incumbent  on  the  Government  to 
have  said  something  to  that  effect,  but 
Lord  Derby  only  wrote — 


stated  by  the  organof  the  Foragn  OfBce 
to  any  plans  that  mi^ht  be  Buggested, 
and  therefore  he  woula  only  say  tnAl  our 
Government  ought  to  have  managed  to 
let  the  Turkish  Gbvemment  knowtbit 
they  were  in  earnest.  He  would  <mlj 
give  as  an  illustration  of  a  statesman  in 
earnest,  a  proposal  made  to  the  Britiik 
Cabinet  during  the  Greek  War  of  In- 
dependence. It  was  in  Lord  Palmef- 
ston's  own  words  {Bulwer^s  Life,  p. 
293)— 

**  When  accounts  came  that  the  Torldili  fleet 
had  carried  away  Greeks  aa  alavea,  I  called  the 
attention  of  the  Cabinet  to  thia  drcmiutiM^ 
and  urged  that  it  would  be  a  stain  on  oariifr> 
tional  (3iaracter  if  we  did  not  make  an  effort  to 
recover  them.  The  Duke  of  Wellington  receitcd 
the  proposition  coldly;  Aberdeen  treated  thr 
matter  as  a  thing  wo  had  no  right  to  intMinv 
with.  Bathurat — as  the  excrf^ise  of  a  legitinuU 
right  on  the  part  of  the  Turks — and  EUa- 
borough  as  rather  a  laudable  action.  Thev  said 
— What  do  jou  propose  wc  should  do  P  I  aid, 
we  have  some  hold  over  the  Pasha  by  the  pre- 
sence of  Ibrahim  and  his  army  in  the  Mens. 
Let  the  Pasha  know  that  till  the  whole  of  the 
slaves  are  given  up  that  army  will  be  starred  is 
pawn." 

Sir  Henry  Bulwer  wrote  to  Lord  Pfcl- 
merston  ^m  Constantinople,  in  July, 
1838,  and  forcibly  conveyed  to  hnn 
that  the  influence  of  England  woold 
be  less  in  proportion  to  the  serficet 
she  might  render  to  Turkey,  thin 
in  proportion  to  the  dread  she  wai 
able  to  inspire.  He  (Mr.  Ashley)  con- 
curred in  that  statement,  and  thought 
that  if  the  British  Government  wished 
to  show  a  due  sense  of  the  atrocitiet 
that  had  been  committed,  they  shoiild 
make  so  strong  a  representation  to 
the  Turkish  Government  as  to  shov 
that  they  were  in  earnest,  and  they 
ought  to  recall  Sir  Henry  Elliot  from 
Constantinople  on  the  ground  that  the 
Foreign  Office  had  not  been  properly  in- 
formed of  what  was  going  on,  and  thtt 
he  had  not  been  able  to  control  the 
Turkish  Government.  He  wished  now 
to  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  futnre. 
This  was  an  important  moment,  when 
the  Eecess  was  coming  on  and  the  House 
would  not  n)ect  again  for  six  months. 
He  was  in  favour  of  a  spirited  foreign 
policy,  but  the  spirit  he  wiiihed  to  per- 
vade our  policy  was  a  spirit  of  fireedom 
on  behalf  of  oppressed  nationalities. 
The  influence  of  England  had  always  in 
the  long  run  been  exercised  in  thtt 
direction.  This  was  not  a  question  ai 
between  Mahomedanism  and  ChxiBtiaii- 
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ity;  bat  it  was  a  qaesiion  of  a  ruling 
army  encamped  on  a  soil  upon  wliich 
liad  grown  up  new  nationalities,  which 
liad  made  stndes  in  education  and  re- 
finement, that  had  made  the  yoke  bur- 
densome which  had  before  been  lightly 
lK>me.  Much  had  been  said  of  the  in- 
tegrity of  Turkey.  He  trusted  that  the 
time  would  never  come  when  the  integ- 
rity of  Turkey  would  be  regarded  not 
as  the  means  to  an  end,  but  as  the  end 
itself.  Many  persons  looked  upon  the 
integrity  of  Turkey  as  a  golden  calf  to 
be  wonJiipped,  and  not  as  a  means  to 
an  end — mat  end  being  to  prevent  any 
other  Power  itojn  obtaining  a  dangerous 
preponderance  in  the  East.  The  time 
was,  however,  rapidly  approaching  when 
there  would  be  many  other  means  to 
that  end.  Let  the  House  remember  how 
eompletely  the  aspect  of  Europe  had 
changed  since  the  Crimean  War.  Ger- 
many had  become  a  great  Power.  Italy 
had  become  united.  Austria  had  be- 
oome  far  stronger  because  she  had  no 
Italy  to  curb,  and  her  Provinces  were 
more  reconciled  to  each  other.  There 
were  thus  three  Powers — where  there 
were  none  before— to  curb  the  ambition 
of  Bussia.  The  condition  of  Russia 
had  also  entirely  changed,  for  she  had 
BOW  a  peaceable  Emperor,  and  the  coun- 
try was  not  anxious  for  war.  The  Crimean 
War  was  as  much  caused  by  the  refusal 
of  the  Porte  backed  up  by  England  to 
surrender  the  Hungarian  refugees  to  the 
Bmperor  Nicholas  as  by  the  question  of 
the  Holy  Places.  Bussia  had  now  ceased 
to  assume  her  former  aggressive  attitude, 
and  it  was  desirable  to  seize  the  pre- 
sent moment.  Another  Emperor  might 
snoceed  to  the  throne  animated  by  dif- 
ferent feelings,  and  England  ought  to 
be  ready  to  co-operate  with  Bussia  or 
any  other  Powers  in  order  that  these 
Provinces  should  as  early  and  as  peace- 
ably as  possible  receive  an  autonomy 
and  a  Government  of  their  own,  sub- 
ject only  to  the  Porte  as  their  suzerain 
to  whom  they  should  also  pay  a  tribute. 
This  Turkish  policy  of  sitting  upon  the 
safety  valve  might  be  worthy  of  the  cap- 
tain of  a  Mississippi  steamer,  but  not  of 
a  civilized  State.  The  ruling  Turk  had 
not,  in  fact,  changed  since  the  time 
when  the  streets  of  Alexandria  were 
strewn  with  the  books  of  the  Alexandria 
Ubrazy,  and  when  the  Caliph  Omar  ex- 
daimed — **  If  these  books  are  in  favour 
I  the  Koran  they  are  unnecessaiy,  and 

VJj.  OUAXXT,    [thibd  ssries.]] 


if  they  are  contrary  to  the  Koran  they 
are   mischievous,    and    so   bum    them 
all."      The  Turk  had  not  changed  in 
his  views  from  that  day  to  this.     He 
was  not  speaking  of  some  half  dozen 
Europeanized  Turks  at  Constantinople, 
but  of  the  nation  at  large.    The  ordinary 
Turk  was  a  grave,    honest   man,    but 
he  was  as  benighted  as  ever  he  was.    The 
Bulgarian  population,  on  the  other  hand, 
had  during  the  last  20  years  made  enor- 
mous strides.     Schools  had  been  estab- 
lished in  almost  every  village,  and  it  was 
the  jealousy  of  this  on  the  part  of  the 
Turl:  which  had  been  the  cause  of  half 
the  atrocities  that  had  been  committed, 
and  which  had  been  directed  principally 
against  the  priests  and  schoolmasters. 
England  was  strong  enough  to  do  what 
was  right  and  just,  and  if  Bussia  was 
to  be  fought,  let  us  fight  her  openly,  and 
not  over  the  prostrate  bodies  of  these 
Bulgarians.    In  the  Life  of  Lord  Palmer- 
ston  he  found  that  in  1848  he  remarked 
that  the  real  policy  of  England  was  to 
be  the  champion  of  justice  and  of  right. 
She  was,   of  course.  Lord  Palmerston 
said,  to  act  with  moderation  and  pru- 
dence, and  not  to  be  the  Quixote  of  the 
world ;  but  she  ought  to  give  the  weight 
of  her  moral  sanction  and  support  wher- 
ever she  thought  justice  was,  and  when- 
ever she  thought  wrong  had  been  done, 
and  in   such  a  case  she  would   never 
find  herself  altogether  alone.     It  was 
a  narrow  and  false  policy,  Lord  Palmer- 
ston added,  to  suppose  that  this  country 
or  that  was  to  be  marked  out  as  the  eternal 
ally  or  perpetual  enemy  of  England.  She 
had  no  eternal  ally,  and  no  perpetual 
enemy.    There  were,  however,  people,  in 
1876,  who  thought  that  Turkey  was  to 
be   our  eternal    ally,   and  Bussia  our 
perpetual    enemy.      Lord    Palmerston 
went  on  to  say  our  interests  alone  were 
eternal  and  perpetual,  and  that  every 
British  Minister  should   make  the  in- 
terest of  England  the  shibboleth  of  his 
policy.     He  (Mr.  Ashley)  contended  that 
the  interests  of  England  were  not  con- 
cerned in  sacrificing  justice  and   right 
to  the  mythical  notion  of  keeping  the 
Bussian  Fleet  out  of  the  Mediterranean, 
where  we  could  meet  her  on  equal  terms, 
in  alienating  from  England  the  feelings 
of  these  nascent  peoples  and  throwing 
them  into  the  arms  of  Bussia,  or  in 
checking     the     development     of    new 
free  States.     He  could  not  think  thA.t 
the  Govemmeiit  ^et^  t^^^-^   o^-^^ir^ 
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to  the  emancipation  of  these  subject- 
races  ;  but  he  would  remind  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  the  Conservative 
Party  were  kept  out  of  office  for  many 
years  by  their  ill- disguised  hostility  to 
Italian  emancipation.  [**No,  no!"] 
Well,  if  an  objection  was  raised,  he 
would  not  say  their  hostility,  but  their 
lukewarmness.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  if  the  country  thought  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  or  the  Party 
which  followed  them  were  really  indif- 
ferent to  the  aspiration  of  these  subject- 
races  in  Turkey,  the  same  feeling  would 
be  excited,  and  they  would  suffer  from 
the  same  cause. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said,  that  although 
he  could  not  think  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Poole  (Mr.  Ashley)  had 
made  out  a  case  which  would  justify  the 
House  in  censuring  the  Government  and 
its  diplomatic  representatives  in  Turkey 
— he  rejoiced  that  an  opportunity  had 
been  given  to  the  House  before  the  Ses- 
sion closed  of  expressing  their  horror  at 
the  outrages  which  had  occurred  in  Bul- 
garia. They  could  now  offer  to  Bulgaria 
nothing  but  barren  sympathy ;  but  with 
respect  to  Servia,  against  which  country 
the  fortune  of  war  seemed  to  be  turning, 
the  debate  might  be  attended  with  good 
results.  The  Servians  might  be  unable 
to  resist  the  Turks  in  the  open  field  and 
the  contest  would  assume  the  character 
of  a  guerilla  warfare,  in  which  the 
Bashi-Bazouks  and  other  irregular  troops 
would  find  opportunities  for  perpetrating 
the  atrocities  which  had  occurred  in  Bul- 
garia. Lord  Derby,  writing  on  the  9th 
of  August,  only  two  days  ago,  to  Sir 
Henry  Elliot,  said — 

"  It  appears  to  Her  !^^ajesty'B  Govemment 
that  the  cai)ture  of  Saitschar  may  probably  lead 
to  the  oecuj>ation  of  a  considerable  part  of 
Sers'ia  bv  1'urkish  forces. 

"  I  have  theref un*  to  instruct  your  Excellency 
to  urge  stronirly  on  tbe  Porto  that  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessiiry  that  its  troops  should  be  kept 
undt^r  j)roj)er  c(»ntrol ;  that  the  unarmed  popu- 
lation sliwuld  be  spared:  and  that  any  repetition 
of  tlie  outrages  committed  in  Bulgaria  should  be 
avoided. 

"  Your  Excellency  will  point  out  that  any 
renewal  of  such  outrages  would  prove  more  dis- 
astrous to  the  IVi-te  than  the  loss  of  a  battle. 
The  indiirnation  of  Europe  wc>uld  become  un- 
controllable, ami  intt-rference  in  a  sense  hostile 
to  Turkev  would  inevitablv  follow." 

He  (Mr.  Forsyth)  felt  sure  that  these 
words  would  find  an  echo  in  the  heart  of 
every  Englishman.  Now  the  object  of 
the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  was  to 

Jfr,  Evelyn  Aehley 


censure  the  Foreign  Secretaiy  and  Sir 
Henry  Elliot,  and  he  would  take  the  t»o 
cases  separately.  First,  with  leepeGt  to 
Lord  Derby.  There  onght,  he  mb- 
mitted,  to  be  evidence  before  them  to 
show  that  the  noble  Lord  did  not  tct 
with  promptitude  and  energy  on  the  in- 
formation oefore  him  before  they  could 
pass  such  a  Besolution.  He  thoneht  lie 
could  demonstrate  that  not  a  shadow  of 
a  shade  of  blame  attached  to  Lord  Derbj 
throughout  the  whole  of  these  trtiiae* 
tions.  Lord  Derby  was  here  in  England, 
and  could  only  act  upon  the  informttioB 
before  him.  He  could  not  act  upon 
mere  rumour  or  report,  and,  on  the  in- 
formation he  received,  he  did  act  with 
promptitude  and  energy.  The  insurrec- 
tion broke  out  at  the  end  of  April,  but 
the  first  intimation  of  any  disturbance  in 
Bulgaria  which  reached  Lord  Derby  wu 
received  in  a  despatch  dated  May  4,  tnd 
it  contained  these  words — "Some  dis- 
turbances have  taken  place  in  Philip- 
popolis."  In  a  despatch  of  the  7th  of 
May  that  statement  was  repeated ;  tnd 
the  first  allusion  Lord  Derby  made  to 
the  subject  was  to  be  found  in  his  letter 
of  the  2dth  of  May,  in  which  he  said— 

"  Her  Majesty's  GoTemmcnt  approre  tbc 
commimication  which  vour  Excellencr  inteodi 
to  make  to  the  Turkish  Government  npon  tht 
subject  of  the  recent  outbreak  in  Bulgaria.'* 

"Writing  on  the  20th  of  May,  Consol 
Reade  informed  Lord  Derby  that  "the 
rising  of  the  Bulgarians  is  all  but  pnt 
down ; "  and  he  received  no  further 
communication  on  the  subject  until  the 
9th  of  June,  when  Consul  Beade  wrote  to 
say — **  I  have  heard  nothing  particular 
to  report."  Up  to  that  time  that  wis 
all  the  information  Lord  Derby  had. 
From  a  despatch  dated  the  18th  of  June, 
received  10  davs  later,  he  first  heard  of 
the  Circassians  and  Bashi-Bazouks  being 
brought  into  Bulgaria.  Well,  the  day 
before  the  subst  n  nee  of  what  had  appeared 
in  The  Daily  News  was  brought  before 
both  Ilouses  of  Parliament,  and  on  the 
26th  Lord  Derby  wrote  to  Sir  HeniT 
Elliot,  urging  him  to  make  inquiries  and 
furnish  information,  and  enclosing  the 
newspaper  reports,  as  he  did  also,  in  t 
later  letter,  those  which  subsequendy 
appeared.  The  next  despatch  was  from 
Sir  Henry  Elliot,  who  enclosed  two 
despatches  from  Vice  Consul  Dupuis on 
the  subject  of  the  outrages.  Sir  Heniy 
Elliot  said  that  the  excesses  were  un- 
questionably very  great ;  but  that  there 
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liad  been  monfltrous  exaggeration ;  that 
cues  of  rerolting  cruelty  had  been 
mentioiied  to  him  which  turned  out 
on  investigation  to  be  fictitious;  and 
adding  that,  while  atrocities  had  been 
oommitted,  the  Christians  commenced 
them,  although  the  Turks  were  the 
greatest  offenders.  So  that  even  then 
Lord  Derby  was  told  that  great  doubt  was 
thrown  upon  Vice  Consul  Dupuis'  Eeport, 
and  informed  that  some  things  that  were 
stated  were  known  to  be  false.  Lord 
Derby,  however,  on  the  14th  of  July 
vrote  to  Sir  Henry  Elliot  directing  him 
to  bring  the  Beports  of  the  Vice  Consul 
wider  the  notice  of  the  Porte,  and  to 
urge  strongly  that  orders  should  be 
given  to  the  local  authorities  without 
loss  of  time  to  repress  the  outrages  and 
punish  those  concerned  in  them,  and 
that  a  proclamation  should  be  issued  to 
put  a  stop,  under  severe  penalties,  to 
the  sale  of  women  and  children,  and 
directing  the  release  of  all  persons  im- 
properly detained  in  custody,  and  that 
tho^  released  should  bo  protected. 
What,  he  asked,  could  Lord  Derby  at 
that  time  have  done  more  ?  No  hon. 
If  ember  of  the  House — no  matter  how 
strong  might  be  his  desire  to  put  down 
the  commission  of  outrages — could  have 
written  in  a  stronger  or  more  determined 
manner  than  Lord  Derby  did.  On  the 
19th  of  July  Lord  Derby  again  wrote  to 
Sir  Henry  Elliot,  approving  what  he 
had  done  in  the  way  of  addressing  re- 
monstrances to  the  Porte  with  reference 
to  these  atrocities.  The  first  Beport 
made  by  Idr.  Baring  in  relation  to  the 
matter  bore  date  «fuly  25,  but  was  not 
received  until  the  4th  of  August.  It 
stated  that  he  had  visited  the  villages, 
and,  as  far  as  he  could  gather  about 
12,000  Bulgarians  had  perished;  the 
number  of  Turks  killed  being,  in  his 
opinion,  short  of  1,000,  many  of  whose 
deaths  had  been  attended  with  circum- 
stances of  great  cruelty.  On  the  8th  of 
August  Lord  Derby  again  wrote  to  Sir 
Henry  Elliot  in  strong,  emphatic,  and 
indignant  terms,  instructing  him  to  make 
further  representations  to  the  Porte  in 
reference  to  the  atrocities,  and  stating 
that  he  could  not  speak  too  strongly  of 
the  horror  which  the  statements  received 
had  aroused  in  the  minds  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  people  of  this  couiitry. 
Sir  Henry  Elliot  was  also  instructed  to 
xeport  further  as  the  progress  of  the  in- 
slirreotion  and  the  incidents  connected 


with  it.  This  was  the  whole  of  the  Cor- 
respondence by  means  of  which  the 
House  was  able  to  judge  whether  Lord 
Derby  had  or  had  not  been  guilty  of 
remissness  or  neglect  in  reference  to  the 
subject  of  the  atrocities;  and  he  con- 
tended that  as  far  as  Lord  Derby  was 
concerned,  and  as  far  as  his  means  of 
procuring  information  enabled  him  to 
act,  he  lost  no  single  moment  of  time, 
but  acted  with  energy  and  decision.  If 
that  were  so,  there  was  no  basis  for  the 
first  part  of  his  hon.  Friend's  speech, 
which  called  upon  the  House  to  censure 
the  conduct  of  Lord  Derby.  He  felt 
bound  to  admit,  with  regard  to  Sir  Henry 
Elliot,  that  he  did  not  seem  to  have  been 
sufficiently  alive  to  the  gravity  of  the 
circumstances  in  which  he  had  to  act. 
It  must  be  remembered,  however,  that 
at  the  time  engrossing  and  momentous 
events  were  happening  in  Constantino- 
ple, where  Sir  Henry  Elliot  was.  First, 
there  was  the  massacre  at  Salonica,  then 
there  was  the  deposition  of  the  Sultan 
Abdul  Aziz ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  there 
came  the  assassination  of  several  Turkish 
Ministers.  In  addition  to  all  this,  there 
was  the  fact  the  Porte  constantly  denied 
the  truth  of  the  statements  made  in  re- 
lation to  the  outrages  alleged  to  have 
been  committed ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  must  admit  that  there  was  a  certain 
absence  of  energy  and  a  disposition  to 
believe  the  Turkish  statements  as  against 
those  made  by  Christians  which  some- 
what surprised  him.  An  examination 
of  the  different  statements  made  must 
convince  anyone  that  gross  exaggeration 
was  indulged  in  on  both  sides,  although 
it  was  clear  to  his  mind  that  the  outrages 
of  the  Turks  outweighed  those  of  the 
Christians  a  hundred-fold.  Yes!  there 
were  atrocities  on  both  sides,  and  it 
might  be  said — *' Are  you  to  ignore  the 
atrocities  of  the  Bulgarians,  and  to  heap 
all  your  wrath  upon  the  Turks  V*  This, 
however,  was  not  the  way  to  put  the 
question.  The  point  of  view  from  which 
he  regarded  it  was  this — Her  Majesty's 
Government  was  not  dealing  with  a  host 
of  savages,  but  with  a  Government  in 
friendly  alliance  with  England,  and  pos- 
sessing a  Begular  Army  sufficiently 
strong  to  repress  excesses  indulged  in 
by  its  irregular  forces.  It  was  different 
with  the  insurgents,  who  had  been  down- 
trodden for  centuries,  and  had  perhaps 
become  brutalized  by  oppression,  «i  iV^-a^* 
they  so  far  forgot  \)i«Ui^^'^^^  ^^m  ««ra\fe 
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instances  to  give  way  to  feelings  of  re- 
venge. This  country  had  a  right  to  call 
the  Turkish  Government  to  a  severe  ac- 
count for  what  had  occurred,  and  it  was 
no  sufficient  answer  for  the  Porteto  say 
that  atrocities  had  been  committed  on 
the  other  side.  If  a  Government  was 
too  weak,  or  was  unwilling  to  repress 
these  atrocities,  it  was  not  fit  to  be  a 
Government  —  certainly  not  a  Govern- 
ment to  which  the  moral  support  of 
England  ought  to  be  extended.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  then  pro- 
ceeded to  quote  from  the  Correspondence, 
which  contained  many  most  distressing 
details,  in  order  to  show  that  the  balance 
of  atrocities  committed  by  the  Turks 
was  far  heavier  as  compared  with  those 
committed  by  the  Bulgarians.  The  Tur- 
kish Government  had  sent  out  a  Com- 
missioner with  extraordinary  powers, 
but  he  (Mr.  Forsyth)  did  not  believe  the 
Keport.  The  challenge  was  as  to  particu- 
lar localities  and  circumstances,  but  the 
Commissioner  dealt  only  in  vague  genera- 
lities. He  (the  Commissioner)  did,  indeed, 
say  that  there  was  a  document  which  con- 
tained the  plan  of  the  details  of  the  in- 
surrection, and  which  stated  that  the 
men  and  women  of  Mussulmans  were 
to  be  murdered ;  and  that  this  document 
had  appended  to  it  the  names  of  a  num- 
ber of  persons  concerned.  All  import- 
ant, however,  as  it  was  to  the  Turkish 
Government,  tliis  document  had  never 
seen  the  light ;  and,  therefore,  its  exist- 
ence could  hardly  be  believed  in.  No 
doubt  there  had  been  individual  atroci- 
ties on  the  part  of  the  insurgents,  but 
nothing  like  what  there  had  been  on  the 
other  side ;  and  it  was  admitted  that  Ba- 
shi-Bazouks  and  Circassians  had  been  let 
loose  on  these  people  **  to  diminish  their 
numbers" — that  was,  to  murder  them. 
Sir  Henry  Elliot,  to  whom  Midhat  Pacha 
had  denied  the  outrages,  said  that  he 
wished  that  it  were  possible  to  accept  the 
denial ;  but  the  testimony  as  to  the  out- 
rages committed  upon  Bulgarian  women 
and  children  was  too  strong  to  be  dis- 
believed. There  was  also  the  statement 
of  a  gentleman  who  had  travelled  from 
Schumla  in  company  with  a  high  Otto- 
man functionary,  and  who  on  his  way 
asked  the  police  if  they  had  profited  by 
the  rising  to  diminish  the  number  of 
Bulgarians,  and  he  added  that  he  feared 
that  they  had  not  done  everything  in 
their  power  and  everj'thing  that  they 
ought  to  have  done  in  thia  ditectioiL. 

Jfr.  Forsyth 


After  that  who  could  wonder  thataifod- 
ties  had  been  committed  by  theinegokr 
troops',?  Moreover,  the  £act  had  ben 
overlooked  that  after  the  insuneetioB 
was  over,  and  the  prisoners  wexe  about 
to  be  examined,  judicial  torture  was  re> 
sorted  to  by  the  Turkish  authoritieB  for 
the  purpose  of  extracting  confesaons 
and  procuring  condemnation.  The  qii»- 
tion  now  was  as  regarded  the  fatore. 
Could  we,  as  a  Christian  nation  andi 
free  people,  continue  to  g^ve  a  mortl 
countenance  and  support  to  a  nation 
whose  Government  had  allowed  the  luv* 
rors  of  which  they  had  just  heard  to  be 
perpetrated,  unchecked  and  unreprored 
untU  England  had  at  length  sternly  le- 
monstrated  with  her  ?  It  seemed  that  if 
we  did  so  we  should  be  creating  for  01l^ 
selves  a  totally  false  position  in  England 
as  regarded  the  grounds  upon  which  we 
gave  our  support  to  Turkey  at  all  We 
had  stood  by  Turkey  longer  than  any 
other  nation  had  done.  We  had  been 
her  friend  and  we  had  put  faith  in  her 
promises  for  the  reform  of  her  (Govern- 
ment, which  she  had  broken  over  and 
over  again.  Under  these  circumstanoee, 
we  should  let  the  Turkish  GK>vemmettt 
know  that  as  the  price  of  our  firiendehip 
and  our  alliance  for  the  future  theie 
must  be  a  total  change  in  their  attitude 
towards  the  Christian  population  which 
was  subject  to  them.  Turkey  had  much 
to  repent  of  in  the  past,  and  Servia  wa« 
now  before  her,  where  the  same  cruelties 
would  be  perpetrated  if  the  voice  of 
England  did  not  make  itself  heard  in 
stern  and  unmistakeable  tones.  Servia, 
perhaps,  might  not  be  able  to  meet  Tur- 
key in  the  open  field,  but,  nevertheless, 
she  would  be  able  to  carry  on  a  pro- 
tracted guerilla  warfare,  and  would  not 
be  eventually  conquered.  Thus  along 
and  desultory  conflict  would  ensue,  in 
which  many  atrocities  might  occur  if 
steps  were  not  taken  to  prevent  them. 
If  the  war  continued  for  any  length  of 
time  the  feelings  of  the  Slav  populations 
of  Eussia  and  Austria  would  become  so 
excited  that  thev  would  force  the  hands 
of  those  Governments,  who  would  be 
compelled  to  go  to  war  in  defence  of 
Servia,  and  would  not  allow  her  to  be 
conquered.  And  he  did  not  believe  that 
England  would  allow  a  shot  to  be  fired 
or  a  shilling  to  be  expended  by  herself 
in  defence  of  Turkey  to  prevent  that 
interference.  The  sooner,  therefore, 
y"H.^T  Mti^^Qat^'a  Government  began   to 
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propose  mediation  for  the  purpose  of 
stopping  the  advance  of  Turkey  into 
Servia  the  better  it  would  be  for  the 
peace  of  Europe.  In  his  opinion  the 
best  thing  that  could  happen  for  Turkey 
would  be  that  her  Christian  provinces, 
which  under  the  present  system  formed 
a  gangrened  limb,  should  be  entirely 
separated  from  her  and  formed  into 
free  and  independent  States,  which  would 
act  as  a  barrier  between  herself  and  the 
zest  of  Europe. 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  thought  every 
one  must  agree  that  the  House  could 
hardly  have  separated  without  some 
farther  allusion  to  the  subject  which  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Poole  (Mr. 
Srelyn  Ashley)  had  brought  under  their 
notice.  The  eloquent  remarks  with 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  concluded 
his  speech  would  alone  affoi^  a  justifi- 
cation for  the  Notice  which  he  had  given. 
He  (Mr.  Forster)  candidly  admitted  that 
if  he  had  put  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  he 
did  not  think  that  he  should  have  ex- 
pressed it  in  terms  which  would  make  it 
appear  to  have  been  framed  to  convey  a 
positive  censure  on  the  Government,  and 
ibr  this  reason — that  this  was  a  matter 
of  such  immense  importance,  deeply  con- 
oeming  the  honour*  and  credit  of  the 
00imti7,  and  especially  as  regarded  the 
ftitare  action  of  Government,  that  they 
should,  if  possible,  come  to  a  nearly 
unanimous  conclusion  with  regard  to 
the  policy  they  would  suggest  to  Her 
Migesty's  Government,  and  to  their  ex- 
pression of  the  feeling  of  the  country. 
He  therefore  deprecated  any  spirit  of 
Party  feeling  being  excited  by  the  fact 
of  any  direct  attack  being  made  upon 
the  Gfovemment.  But  his  hon.  Friend 
had  not  put  his  Notice  in  the  form  of  a 
Motion.  At  the  same  time,  what  he  had 
said  with  regard  to  the  past,  and  what 
ihe  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mary- 
lebone  (Mr.  Forsyth)  had  stated  in  reply 
to  him,  seemed  to  make  it  impossible 
that  the  past  could  be  entirely  over- 
looked, and  doubtless  Her  Majesty's 
CK>yemment  themselves  would  desire  an 
opportunity  of  giving  additional  expla- 
nations in  reference  to  it.  It  was,  for 
instance,  rather  an  astonishing  fact  that 
when  terrible  deeds  had  been  perpe- 
trated on  such  an  extensive  scale  as  re- 
oalled  to  memory  the  atrocities  of  ancient 
times  or  the  Middle  Ages,  within  a  few 
days'  journey  of  London,  the  particulars 
of  which  had  been  in  the  knowledge  of 


the  newspaper  correspondents  for  the 
last  six  weeks,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  not  have  received  reliable 
information  with  regard  to  them  until  a 
very  few  days  ago.  This  was  in  itself 
a  fact  that  required  explanation,  and  ho 
could  not  help  thinking  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  to  live  over  this  time  again 
they  would  take  care  that  they  did  ob- 
tain information  more  quickly,  and  act 
upon  it  more  quickly  than  they  did. 
The  House  would  recollect  that  it  was 
on  the  26th  June  that  he  ventured  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  as  to  a  statement 
that  appeared  in  The  Daily  News,  It 
was  the  first  statement  respecting  these 
atrocities,  and  it  had  been  wonderfully 
borne  out  by  what  now  proved  to  be  the 
facts.  The  Correspondent  did  not  pre- 
tend to  give  exact  figures,  admitting 
that  the  dreadful  atrocities  committed 
had  a  tendency  to  exaggerate  themselves. 
He  did  not  vouch  for  numbers,  but  he 
stated  that  from  13,000  to  18,000  had 
been  killed ;  and  in  his  second  letter  he 
put  the  number  at  12,000,  which  was 
what  the  official  investigator  imagined 
it  to  be.  The  Correspondent  said  100 
villages  were  believed  to  have  been 
burnt,  though  he  did  not  vouch  for  the 
number,  and  he  gave  many  details,  men- 
tioning one  terrible  story  of  burning, 
which  he  did  not  give  as  a  fact,  but 
which  he  hoped  might  not  be  true.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  glad  the  other 
day  to  find  that  this  was  a  falsehood ; 
but,  on  looking  at  the  papers  this 
morning,  he  (Mr.  Forster)  was  sorry  to 
see  that  the  way  in  which  that  atrocity 
was  denied  did  not  appear  to  him  to  dis- 
prove the  fact.  There  were  other  oc- 
currences not  quite  so  glaring,  but  almost 
as  bad,  of  the  truth  of  which  there  could 
be  no  doubt.  The  reply  of  the  Prime 
Minister  was  that  it  was  true  that  the 
war  was  carried  on  between  the  in- 
vaders and  the  Bashi  -  Bazouks  and 
Circassians  with  great  ferocity,  but  the 
information  which  had  been  received 
certainly  did  not  justify  the  statements 
which  had  appeared  in  the  newspapers. 
Thus  it  appeared  that  Ministers  were 
entirely  in  the  dark  with  regard  to  the 
truth  or  falsehood  of  those  statements. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Forsyth)  said 
Lord  Derby  did  not  lose  a  moment 
in  ascertaining  the  truth.  He  could 
hardly  think  that  was  quite  correct.  He 
could  not  fox  a  laoia^TL^i  %\]ly^«a  H^cisa^ 
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Lord  Derby,  in  his  intense  anxiety  about 
Eastern  Affairs,  had  not  himself  read 
those  accounts  on  June  23.  He  should 
have  thought  that,  without  waiting  for  any 
Question  being  asked  of  him,  he  would 
have  telegraphed  at  once  to  Constanti- 
nople to  ask  whether  the  horrible  story 
was  true,  especially  as  he  did  not  think 
they  ought  to  have  been  exceedingly 
surprised,  seeing  that  they  liad  informa- 
tion of  the  employment  of  irregular 
troops,  whose  character  was  known  to 
them.  Beyond  that,  they  had  in  their 
hands  a  despatch  of  Sir  Henry  Elliot, 
dated  June  8,  in  which  he  said  that  the 
Bulgarian  insurrection  appeared  to  have 
been  put  down,  though  he  regretted  to 
say  with  cruelty,  and  in  some  places 
with  brutality.  Knowing  what  these 
irregular  troops  were  he  was  surprised 
that  no  telegram  was  sent,  and  much 
more  surprised  that  when  Lord  Derby 
had  assured  the  Duke  of  Argyll  that 
further  inquiries  would  be  immedi- 
ately made,  these  inquiries  were  not 
made  by  telegraph.  He  should  have 
thought,  if  the  telegraph  was  of  any 
use,  it  would  have  been  used  on  that 
occasion.  The  Government  sent  no 
telegram ;  the  newspapers  did,  and  when 
he  again  interrogated  the  Government 
they  had  no  information,  whereas  The 
Daily  Xews  had  received  a  longer  list  of 
atrocitios  and  more  detailed  information, 
and  bimilar  information  appeared  in  The 
2)'mes,  showing  that  in  all  probability 
the  stories  were  now  true,  and  creating 
a  gn«at  change  in  public  opinion  in 
England.  This  was  so  marked  that  one 
journal.  The  Daily  Telegraphy  which  had 
j>aid  when  the  first  letter  appeared  in 
The  Daily  Xews  that  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible the  news  could  be  true,  and  that 
"  those  villages  did  not  even  exist," 
no  longer  attempted  to  deny  the  general 
truth  of  the  story.  The  Government 
were  more  ignorant  than  anybody  else. 
They  had  no  informaticm,  and  made  no 
attempt  to  get  it.  He  confessed  if 
they  had  realized  the  meaning  of  the 
report  and  the  responsibility  of  this 
country  in  the  matter  they  would  have 
set  more  eagerly  to  work  to  get  the 
information  upon  which  to  base  pro- 
tests of  misrepresentation.  At  the  same 
time,  he  admitted  the  Government  had 
been  misled  by  Sir  Henry  Elliot.  He 
had  been  informed  of  the  statements 
in  The  Daily  Xeics.  They  had  con- 
stantly been  brought  before  him,  as  he 

2fr.  TT.  E.  Fonter 


happened  to  know,  by  persons  in  Con- 
stantinople whose  representations  he 
ought  not  to  have  dismissed  as  unworthj 
of  credit.  Sir  Henry  ought  to  be  called 
upon  to  explain  why  he  treated  as  un- 
worthy of  credit  statements  brought  to 
him  in  this  way  and  which  afterwards 
turned  out  to  be  substantially  correct 
Then  coming  to  the  position  of  the  Prime 
Minister  on  July  lOtb.  There  was  no 
answer  to  the  Question  then  asked  him. 
though  he  had  the  information  con- 
tained in  Consul  Beade's  despatch  of 
June  1 6th.  That  was  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government,  and  it  stated  that  it 
was  an  object  with  the  Turks  to  dimini^ 
the  Bulgarians  as  much  as  possible,  fie 
was  surprised  at  the  answer  of  the  Prime 
Minister  on  July  10th  in  the  face  of  that 
despatch. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  explain  that  I  had  not  seen 
that  despatch.  From  circumstances  which 
I  can  in  private  explain  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  which  would  weaiy  the 
House,  I  had  not  received  that  despatcL 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  was 
very  glad  indeed  to  have  that  exp^ani- 
tion.  They  all  knew  how  busy  the  Prime 
Minister  must  be,  and  that,  although 
a  despatch  had  reached  the  Foreign 
Office,  he  had  not  seen  it.  Sir  Heniy 
Elliot,  who  did  not  appear  to  have 
realized  what  had  occurred  so  near  his 
own  house,  seemed  to  have  turned  a 
deaf  ear  to  representations  made  to  him 
concerning  the  atrocities,  and  to  have 
lent  an  ear  freely  to  any  sort  of  apolof^ 
for  the  Constantinople  Government.  As 
to  his  despatch  of  July  25th  it  appeared 
to  him  (Mr.  Forster)  that  ne  Daily  Xetct 
correspondence  was  as  well  worthy  of 
credit  as  the  extract  from  T/te  Lersni 
Herald ;  and  it  was  surprising  that  in 
the  same  despatch,  while  he  spoke  of  the 
credulity  of  The  Daily  News  as  beinff 
imposed  on,  he  did  not  mention  Consu 
Reade's  despatch  containing  the  news 
of  the  promotion  of  the  man  who  had 
been  concerned  in  the  atrocities.  He 
must  have  also  received  the  despatch  of 
Vice  Consul  Dupuis  from  Adrianople, 
which  said — 

"  Judicial  torture,  as  vour  ExccUoncv  is  awire, 
is  a  cf>mmon  practice  in  connwtion  with  judicul 
prcccediuprs  now  cooing  on  against  Balgtriin 
lK>litical  prisoners," 

and  he  must  have  received  the  telegram 
from  Phihppopolis,  at  which  the  number 
of  killed  were  stated  at  '*  below  15,000." 


\ 
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With  that  telegram  in  liis  possession  he 
sent  a  despatch  describing  correspond- 
ence as  sensational  the  statements  in 
wbioh  did  not  go  beyond  his  own  in- 
formation. On  the  6th  of  July  Sir 
Henry  Elliot  said  that  without  an  agent 
on  the  spot  he  was  unable  to  say  more 
than  that  there  were  atrocities,  chiefly 
oommitted  by  the  Turks.  Feeling  his 
want  of  information,  it  was  astonishing 
lie  did  not  send  some  one  to  the  spot 
until  he  was  directed  to  do  so  by  the 
Gk>yemment.  Mr.  Baring,  in  the  letter 
lie  had  sent  from  Therapia,  said  he  had 
gpreat  difficulty  in  obtaining  information ; 
and  no  wonder,  considering  that  he  did 
not  speak  Bulgarian,  and  the  dragoman 
oould  not,  and  the  accompanying  Consul 
oould  not,  and  the  Bulgarians  were  in 
oonstant  fear  of  the  Turks.  The  natural 
consequence  of  leaving  this  inquiry  to 
persons  ignorant  of  the  Bulgarian  lan- 
g;uage  would  be  that  a  Eeport  favour- 
able to  the  Turks  would  be  received 
with  suspicion  and  mistrust.  He  could 
not  understand  why  at  the  later  stages 
also  more  use  had  not  been  made  of  the 
telegpraph  wires.  The  last  information 
in  the  official  Papers  was  a  telegram  of 
the  30th  July,  but  The  Daily  News 
had  telegraphic  information  from  Philip- 
popolis  of  all  that  had  passed.  He  could 
not  understand  why  the  Government 
oould  not  have  had  something  like  the 
•ame  information.  They  could  hardly 
have  been  deterred  by  considerations  of 
expense.  There  were  three  questions  to 
be  fairly  considered  in  connection  with 
this  matter ;  first,  what  did  this  terrible 
story  mean?  how  far  had  we  anything 
to  do  with  it  ?  and  what  lessons  were  to 
be  learned  from  it  to  guide  us  in  future 
action?  The  story,  he  thought,  meant 
more  than  mere  atrocity  and  devastation. 
It  threw  a  light  on  the  government  of 
these  Christian  Provinces.  The  Prime 
ICinister  had  evidently  heard  something 
about  the  relation  of  the  Bulgarians  and 
the  Circassians,  and  he  told  the  House 
the  story  of  the  Circassians  fighting  for 
their  independence  in  the  Caucasus  and 
becoming  voluntary  exiles  and  settlers 
in  Bulgaria  at  a  time  when  there  was 
general  sympathy  with  them.  Well,  he 
(Mr.  Forster)  did  not  mean  to  enter  upon 
any  reproach  of  these  men.  He  remem- 
bered when  this  country  did  feel  great 
iympathy  with  the  Circassians  fighting 
for  dieir  freedom  against  the  ^Russians, 
and  their  subsequent  story,  as  he  would 


tell  it,  was  this.  They  left  their  country 
with  a  natural  hatred  of  the  Christians, 
and  he  wished  the  hospitality  which  the 
Turks  extended  to  them  had  been  ex- 
tended to  them  at  their  own  expense. 
Great  care  was  taken  not  to  send  the 
Circassians  to  Turkish  villages.  They 
were  given  land  without  payment.  In 
many  cases,  as  he  learned  on  authority 
that  would  satisfy  the  Government,  Bul- 
garians were  made  to  build  houses  for 
them,  and  had  either  not  received  more 
than  half  the  payment  promised,  or  no 
payment  at  all.  The  Circassians  were 
naturally  looked  upon  as  intruders  ;  they 
would  not  settle  in  the  country,  and  in 
a  few  years  they  sold  their  interest  in 
the  land,  and  had  been  living  the  lives 
of  gentlemanly  brigands  ever  since. 
This  constant  brigandage  had,  of  course, 
brought  about  ill-feeling,  and  then  came 
last  autumn  the  first  beginning  of  any 
kind  of  insurrection.  Up  to  that  time 
there  had  been  the  usual  government  of 
Christians  by  Turks,  and  that  there  was 
misgovernment  there  was  no  attempt 
on  the  part  of  the  Turkish  Government 
to  deny.  In  Bulgaria  it  was  worse  in 
some  respects  than  in  Bosnia  and  Herze- 
govina, because  the  people  in  Bulgaria 
were  peaceful  and  inoffensive,  and  could 
be  more  successfully  tyrannized  over 
and  oppressed  than  those  of  Bosnia  and 
Herzegovina.  When  the  insurrection 
in  these  Provinces  was  going  on,  it  oc- 
curred to  a  very  few  in  Bulgaria  that 
they  would  have  an  insurrection  too, 
and  there  was  not  a  man  in  this  country 
who  would  not  have  felt,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, an  enormous  temptation  to 
insurrection.  Some  few  young  men 
rose ;  somebody  made  it  their  business  to 
inform  the  Turkish  Government;  they' 
were  arrested,  and  there  was  an  end  to 
the  disturbance  in  October  last  year. 
But  an  excuse  was  made  to  put  a  large 
number  of  persons  in  prison,  and  the 
Turkish  population  was  to  some  extent 
empowered  to  keep  order.  We  know 
what  was  meant  by  the  Turks  keeping 
order  amongst  the  Bulgarians.  The 
Stamboul  in  November  and  December  last 
year  recorded  terrible  acts  of  brigandage, 
murder,  robbery,  dishonoured  women, 
with  the  connivance  of  the  authorities, 
and  there  was  no  attempt  by  the  Turkish 
Government  to  deny  these  acts.  Could 
it  be  wondered  that  there  were  some  few 
Bulgarians  in  a  state  of  revolt  ?  A  slight 
insurrection  \7aa  TXifii\i  Vj  ^^  ^tA  ^^^^^ 
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all  tlirougli  the  country,  and  by  the  de- 
struction of  10,000  or  15,000  lives.    It 
was  the  greatest  puzzle  to  him  how  so 
many  could  he  kiUed,  till  from  inquiries 
he  received  what  he  believed  to  be  the 
explanation — namely,   that  before    the 
5,000  Eegular  troops  had  been  sent,  an 
army  of   Bashi-Bazouks  and  other  ir- 
regulars, numbering,  hewastold,  18,000, 
were  employed.     The  result  was  that 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Christian  villages 
were  in  an  intense  state  of  alarm,  and 
no  wonder ;  they  sent  to  the  authorities, 
asking — "  Are  you  going  to  protect  us  ?" 
and  the  answer  was,   they  must  pro^- 
tect  themselves.     Of  course  they  set  to 
work  to  do  so ;  the  men  from  the  smaller 
villages  went  to  the  large  ones,  and  then 
the  Bashi-Bazouks    came    down    upon 
them.    The  worst  part  of  the  matter 
was  that  the  Hegular   troops,   instead 
of  stopping  these  atrocities,  assisted  in 
the  work  of  destruction.     He  held  in  his 
hand  a  letter  from  a  Bulgarian  merchant 
in  Constantinople — a  respectable  man, 
who  was  anything  but  hostile  to  the 
Turkish  Government.     He  gave  story 
after  story  of  outrages  committed  by  the 
troops  themselves,  and  the  terrible  tor- 
tures practised  upon  the  poor  people  to 
make  them  accuse  the  priests  and  school- 
masters, the  men  whom  they  most  re- 
spected.    He  did  not  believe  there  had 
been   any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the 
Turkish  Government  to  punish  the  per- 
petrators of  these  atrocities,  and  there 
would  have  been  nothing  but  praise  for 
them,  but  for  the  representations  made 
on  the  part  of  the  Christian  Governments. 
It  was  a  strong  accusation  to  be  made 
even  by  an  independent  Member  against 
any  Government,  and  especially  against 
one  with  which  we  were  in  alliance ;  but 
he  could  not  resist  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  a  positive  intention   on  the 
part  of  the  Turkish  Government  to  strike 
teiTor   into   these   Bulgarians,    so    that 
their  troops  might  the  more  easily  put 
down  the  insurrection.     He  would  say 
nothing  about  religion ;  but  this  was  a 
case  in  wliich  the  ruling  minority  were 
allowed  to  carry  arms,  while  the  large 
majority  of  the  population  were  not  per- 
mitted to  carry  arms  for  their  protection. 
A  minority  in  that  state  of  aflfairs  would 
always  make  a  terrible  misuse  of  their 
arms,  and  it  was  hopeless  to  expect  good 
government  in  those  distant  Provinces 
where  a  small  minority  of  Mussulmans 
^rerned  a  largo  majority  of  Obriatiana.  \ 

Mr,  /r.  E.  torUtr 


The  sooner  the  House  of  OomnumB  and 
the  Government  took  that  fact  into  iti 
consideration  the  better,  and  it  pointed 
to  some  sort  of  local  authority.  They 
were  told  that  Eussia  was  in  fiiTOiir 
of  such  a  change,  and  .that  ereir- 
thing  supported  by  Russia  was  oppoied 
to  the  interests  of  England.  Now,  hs 
very  much  doubted  whether  there  vas 
any  ground  for  all  this  jealousy  of 
Eussia.  There  was  no  other  posnUs 
future  for  these  Provinces,  and  if  wo 
took  up  a  position  antagonistic  to  Bnads 
we  might  find  that  we  had  lost  all  our 
influence  in  this  part  of  Europe.  Thea 
came  the  question  what  were  we  to  do 
under  the  circumstances?  It  might  be 
said  that  these  were  not  the  only  atroci« 
ties  in  the  world.  There  were  atrocities 
lately  committed  in  Spain,  but  we  did 
not  interfere,  and  it  might  be  asked  why 
we  were  anxious  to  interfere  in  Tuxker. 
He  would  say  in  answer  that  the  reason 
was  that  we  had  interfered.  In  one  of 
the  first  letters  The  Daily  New9  gare  aa 
extract  from  a  Turkish  paper  stating 
that— 

"  England  will  protect  ub  from  Ronia,  and 
leave  us  to  take  care  of  our  rebels  onrKlw;*' 
and  again — '*  England  will  protect  ui  iram  tiM 
interference  of  foreigners,  and  leave  lu  to  dnl 
with  our  rebels  as  we  can." 

Undouhtedly  that  had  been  the  effect  of 
our  policy.  It  might  not  have  been  neces- 
sary to  concur  in  the  Berlin  Note,  bat  it 
was  the  continuation  of  an  attempt  on 
the  part  of  the  Three  Powers  to  interfere 
for  the  protection  of  the  Christian  sub- 
jects of  Turkey.  He  did  not  blame  the 
Turkish  Government  for  believing  that 
the  nation  which  protected  her  by  money 
and  soldiers  20  years  a|^  would  be  ai 
ready  to  do  it  again,  and  the  ChanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer  gave  some  countenance 
to  this  belief  when  he  was  asked  whether 
England  would  interfere.  He  said  that 
she  would  not,  but  that  she  expected  no 
one  else  to  interfere.  He  did  not  blame 
the  Government  for  taking  this  view, 
but  the  necessary  consequence  was  that 
Turkey  believed  she  would  have  the 
protection  of  this  country  against  inter- 
ference, and  therefore  we  incurred  a 
certain  responsibility,  and  were  bound 
to  see  what  was  done  in  her  Prcmncea. 
When  Lord  Derby  said  he  oonld  not 
guarantee  Turkey  againat  snioide  or  di- 
sease, but  onljaffainatmndtty  Iwoo^ 
to  have  added  Vouak  lut  onM  aol  |ia- 
Tauten  kecc 
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and  it  was  that  penalty  she  was  now  in- 
emrinff.  With  the  part  we  had  taken 
the  only  course  we  could  pursue  was  to 
show  Turkey  that  no  sense  of  our  own 
interests  and  no  jealousy  of  other  Go- 
T0mments  would  induce  us  to  sanction 
these  atrocities.  He  did  not  know  any 
other  way  of  expressing  that  determina- 
tion except  by  withdrawing  our  Minister 
from  a  country  where  our  diplomacy 
seemed  to  have  so  little  effect.  As  long 
as  England  was  giving  the  impression  to 
•U  Europe  that  she  was  the  friend  of 
Turkey,  she  was  bound  to  see  that  this 
Power,  the  life  of  which  we  had  pro- 
longed, did  not  commit  these  atrocities. 
It  was  constantly  said  by  many  both  in 
and  out  of  Parliament  that  this  country 
ought  to  have  no  sympathy  with  the 
Serrians,  that  there  never  was  a  war  so 
unprovoked,  and  so  little  to  be  justified, 
and  that  it  proceeded  from  Eussian  in- 
trigue and  Servian  ambition.  He  was 
not  going  to  gauge  the  depths  of  Eus- 
nan  intrigue,  but  with  a  country  go- 
yemed  like  Turkey,  and  with  Provinces 
80  badly  treated  and  so  oppressed  for 
centuries,  there,  if  there  were  any  neigh- 
bouring Power  which  had  selfish  mo- 
tiTee,  that  Power  would  have  the  greatest 
means  and  opportunity  of  intrigue.  The 
Emperor  of   Eussia    was  himself  the 

E latest  Mend  of  peace,  but  there  might 
Te  been  instigations  to  insurrection 
from  private  individuals  in  Eussia  or 
eren  from  Government  officials.  But  why 
were  such  instigations  dangerous  ?  Be- 
cause of  the  materials  they  had  to  work 
mK>n,  and  if  Englishmen  were  in  the 
]Mbtce  of  these  people  they  would  need 
no  intrigues  to  press  them  on  to  revolt. 
He  did  not  know  what  might  be  the  per- 
eonal  ambition  of  the  Prince  of  Servia, 
bat  they  had  now  to  think  of  the  Servian 
people.  They  had  made  a  declaration 
of  war,  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  the  grandfathers  .of  the  present 
Servians  were  the  slaves  of  the  Turks. 
There  was  not  a  family  in  Servia  in 
.  which  stories  of  atrocities  committed  by 
Ihirks  were  not  handed  down  from  father 
to  son,  and  when  these  people  found 
of  the  same  race  near  them  sub- 
to  outrages  by  the  Turkish  troops 
the  House  be  surorised  at  the 
^»  they  exhibited?  There  was 
fliflhman  in  their  position  who 
do  the  same.  It  was,  there- 
^onable  to  charge  the  Servians 
%  begun  an  unprovoked  war 


when  it  sprang  from  the  natural  and  in 
some  respects  the  most  honourable  feel- 
ings of  humanity.  They  had  made  a 
mistake;  they  did  not  understand  the 
state  of  diplomacy — few  could.  They 
l^ght  have  repented  this  grave  attempt, 
but  it  was  not  for  us  to  complain  of 
them.  Could  we  not  remember  our  own 
feeling  in  the  case  of  Italy  ?  Piedmont 
had  even  less  chance  of  driving  the  Aus- 
trians  out  of  Italy,  but  she  manifested 
a  sympathy  with  her  Italian  brethren 
which  won  the  admiration  and  sympathy 
of  the  English  people.  But  the  two 
things  would  not  bear  a  comparison  for 
a  moment.  The  government  of  Italy  by 
the  Austrians  could  not  be  compared 
with  the  government  of  Bosnia  and 
Herzegovina  by  the  Turks.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  thought  fit  to 
somewhat  isolate  itself  and  take  a  some- 
what independent  course.  That  indepen- 
dent course  might  be  fully  justified,  but 
he  did  not  think  that  as  yet  there  was 
much  on  which  the  country  could  con- 
gratulate itself.  The  Government  sent 
a  war  fleet  to  a  war  position,  and  they 
were  told  that  the  object  in  view  was  to 
protect  the  Christians.  It  seemed  almost 
a  mockery  now  to  use  those  words.  But 
having  taken  that  ground,  the  Govern- 
ment could  certainly  step  forward  and 
propose  a  policy  to  the  other  Great 
flowers.  They  should  at  once  take  the 
opportunity  of  saying  to  the  other  Great 
Powers — '*  Let  us  together  try  and  stop 
this  war.  Turkey  has  driven  the  invader 
out  of  her  territory ;  let  us  prevent  ven- 
geance following  defeat ;  and  let  us  see, 
too,  whether  we  cannot  propose  a  scheme 
of  mediation,  and  propose  a  plan  by 
which  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  these 
events."  He  was  glad  to  conclude  by 
expressing  his  hearty  concurrence  in  one 
of  those  despatches — the  last  sent  by 
Lord  Derby. 

"  Your  Excellency  will  point  out  that  any 
recurrence  of  such  outrages,"  meaning  the  pos- 
sibility of  a  renewal  of  them  in  Servia,  "  will 
prove  more  disastrous  to  the  Porte  than  the  loss 
of  a  battle.  The  indignation  of  Europe  would 
become  uncontrollable,  and  interference  in  a 
sense  hostile  to  Turkey  would  inevitably 
foUow." 

He  hoped  that  that  despatch  would  find 
its  way  to  the  Sultan,  if  he  were  able  to 
comprehend  it,  and  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister as  well  as  the  Foreign  Secretary 
fully  understood  what  he  (Mr.  Forster) 
understood  to  be  its  meaning — namely, 
that  if  the  Baihi-B»2iQi\]ik&  ^^<i\ix^^gd^ 
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troops,  which  they  were  told  were  the 
advanced  corps  of  the  Turkish  Army, 
committed  any  approach  to  the  atrocities 
in  Servia  which  they  committed  in  Bul- 
garia, the  indignation  of  Europe,  the 
indignation  of  England,  would  become 
uncontroUaLle,  and  that  if  this  were  a 
bordering  country  we  would  march  our 
troops  in  to  prevent  such  outrages.  He 
hoped  that  that  was  the  meaning  of  the 
despatch,  and  he  hoped,  too,  that  if 
Austria  and  Eussia,  or  any  other  Go- 
vernment, finding  such  atrocities  being 
committed,  marched  in  their  troops  and 
interfered,  there  should  be  no  opposition 
to  such  a  course  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  honour  and  interests  of 
England  were  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  they  were  now  consider- 
ing this  matter  with  full  information 
before  them.  Perhaps  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, when  he  made  one  or  two  remarks 
in  reference  to  it  on  a  former  occasion, 
found  it  necessary  to  guard  himself 
against  what  he  thought  a  premature 
opinion,  but  he  could  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  would  have  the 
support  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  his 
fellow  -  subjects  in  this  policy — "  We 
shall  take  care  of  our  own  interests,  and 
with  respect  to  Constantinople  we  shall 
have  our  fleet  to  take  care  of  those  in- 
terests ;  but  we  cannot  consent  to  this 
one  thing.  We  cannot  suffer  ourselves 
to  be  implicated  in  the  support  of  a  Go- 
vernment which  carries  on  war  in  this 
way,  or  attempts  to  put  down  its  rebel 
subjects  by  a  recourse  to  these  inhuman 
atrocities." 

Z^Itt.  BOURKE  said,  the  House  would 
not  expect  him  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.Forster)  through 
all  he  had  said  in  reference  to  Servia, 
though  much  of  it  was  germane  to  the 
subject  immediately  under  discussion, 
All  he  would  say  about  Servia  was 
this  —  that  he  hoped  she  would  not 
lose  any  of  those  dearly-bought  liber- 
ties which  she  had  purchased  at  so 
great  a  price  some  time  ago.  And  what- 
ever might  be  the  fate  of  the  war  she 
had  doubtless  embarked  upon,  the  con- 
dition of  the  Christian  population  of  that 
country  could  never  be  a  subject  of  in- 
difference to  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
He  confessed  that  the  question  immedi- 
ately before  the  House  was  one  difficult 
to  approach  with  any  degree  of  calmness. 
He  was  glad  to  see  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  who  had  spoken  in  the  de- 
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bate  did  not  pretend  to  arrogate  to  them- 
selves exclusive  sympathy  for  the  eof- 
ferers  by  the  acts  which  had  occuxred. 
and  the  difficulty  which  anybody  must 
feel  in  dealing  with  this  important  tab- 
ject  was  that  edl  classes  of  the  commanitr. 
without  distinction  of  class  or  Party,  felt 
exactly  the  same  sentiments  of  horror  u 
were  described  by  the  riglit  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite.  They  must,  howerer. 
recollect  that  in  dealing  with  politicil 
subjects,  although  they  might  have  feel- 
ings of  horror  in  reference  to  these  oat- 
rages,  and,  he  believed,  unprecedented 
acts  of  barbarity,  yet,  considering  that 
the  interests  of  this  country  ought  to  be 
first  in  the  minds  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, they  ought  not  to  allow  thoie 
acts  of  atrocity  altogether  to  blind  them 
to  those  interests  or  to  the  politicd 
considerations  connected  with  them. 
He  must  say  that  his  own  feelingi 
upon  the  subject  had  been  oonsido- 
ably  intensified  by  the  opening  observi- 
tions  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  lor 
Poole  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley.)  His  hon. 
Friend  began  by  stating  broadly  that  he 
held  Her  Majesty's  Government  respon- 
sible for  the  outrageous  acts  which  hid 
occurred  in  Bulgaria.  He  must  say  he 
was  startled  with  that  expression  of  opi- 
nion, and,  knowing  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  been  brought  up  in  the  same  Pro- 
fession to  which  he  had  himself  the 
honour  to  belong,  he  was  anxious  to  see 
how  his  hon.  Friend  would  prove  hi* 
case ;  and  he  must  say  that  a  more  im- 
potent conclusion  never  was  arrived  Ai 
after  a  sweeping  assertion  of  that  sort 
His  hon.  Friend  based  the  whole  of  hi$ 
charge  of  complicity  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  those  out- 
rages upon  two  circumstances — the  with- 
holding of  their  assent  to  the  Berlin 
Memorandum  and  the  sending  of  the 
British  Fleet  to  Besika  Bay ;  and  he  en- 
deavoured to  support  his  case  by  reading 
part  of  a  despatch  which  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  massacres — a  despatch 
written  upon  a  difierent  subject  and  a: 
a  different  time — in  which  Lord  Derby 
warned  the  Turkish  Government  that 
instead  of  treating  the  insurrection  in 
Bosnia  with  apathy,  they  ought  to  be 
more  energetic.  Therefore,  said  his  hon. 
Friend,  it  was  plainly  shown  that  it  was 
the  wish  of  our  Government  that  the 
Turk  should  carry  fire  and  sword  to  all 
Christian  populations.  A  more  unfair 
assertion,  he  must  say,  he  never  heard, 
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because  if  his  hon.  Friend  had  turned  to 
the  despatches  which  related  to  the  out- 
zages  in  Bulgaria,  he  would  find  the 
greatest  horror  expressed  and  the 
most  peremptory  directions  given  to 
Sir  Henry  Elliot  to  bring  these  occur- 
xenoes  to  the  notice  of  the  Porte.  The 
•rg^ument,  therefore,  as  to  the  Berlin 
Memorandum    altogether    fell    to    the 

Sound.  With  regard  to  the  sending  of 
e  Fleet  to  Besika  Bay  his  right  hon. 
friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
on  a  former  occasion  gave  the  House 
the  reasons  for  that  step,  and  proved 
that  the  sending  of  the  Fleet  there  was 
oonsistent  with  the  ancient  policy  which 
it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  adopt,  that  so 
long  as  we  were  a  great  Mediterranean 
Power,  so  long  as  we  expected  to  hold 
India,  so  long  as  the  commerce  of  Eng- 
land found  its  way  to  the  distant  East 
over  the  Mediterranean,  the  Power, 
Ohiistian  or  Turk,  who  ruled  the  East- 
em  portions  of  Europe  might  vitally 
affect  the  destinies  of  England.  Although 
that  was  undoubtedly  true,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  stated  that  the  proximate 
eause  of  sending  the  Fleet  to  Besika  Bay 
was  the  consternation  which  prevailed 
among  the  Christian  population  of  Con- 
stantinople and  throughout  Eastern 
Europe  with  regard  to  the  intention  of  the 
Mussulmans.  The  immediate  cause, 
therefore,  of  the  sending  of  the  Fleet  to 
Besika  Bay  was  the  protection  of  the 
Christians,  not  only  in  Constantinople, 
but  in  all  parts  of  the  Levant ;  and  yet 
his  hon.  Friend  said  that  that  course 
gare  encouragement  to  the  Turks  and 
was  followed  by  the  massacre  of  a  Chris- 
tian population.  Then,  again,  the  Fleet 
was  not  sent  to  Besika  Bay  until  the 
massacres  had  taken  place  in  Bul- 
g^aria.  But  he  was  surprised  that, 
after  making  that  sweeping  assertion, 
his  hon.  Friend  did  not  inform  the 
Govemment  what  they  ought  to  have 
done,  and  all  the  more  that  his  hon. 
Friend  had  had  all  his  life  particular 
opportunities  of  studying  the  foreign 
poucy  of  England.  He  (Mr.  Bourke) 
aid  expect  that  after  denouncing ,  the 
acts  and  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, his  hon.  Friend  would  at  least 
have  intimated  what,  in  his  opinion, 
they  ought  to  have  done.  On  that  sub- 
ject his  hon.  Friend  was  entirely  silent, 
except  so  feur  as  to  say  he  had  no  advice 
to  give,  and  therefore  he  thought  he 


might  conclude  they  had  not  been  very 
far  amiss  even  in  the  opinion  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  He  was  not  sorry  that  the 
question  had  been  brought  before  the 
House,  because  he  thought  it  would  have 
been  undesirable  if  hon.  Members  had 
separated,  and  in  the  country  had  ad- 
dressed their  constituents  in  the  same 
tone  and  with  the  same  arguments  which 
had  been  used  by  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  spoken  in  the  course  of  the 
present  debate,  without  hearing  the  true 
facts  of  the  case.  He  was  not  going  to 
waste  the  time  of  the  House  by  inquiring 
whether  the  occurrences  to  which  atten- 
tion was  called  had  or  had  not  been 
exaggerated.  When  the  question  was 
first  brought  forward,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister  stated  his 
belief  that  there  had  been  great  atrocities, 
a  statement  that  had  been  fully  borne 
out  by  information  which  had  been 
received  since.  It  was  sufficient  to  know 
that  atrocities  had  occurred  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  justify  all  the  indignation 
that  had  been  felt  in  the  country  re- 
garding it ;  and  if  he  said  anything  that 
could  be  perverted  into  showing  that 
he  wished  to  paliate  or  excuse  these 
shocking  deeds,  he  could  assure  the 
House  that  he  did  it  merely  for  the  sake 
of  narrative  and  statement,  and  in  order 
that  the  House  should  have  before  it  the 
facts  of  the  case  as  fully  as  possible, 
rather  than  to  show  that  he  had  any 
opinion  whatever  in  favour  of  the  Turkish 
Govemment  in  reference  to  this  business. 
In  the  course  of  these  discussions  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  spoken  with  some  degree 
of  contempt  of  the  newspaper  correspon- 
dents. It  was  very  difficult  to  please 
such  hon.  Gentlemen,  because,  if  official 
documents  were  quoted,  it  was  said  that 
they  were  all  prejudiced,  that  the  stamp 
of  red  tape  was  distinctly  marked  upon 
them,  and  that  they  were  all  written 
with  official  bias.  K,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  letters  of  newspaper  corre- 
spondents were  quoted,  it  was  said  that 
they  were  unreliable  rubbish,  unless 
they  happened  to  fit  in  with  the  precon- 
ceived opinions  of  hon.  Gentlemen.  At 
any  rate,  some  of  the  statements  made 
by  a  special  commissioner  of  The  Levant 
Herald  were  so  important  that  they 
should  be  laid  before  the  House  and  the 
country,  merely  remarking  that  the 
gentleman  is  question  seemed,  primd 
factey  to  be  in  just  as  good  a  position  to 
give  an  historical  accowsit  ol  Vti^\A^ 
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occurred  as  any  of  those  other  most 
respectable  correspondents — one  or  two 
of  whom  were  friends  of  his  own — who 
represented  the  London  newspapers  at 
the  seat  of  war.  From  statements  in 
that  paper  it  appeared  that  in  the  month 
of  February  there  were  disturbances  on 
both  sides  of  the  Balkan,  but  there  was 
no  real  insurrection  till  April  or  May. 
What  they  were  now  discussing  was  the 
outbreak  in  May.  In  February  emis- 
saries appeared  on  both  sides  of  the 
Balkan  who  put  forth  such  demands 
against  the  Forte  as  could  not  have  been 
complied  with  except  by  a  renunciation 
of  Sovereign  rights.  Complications  also 
occurred  in  Servia  and  Montenegro,  and 
the  greater  part  of  the  Bulgarian  troops 
had  Deen  ordered  to  the  Servian  frontier. 
Some  of  the  statements  which  had  been 
made  were  borne  out  by  other  authorities 
which  had  been  brought  under  their 
notice.  Disturbances  broke  out  on  May  4 
at  Adrianople  and  various  places,  and 
all  communication  between  Adrianople 
and  Philippopolis  was  for  a  time  pre- 
vented, and  it  was  stated  that  these  cities 
were  to  have  been  burnt,  and  that  a 
general  insurrection  was  to  break  out 
before  the  middle  of  the  month.  It  was 
also  stated  that  special  agents  had  been 
appointed  to  set  fire  to  various  parts  of 
the  town  on  the  same  day,  and,  in  order 
to  gain  access  into  Turkish  quarters, 
Bulgarians  entered  the  service  of  Turkish 
families  in  the  capacity  of  grooms. 
Philippopolis  and  Adrianople  were  to 
have  been  sot  on  fire  in  a  great  number 
of  places.  Mussulmans  offering  any 
resistance,  policemen,  and  soldiers,  sus- 
picious officials,  as  well  as  refractory 
Christians,  with  their  wives  and  children, 
were  to  be  killed  without  mercy. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  wished 
to  know  whether  this  extract  of  The 
Levant  Herald  was  given  on  the  strength 
of  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE  said,  he  felt  bound  to 
give  those  statements  because  not  only 
had  statements  been  made  in  that  House 
from  the  Opposition  benches,  but  anony- 
mous statements  had  also  been  made. 
Letters  had  been  read  from  gentlemen  in 
Turkey,  and  even  from  friends  of  gentle- 
men in  Turkey,  of  whom  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  no  knowledge  or  means 
of  knowing  who  they  were,  and  he 
thought  the  statements  he  had  just  read 
to  the  House,  which  he  would  not  vouch 
the  truth  of,  were  at  all  events  ec^ually 
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worthy  of  credit  with  those  thai  iren 
contained  in  such  commanicatioiis,  wbich 
had  been  after  all  the  foundation  of  the 
question  being  brought  before  the  House. 
No  doubt  the  Circassians  had  played  a 
very  prominent  part  in  this  terrible 
drama,  and  he  eSiould  like  the  House 
and  the  country  to  know  who  these  Cir- 
cassians were.  In  a  Paper  presented  to 
this  House  in  1864,  which  threw  a  gntt 
deal  of  light  upon  the  subject,  containiB^ 
correspondence  relating  to  the  immim- 

tion  of  the  Circassian  tribes  into  Tuiier, 

• 

with  an  account  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  they  had  been  driven  oat 
by  the  Russians,  and  of  the  preparationi 
which  had  been  made  to  receive  them  in 
Turkey,  Consul  Stevens,  in  a  despatch 
to  Earl  Russell  dated  Trebizond^  Feb- 
ruary 17,  1864,  said — 

'*  The  agglomoration  of  Circassuai  emigxiBti 
in  this  town  has  become  a  Bcrioni  matter,  ud 
ought  to  occupy  the  immediate  attention  of  th» 
Porte.  During  the  last  three  days  fresh  urinli 
have  taken  place,  and  circa  3,000  have  beea 
landed ;  some  40,000  more  were  preparing  to 
quit  their  country.  Among  those  who  Yixtt 
reached,  hundreds  are  labouring  under  diMue, 
superinduced  by  famine  and  miaery  which  thcr 
suffered  pre\'iou8  to  embarkation." 

Sir  Henry  Bulwer,  in  speaking  of  thif 
emigration  in  a  despatch  dated  April  12| 
1864,  said— 

**  Twenty-five  thousand  have  already  rcachni 
Trebizond,  and  others  arc  cndctavouring  to  escape 
in  small  boats  at  ovcrj-  risk.  The  conglomcratixB 
of  vast  quantities  of  these  people,  who  have  nn 
industrial  habits,  throutens  the  hi*alth  and  pnor 
of  anv  one  localitv,  and  the  loss  of  life  which  i» 
occasioned  by  their  hazardous  attempts  to  oflcafc 
from  their  conquerors  is  shocking  to  humanity. 
The  Turkish  Government  is  therefore  abont 
sending  vessels  to  Trebizond  to  remove  the  emi- 
grants thence,  and  place  them  in  different  puti 
of  the  Empire." 

Consul  Dickson,  on  the  13th  of  Apnl, 
1864,  said— 


\ 


"  The  Ubikh  and  Fighett  tribes  are  fast 
barking  for  Trebizond.  In  fact,  after  their  land 
having  been  laid  waste  by  fire  and  sword,  emi- 
gration to  Turkey  is  the  only  alternative  allovcni 
to  those  mountaineers  who  refuse  to  transfer 
themselves  to  the  Kouban  stepiKJs  and  contribnte 
periodically  to  the  militia.  The  condition  of 
these  poor  people  is  described  by  eye-witn<*iHB 
as  most  distressing.  In  the  hurry  of  departuR 
the  overcrowding  of  boats  is  so  little  heeded  u 
to  lead  to  frequent  disasters,  while  such  of  their 
horses  and  cattle  as  war  and  famine  have  ipared 
are  sold  for  a  few  paper  roubles.  In  mum 
instances  the  emigrants,  sooner  than  see  thtdr 
weapons  (may  be  heir-looms  in  the  familv  for 
centuries)  exchange  hands  with  the  enemy  liste 
flung  them  into  the  sea." 
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8ir  Heniy  Balwer,  in  another  despatch 
iktnn  Oonstantinople,  dated  the  3rd  of 
llay  in  the  same  year,  said — 

^  The  Ottoman  Ooyemxnent  U  willing  to  afford 
Hkb  teinge  they  desire.    But  its  means  for  doing- 
tiiii  are,  as  your  Lordship  knows,  scanty.  What 
H  has  already  done — and  this,  comparatively 
■pMking,   is   little — has   been  at   a   cost   of 
4fiM>0,000.    One  mode  of  granting  hospitality  to 
tteae  unhappy  exiles  is  by  dividing  them  among 
different  Tiu'jdsh  villages  in  different  district^ 
and  allotin^  to  four  Turkish  families  one  Cir- 
dimsTi  family  in  these  districts.    This  is  un- 
doahtedly  the  cheapest  mode,  but  the  worst.    It 
adds  to  the  miseries  of  the  already  miserable 
condition  of  the  Turkish  peasant ;  it  affords  but 
a  wretched  chance  of  existence  to  the  poor  Cir- 
camrisns ;  while  the  strength  of  these  almost  in- 
vincible warriors  is  divided,  dissipated,  and  lost. 
It  would  be  a  matter  of  policy,  favourable  both 
to  Turkey  and  Europe,  to  colonize  that  part  of 
the  Ottoman  Dominions  which  extends  from  the 
Black  Sea  towards  Erzeroom  with  these  gallant 
fugitives.   This  country  is  opposite  to  that  they 
haTe  quitted,  and  in  some  degree  resembles  it ; 
and  here  they  might  repose  m>m  their  misfor- 
tunes.   For  carrying  out  a  plan  of  this  kind, 
however,  in  a  suitable  manner  the  Turkish  re- 
venae  affords  no  adequate  means — that  revenue 
is  already  appropriated — nor  would  it  do,  just  as 
Turkish  OKKiit  is  beginning  to  move  a  little 
freely,  to  overburthen  it  by  taking  from  the 
Qvdixiary  income  of  this  country  a  sum  which 
that  income  cannot  without  g^reat  embarrass- 
ment supply.  At  the  same  time  the  sum  in  ques- 
tion would  not  be  so  great  if  reduced  to  annual 
income.     The    calculation    I    make    is    about 
£1,500,000  sterling ;  the  employment  of  a  part 
of  the  Circassian  population  on  the  Erzeroom 
toad  and  in  the  Turkish  Army  might  make  it 
aomething  less.    Take  the  interest  at  less  than 
£100,000  per  annum.    Still,  it  would  hardly  be 
fitting  for  Turkey  to  seem  to  be^  for  this  sum, 
however  groat  the  necessity  for  it,  and  however 
noUe  and  useful  the  purpose  on  which  it  is  to 
he  employed.   There  should  be  something  like  a 
movement  in  Europe  to  aid  her.    Surely  policy, 
homanity,  public  admiration  for  unexampled 
▼alour,  pubhc  pity  for  almost  unexampled  dis- 
trees,  would  come  in  to  assist  a  cayse  to  which 
no  heart  that  has  ever  felt  for  deeds  of  patriotic 
heroism  could  be  insensible.    I  think  I  know 
yoor  Lordship's  sentiments  sufficiently  to  flatter 
myself  that  they  will  not  be  very  different  from 
my  own ;  and  if  they  should  eventually  be  em- 
hooied  in  any  scheme  somewhat  like  that  I  have 
hastily  sketciied  out,  it  will  be  a  source  of  the 
highest  gratification  to  me  to  have  contributed 
hi  the  aUghtest  degree  to  have  called  forth  a 
tribute  of  generous  feeling  towards  a  nation 
which,  from   a  variety  of    untoward    circum- 
stances, has  been  crushed  amid  the  universal  re- 
gret of  sympathizing  Europe." 

When  it  was  considered  that  12  years 

SD  these  Circassians  had  been  treated 
e  wild  beasts,  it  was  not  so  very  sor- 
piriaing  that  when  they  had  the  oppor- 
tunity, and  found  their  old  enemy  at 
{heir  doors,  that  they  should   act  like 


savage  animals  ?  The  House  must 
also  recollect  what  was  the  state  of 
thin^  when  the  Bulg^an  insurrection 
first  oroke  out.  He  need  not  remind  the 
House  of  the  Salonica  massacres,  of  the 
action  of  the  Softas,  and  the  deposition 
of  the  Sultan,  and  the  general  state  of 
confusion  which  existed  when  the  news 
arrived  of  the  outbreak,  in  which  a 
great  number  of  persons  had  lost  their 
lives.  Sir  Henry  Elliot,  writing  on  that 
occasion,  described  what  had  taken  place, 
and  from  that  time  he  never  lost  an 
opportunity  of  impressing  upon  the 
Turkish  authorities  the  necessity  of 
avoiding  acts  of  cruelty  and  of  not  em- 
ploying the  Circassians  and  the  Bashi- 
Bazouks  in  the  suppression  of  the  out- 
break. Although  some  of  the  despatches 
from  Sir  Henry  Elliot  had  been  read 
already,  he  would,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  allude  to  them  again  very 
shortly  because  he  wished  to  bring  under 
one  focus  the  different  representations 
which  had  been  made  by  Sir  Henry 
Elliot.  On  the  23rd  of  May,  1876,  Mr. 
Sandison  wrote  to  Sir  Henry  Elliot  as 
follows : — 

"  In  accordance  with  your  Excellency's  in- 
struction, I  strongly  represented  to  Raschid 
Pasha  the  injudicious  employment  of  Bashi- 
Bazouks  in  Bulgaria,  for  which  the  Porte  alone 
was  responsible.  His  Excellency  stated  in  reply 
that  Vizirial  orders  were  sent  yesterday  direct- 
ing the  authorities  in  Bulgaria  not  to  resort  to 
the  services  of  Circassians  as  irregulars.  I 
thought  proper  to  tell  his  Excellency  that  this 
was  doing  away  with  one  class  of  Baahi-Bazouks 
only,  and  that  there  were  just  as  strong  grounds 
for  giving  similar  orders  m  reg^ard  to  the  com- 
mon Bashi-Bazouks,  who  were  equally  brutal 
and  licentious.  His  Excellency  did  not  seem 
to  think,  however,  that  the  matter  rested  any 
longer  with  the  Porte,  now  that  Abdul  Kerim 
Pa^ia,  the  Generalissimo,  was  entrusted  with 
the  sole  direction  of  ever>'thing  connected  with 
the  military  operations  in  Bulgaria." 

On  the  I9th  of  June,  1876,  Sir  Henry 
Elliot  wrote  to  the  Earl  of  Derby — 

"  I  have  again  spoken  very  seriously  to  the 
Grand  Vizier  on  the  subject,  and  remarked  that 
the  manner  in  which  his  colleagues  had  just 
been  murdered  by  a  Circassian  grave  an  idea  of 
what  must  be  the  position  of  unarmed  popula- 
tions left  absolutely  at  the  mercy  of  hordes  of 
those  savages." 

On  the  6th  of  July  Sir  Henry  Elliot 
wrote — 

**  Abdi  Pasha,  the  ex-Minister  of  Police,  has 
been  appointed  to  conmiand  the  Bashi-Bazouks 
enrolled  to  operate  against  Montenegro,  and 
has  already  Im  for  Antivari.  Although  an  old 
man,  he  is  active  asid  ^u^t^NJksi^  «sA^  Vc^sisk 


1151  Turkey-- The  Alleged        (COMMONS]      Atrocittee  in  Bu!§mrU.      1116 

tinued  his  inqmriesy  but  that  he  hud  not 
been  able  to  Terify  the  statements  wbidi 
had  been  made  as  to  the  wholeitle 
slaughter  which  was  said  to  have  taken 
place.  He  (Mr.  Bourke)  would  not  go 
over  the  three  despatches  which  hiid 
been  written  by  his  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  Foreicm  Affairs,  became 
the  course  which  he  had  taken  had  not 
been  attacked,  though  the  course  of  Sir 
Henry  Elliot  had  been  attacked  by  sere- 
ral  of  the  speakers.  He  could  not  him- 
self see  what  Sir  Henry  Elliot  could 
otherwise  have  done  short  of  either  with- 
drawing from  the  Embassy  or  eendiog 
for  force.  The  sending  for  force  was  out  d 
the  question,  and  the  withdrawing  firom 
the  Embassy  would  have  been  a  din»- 
trous  thing  at  that  period,  considering  the 
great  events  which  were  occurring  at  the 
time.  It  would  be  seen  from  the  Papen 
that  Sir  Henry  Elliot  was  not  the  onk 
Ambassador  who  was  in  the  same  pod- 
tion  with  regard  to  information  upon 
this  subject,  for  up  to  the  end  of  June 
his  Eussian  and  Austrian — or  certainlj 
his  Austrian — Colleague  knew  nothing 
about  these  Bulgarian  atrocities.  To 
say,  therefore,  that  Sir  Henry  Elliot  hid 
not  shown  due  diligence  in  ascertaining 
facts  was  m'anifestly  unjust;  and  he 
might  add  that  it  would  be  an  evil  day  for 
England  if  public  servants  were  to  be 
attacked  without  great  circumspection, 
and  upon  the  fullest  evidence.  Of 
course,  he  did  not  mean  for  a  moment 
to  maintain  that  the  conduct  of  public 
servants  ought  not  to  bo  criticized ;  hut 
it  was  necessary  to  bear  in  mind  that 
the  Papers  which  had  been  laid  before 
the  House  went  over  a  lengthened  period, 
and  that  Sir  Henry  Elliot  had  through- 
out been  *  subjected  to  a  great  amount 
of  mental  strain  and  anxiety,  and  had 
acquitted  himself  in  a  way  which  was  sa- 
tisfactory to  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  lion.  Member  for  Poole  (Mr.  Ashley) 
had  said  they  should  recall  Sir  Heniy 
Elliot,  but  the  recall  of  the  British  Am- 
bassador without  full  and  adequate  in- 
quir}' — for  that  was  practically  what  was 
demanded — would,  he  did  not  hesitate 
to  say,  be  a  most  imfortunate  event,  not 
only  in  regard  to  the  particular  position 
which  Sir  Henry  Elliot  occupied,  but  in 
its  effect  on  the  public  service  of  the 
country  generally ;  for  imless  public  ser- 
vants were  treated  with  justice  it  would 
be  impossible  to  obtain  good  men  for 
high  and  responsible  positions.  The  hon. 


what  I  have  heard  of  him,  I  hope  he  may  be 
able  to  exercise  a  salutary  authority  over  the 
wild  mountaineers  under  his  orders.  I  have 
strongly  recommended  that  an  energetic  com- 
mander should  be  appointed  over  the  irregulars 
to  be  employed  in  Servia,  and  I  have  pointed 
out  to  the  Turks  that  if  the  progress  of  their 
troops  in  that  Principality  is  marked  by  bar- 
barities upon  an  imresisting  population,  the 
indignation  throughout  Europe  may  become  so 
great  that  the  Government  may  be  driven  by 
&e  force  of  public  opinion  to  step  in  to  put  a 
stop  to  them." 

And  on  the  same  day  he  wrote — 

"  For  weeks  past  I  have  never  seen  one  of  the 
Turkish  Ministers  without  insisting  upon  the 
necessity  of  at  once  putting  an  end  to  these 
excesses,  and  their  answer  has  been  invariably 
tho  same." 

That  language  of  Sir  Henry  Elliot  was 
entirely  approved  by  Lord  Derby,  and 
he  did  not  think  that  any  stronger  lan- 
guage could  have  been  employed.  Hon. 
Members  appeared  to  imagine  that  our 
Ministers  in  foreign  countries  were  in  a 
position  to  send  an  armed  force  to  any 
part  of  the  country  in  which  they  were, 
whereas  all  that  they  could  do  was  to 
use  strong  language  in  order  to  ex- 
press their  own  views  and  those  of 
their  Government.  At  the  time  when 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  re- 
ceiving those  despatches,  their  atten- 
tion was  drawn  to  the  subject  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Forster),  and  they  were  thoroughly 
under  the  conviction  that  everj^thing 
tliat  could  be  said  had  been  urged  by 
Sir  Henry  Elliot,  and  that  the  employ- 
ment of  the  Bashi-Bazouks  and  of  the 
Circassians  in  the  suppression  of  the 
outbreak  would  be  at  once  discon- 
tinued. But  they  sent  Sir  Henry  Elliot 
the  articles  in  the  newspaper.  The 
language  used  a  few  days  since  by 
Lord  Derby,  which  had  met  with  the 
approval  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  and  which  was  used  after  the 
noble  liord  had  had  the  advantage  of 
hearing  what  was  the  public  opinion  on 
the  subject,  and  all  tho  discussions  which 
had  occurred  in  that  House,  was  almost 
identical  with  that  which  had  been  ori- 
ginally used  by  Sir  Henry  Elliot,  to 
whom,  therefore,  exactly  the  same  praise 
was  due  as  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  bestowed  upon  the  noble  Lord. 
Again,  Sir  Henr}-  Elliot  occupied  him- 
self in  attending  to  the  question  of  dis- 
arming these  Circassians.  On  the  14th 
July  he  again  wrote  that  he  had  con- 

J/r,  Bourke 
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Member  had  fiirtber  said  that  the  pre- 
sent question  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  relations  existing  between  Christians 
and  Mussulmans;  but  he  could  hardly 
understand  that  assertion.  So  far  as 
kis  (Mr.  Bourke's)  observation  went,  the 
soot  of  the  difficulty  lay  in  that  very 
matter.  The  relations  of  Christians  and 
Mussulmans  lay  at  the  bottom  of  every- 
iliing  connected  with  the  question,  and 
unless  that  fact  was  recognized ,  it 
'Would  be  impossible  to  make  any  satis- 
&otory  arrangement.  As  to  the  ques- 
tion of  autonomy,  he  would  remind  the 
Mouse  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Qreenwich  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), i^  the  speech  he  recently  de- 
livered in  the  House  on  Turkish  affairs, 
dwelt  particularly  on  the  necessity  of 
maintaining  the  territorial  integrity  of 
the  Turkish  Empire ;  and  it  was  not 
Texy  easy  to  see  what  hon.  Gentlemen 
meant  by  "  autonomy,"  and  he  believed 
that  there  were  not  two  statesmen  alive 
who  would  agree  what  that  word  meant 
in  practice.  Perhaps  they  might  make 
a  scheme  founded  upon  such  a  prin- 
ciple, but  it  would  require  discussion 
and  compromise  of  existing  opinions 
vespecting  the  meaning  of  the  word 
**  autonomy."  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Forster)  had  spoken  of  the 
Ibture.  Well,  with  reference  to  the 
Ibture  the  Gbvemment,  as  the  House 
was  aware,  had  appointed  a  Vice  Consul 
at  Philippopolis,  to  whom  special  duties 
were  to  be  assigned,  and  of  course  they 
would  regard  it  as  their  duty  during  the 
Hecess  to  watch  events  with  the  greatest 
eiroumspection.  He  felt  bound  to  admit 
frankly  that  the  Government  really  had 
no  idea  of  the  events  which  had  occurred 
in  Bulgaria,  until  attention  was  called 
to  them  in  the  House ;  and  he  gladly 
took  the  opportunity  of  saying  that  the 
Oovemment  and  the  country  were  very 
much  indebted  to  the  newspaper  cor- 
respondents through  whom  those  events 
had  become  known.  [**Hear,  hear!"] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  said  "Hear,  hear! 
but  he  hoped  he  had  never  used  language 
which  could  be  construed  as  implying 
anything  to  the  contrary,  and  he  was 
quite  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
me  head  of  the  Government  had  never 
done  so.  Upon  the  first  intimation  of  the 
atrocities,  the  duty  of  the  Government  was 
to  ascertain  what  had  actually  occurred, 
and  having  done  that,  they  acknowledged 
moet  fully  and  freely  the  services  of  those 


gentlemen.  Into  the  question  of  medi- 
ation he  did  not  think  it  desirable  to 
enter  at  any  length,  because  it  was  a 
subject  which  concerned  not  England 
alone,  but  all  the  great  Powers.  He 
would  merely  remark  in  regard  to  it  that 
if  there  was  one  thing  more  than  an- 
other in  which  Europe  was  interested  it 
was  the  maintenance  of  the  territorial 
status  quo,  and  he  only  hoped  it  would 
apply  to  Servia  as  well  as  to  the  other 
parts  of  the  Turkish  Empire.  In  addi- 
tion to  what  he  had  said  with  regard  to 
the  future  he  might  state  in  view  of  the 
events  which  had  occurred  in  Bulgaria, 
and  the  possibility  of  similar  events  oc- 
curring in  Servia,  although  the  circum- 
stances there  were  diflferent,  the  Govern- 
ment had  appointed  a  general  officer 
of  great  distinction  to  accompany  the 
Turkish  Army  into  Servia.  The  officer 
in  question  was  Sir  Arnold  Kemball, 
whose  qualifications  for  the  duty  no  one 
could  doubt.  He  was  acquainted  with 
the  seat  of  war  and  knew  the  Turkish 
language,  and  no  man,  he  was  sure, 
would  more  strongly  vindicate  the  cause 
of  humanity  than  he.  Ho  might  also 
remind  the  House  that  this  officer  was 
then  at  Constantinople,  and  he  had  been 
employed  in  Turkey  for  some  time. 
With  regard  to  this  appointment,  a  tele- 
gp*am  had  just  been  received  from  Sir 
Henry  Elliot  in  the  following  terms  : — 

"  Porte  makes  no  objection  to  military  attache 
proceeding  to  Head  Quarters,  and  Sir  Arnold 
Kemball  is  willing  to  go.  He  will  require  a  few 
days  to  make  preparations." 

He  hoped  that  he  had  now  gone  through 
the  principal  points  which  had  been  raised 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  conduct  of  Sir  Henry 
Elliot  had  been  successfully  impugned, 
but  he  was  quite  certain  that  the  respect 
that  he  had  for  the  House  would  induce 
him  to  pay  the  most  serious  attention 
to  what  had  taken  place.  He  (Mr. 
Bourke)  hoped  also  that  the  Government 
would  not  be  turned  away  from  the  great 
question  with  regard  to  our  Eastern 
policy  which  was  now  before  them,  and 
dreadful  as  these  occurrences  were,  he 
believed  that  they  ought  to  take  care 
that  they  were  not  thrown  oflf  their 
balance,  or  made  forgetful  of  contin- 
gencies of  still  greater  moment  to  this 
country. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  said,  that  he  de- 
sired to  take  that  opportunity  of  making 
some  general  ob«Qir}Qb\ioT^  Q)'[i  ^^  ^^t!l^ 
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duct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
of  the  Tight  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  it,  and  that  he  should  then  address 
himself  to  the  question  more  immediately 
before  the  House.  There  was  a  feeling 
entertained  by  a  very  large  class  of 
people  out-of-doors  that  the  Government 
at  home  and  abroad  was  doing  a  great 
deal  that  was  tending  to  weaJken  the 
position  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  the 
country,  and  to  deteriorate  the  Constitu- 
tion. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  am  bound  to  caU 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  question  before  the  House.  It  is 
the  third  reading  of  the  Appropriation 
Bill,  and  any  observations  that  may  be 
made  must  be  relevant  to  that  Bill. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  rose  to 
Order.  It  would  be  of  great  interest,  in 
reference  to  future  discussions  on  the 
Appropriation  Bill,  if  hon.  Members 
knew  what  was  the  exact  rule  on  the 
subject.  Last  year  there  was  on  the 
Appropriation  Bill  a  long  discussion 
about  the  Fenian  prisoners;  and  on 
looking  back,  he  found  that  discussions 
on  almost  every  kind  of  subject  had 
been  held  in  years  gone  by  on  the  third 
reading  of  the  Appropriation  Bill.  If 
any  general  rule  could  bo  laid  down  it 
would  be  very  convenient. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  The  rule  of  the 
House  is  that  in  the  discussion  on  the 
Appropriation  Bill  any  observations  ap- 
plying to  one  of  the  clauses  in  the  Bill 
may  be  made.  No  doubt  the  clauses  in 
the  Appropriation  Bill  have  a  large  ap- 
plication ;  but  I  cannot  understand  how 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  can 
be  regarded  as  relevant  to  any  clauses 
in  the  Appropriation  Bill. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  said,  in  deference 
to  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker,  he  should 
not  unnecessarily  pursue  his  argument ; 
but  he  would  ask  whether  it  was  not 
relevant  to  some  clause  in  the  Appro- 
priation Bill  that  he  should  call  attention 
to  tlie  fact  that  Her  Majesty *s  Ministers, 
who  did  receive  some  remuneration,  were 
not  discharging  their  duty  in  a  manner 
which  the  country  might  expect  from 
them. 

Mr.  SPE.VKEE :  K  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposes  to  call  in  question  the 
salaries  of  a  Minister  or  Ministers  of  the 
Crown,  no  doubt  he  would  then  be  in 
Order. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  said,  that  under 
the  Speaker's  ruling  ho  was  unable  to 

Mr.  E,  Jenkins 


see  the  relevanqy  to  the  Bill  of  the 
cussion  that  had  taken  place  as  to  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  OoTemment.  He 
had  proposed  simply  to  make  some  re- 
marks on  the  domestic  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  but  as  he  was  precluded  from 
referring  to  various  points  which  hid 
been  reused  during  the  Session,  and  ia 
which  the  character  and  conduct  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  were  open  to  criticism,  he 
would  come  to  the  matter  immediatdy 
before  the  House.  The  conduct  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  regard  to 
foreign  affairs  had  been  of  the  most  un- 
settled character,  and  with  regard  to  thst, 
at  all  events,  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa 
had  been  open  to  erave  censure.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  had  spoken  in  honied  words,  tnd 
had  thrown  out  inuendoes,  but  did  iM 
say  definitely  whether  the  Gk>vemmeBt 
had  or  had  not  done  that  which  vn 
wrong.  He  (Mr.  Jenkins)  was  prepared 
to  support  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  hsd 
brought  the  matter  before  the  Hcnue 
(Mr.  Ashley)  to  the  full  extent  to  which 
he  went  in  his  Notice.  What  was  the 
position  occupied  with  reference  to  the 
question  at  that  moment  ?  They  had  a 
series  of  surprises,  and  they  had  at  one 
time  heard  one  thing  said  by  a  Member 
of  the  Government,  and  another  thing 
by  another  Member  of  the  Government. 
He  instanced  the  various  and  conflicting 
statements  made  by  Ministers  with  re- 
gard to  the  purchase  of  the  Suez  Canal 
shares.  Then  thev  had  found  some  die- 
crepancy  existing  between  the  Minister 
for  Foreign  Affairs  and  the  Prime  Mini- 
ster with  reference  to  tho  Fleet  sent  to 
Besika  Bay.  This  sort  of  thing  was  fax 
more  serious  than  anything  that  could 
occur  with  regard  to  our  domestic  policy, 
because  it  would  be  known  through  the 
whole  of  Europe.  He  considered  it  a 
most  disgracefiU  thing,  in  a  country  like 
this,  that  there  should  be  things  said  hy 
one  Minister  and  denied  by  another.  It 
was  at  one  time  tho  roaring  of  a  Hon. 
and  at  another  the  roaring  of  Bottom 
the  weaver.  Some  protests  at  all  events 
should  be  made  against  the  action  of  the 
Government,  and  he  knew  from  careful 
reading  of  the  provincial  Press  that  there 
was  growing  up  in  the  country  a  strong 
feeling  that  they  were  being  shamed  in 
the  face  of  Europe  by  the  conduct  of  the 
Government.  There  was  a  discrepancy 
between  Members  of  the  Government 
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with  reg^ard  to  the  Bulgarian  atrocities, 
and  not  only  that,  but  the  light  and 
flippant  style  in  which  the  Prime  Mini- 
iteir  had  answered  Questions  had  created 
great  indignation  in  the  House.  Then 
when  they  had  waited  on  the  Earl  of 
I>erby  with  regard  to  the  Bulgarian  out- 
niges,  they  had  failed  to  get  from  him 
ikat  expression  of  horror  at  the  atrocities 
which  ought  to  have  been  made.  The 
Under  Secretary,  however,  liad  spoken 
•8  he  always  did  on  such  subjects,  but 
his  vicarious  tears  came  too  late.  It 
would  have  been  better  if  they  had  been 
dropped  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the 
proceedings,  and  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  allowed  to  get  up  in  his 
place  and  state  the  horror  he  felt  at  the 
atrocities  when  they  had  only  just  com- 
menced. He  (Mr.  Jenkins)  would  fur- 
ther refer  to  the  traditional  policy  of 
this  country  in  regard  to  Turkey,  and 
he  maintained  that  by  the  Treaty  of 
Paris  of  1856  Turkey  having  been 
admitted  into  the  European  system, 
which  was  a  humane  system,  was  bound 
to  oany  on  war  in  at  least  a  humane,  if 
not  a  Christian  manner.  He  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  had  spoken  of  the 
territorial  integrity  of  the  Ottoman  Em- 
pire as  a  thing  which  it  was  necessary, 
or»  at  all  events,  important,  for  this 
country  to  support,  while  at  the  same 
)time  he  pointed  out  that  the  autonomy 
which  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
to  secure  for  the  disaffected  Provinces  of 
Turkey  would  render  her  territorial  in- 
tegrity a  mere  shadow.  Ha  held  that 
by  the  Treaty  of  1856  we  were  not  bound 
to  guarantee  the  territorial  integrity  of 
Turkey.  One  thing  should  not  be  lost 
sight  of — that  Lord  Palraerston  said  the 
Treaty  was  only  intended  to  last  for  14  or 
16  years ;  and  his  sagacity  was  proved  by 
the  event.  He  maintained  that  we  were 
not  now  bound  by  the  Treaty  to  guaran- 
tee the  integrity  of  Turkey.  The  engage- 
ments entered  into  by  the  Three  Powers 
at  Berlin  and  Vienna  were  inconsistent 
with  the  Treaty,  which  was  thereby 
broken  in  spirit,  if  not  in  fact.  At  all 
events,  there  were  no  moral  grounds  for 
insisting  upon  the  Treaty  of  Paris,  or  for 
maintaining  the  guarantee.  Why  was 
it,  he  asked,  that  we  found  Austria,  Ger- 
many, and  Russia  concerting  together  to 
prepare  a  note,  without  taking  other 
nations  into  their  councils  ?  It  was  the 
jealousy  believed  to  be  entertained  by 
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England  against  Eussia.  Now,  though 
circumstances  had  changed  since  then, 
he  thought  that  the  principle  formerly 
laid  down  by  Mr.  Cobden  still  held  good, 
and  that  there  could  be  no  danger  to  a 
great  commercial  country  from  the  in- 
crease of  a  Christian  nation  and  the 
spread  of  civilization  over  the  world. 
He  hoped  that  the  Government  were  try- 
ing to  disabuse  the  mind  of  Eussia,  that 
we  looked  upon  her  with  jealousy,  or 
that  we  did  not  believe  her  when-  she 
denied  any  intention  of  territorial  ag- 
grandizement in  the  direction  of  Turkey. 
Then  it  was  no  longer  the  duty  of  Eng- 
land to  maintjun  *  *  the  balance  of  power,  * ' 
a  fiction  which  was  exploded  at  Solferino, 
at  Sadowa,  and  at  Sedan.  Could  wo  be 
bound  by  any  undertaking  to  stand  up 
for  a  State  which  allowed  such  atrocities  ? 
In  a  document  attached  to  the  Treaty  of 
Paris,  Turkey  had  solemnly  promised  to 
observe  the  rights  of  Christians,  but  not 
one  of  the  terms  of  this  undertaking  had 
been  kept.  There  was  an  unlimited 
amount  of  evidence  as  to  the  violation  of 
pledges,  the  succession  of  outrages,  and 
the  corruption  perpetrated  by  the  Turks 
in  some  of  the  fairest  lands  on  the  globe. 
That  being  so,  he  hold  that  it  was  a 
ridiculous  idea,  that  because  wo  had 
45,000,000  of  Mahomedan  subjects  in 
India  we  were  bound  to  be  careful  what 
we  did  with  respect  to  Turkey.  What 
he  desired  to  see  was  autonomy  in  the 
Turkish  Provinces.  He  did  not  care 
what  autonomy  it  was  —  whether  it 
was  Grecian,  Eoumanian,  Bulgarian, 
Bosnian,  or  Herzegovinian.  It  would 
be  more  consistent  with  good  policy,  ho 
contended,  that  we  should  endeavour  to 
join  with  Eussia  in  inducing  Turkey  to 
grant  a  system  of  autonomy,  and  so  to 
put  an  end  to  the  distressing  and  dis- 
graceful atrocities  in  question,  and  the 
state  of  things  which  now  existed  in 
Turkey,  rather  than  that  events  shoi^d 
be  allowed  to  take  their  course,  and  that 
eventually  the  Eussian  people,  no  longer 
able  to  control  their  sympathies,  should 
throw  themselves  into  Turkey  and  cause 
greater  and  perhaps  more  general  blood- 
shed. Everybody  would  be  glad  to  re- 
cognize the  autonomy  of  the  Slavonic 
Provinces  if  such  were  established.  His 
belief  was,  that  Turkey  would,  if  asked 
by  the  Great  Powers,  grant  autonomy  to 
the  Christian  populations  under  her  rule, 
rather  than  let  it  be  granted  to  them  by 
Eussia.    HcweveT  \\v«A.  m\^\.  \i^,  "Otve^ 
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ought  to  take  an  early  opportunity  of 
letting  it  be  known  to  Turkey  that  we 
could  no  longer  stand  sponsor  of  a 
Mahomedan  Government  which  had 
ceased  to  deserve  the  respect  of  civilized 
Nations,  and  which  had  done  all  it  could 
to  call  down  upon  itself  the  just  indig- 
nation of  humanity  and  of  Heaven. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that  he  had  seen  in  the  Press,  and  had 
heard  it  stated  that  evening,  that  the 
public,  or,  at  least,  a  certain  portion  of 
the  public,  strongly  condemned  certain 
expressions  which  had  fallen  from  the 
Prime  Minister  with  respect  to  outrages 
in  Bulgaria.  He  had  heard  what  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  subject,  and  he  must  say  that,  in- 
stead of  treating  the  alleged  atrocities 
with  anything  like  indifference,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  utterance  to  lan- 
guage which  showed  his  abhorrence  of 
them.  On  the  10th  of  July  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"With  rcppoct  to  the  roporta  of  the  torrihlo 
atrocities  to  which  tho  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
has  rofcrred,  T  would  still  express  u  hope  that 
when  we  become  better  informt^d — T  would  ex- 
press this  hope  for  the  sjike  of  human  nature 
itself — when  we  arc  thoroughly  informed  of 
what  has  occun-ed  it  will  bo  found  tluit  the 
statements  Jiro  scarcely  warranted.*' 

And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  called 
them  **  terrible  scenes**  and  '^heart- 
rending statements  ** — in  short,  he  (Sir 
n.  Drunmiond  Wolff)  did  not  think 
anyone  could  stijirmatize  the  acts  attri- 
buted  to  the  Turks  in  Bulgaria  more  se- 
verely. Ho  alluded  to  these  things  in 
order  to  show  how  groundless  were  tho 
attacks  which  had  been  made  on  the 
right  h(m.  Gentleman.  For  his  own 
part,  he  came  down  to  the  House  after 
reading  the  Papers,  very  much  preju- 
diced against  the  conduct  of  Sir  Henry 
Elliot ;  but  he  thought  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  liad  done  a  great  deal  to 
put  his  conduct  in  a  more  favourable 
light  than  he  had  anticipated.  A  great 
d('al  of  what  had  occurred  was,  in  his 
ojunion,  duo  to  tho  want  of  information 
at  th<^  Foreign  Ofliee,  owing  to  a  certain 
looseness  among  some  of  our  agents 
abroad  and  of  diminution  in  the  number 
of  our  agents  in  places  where  they  ought 
to  exist.  13otli  at  Constantinople  and 
some  of  the  outposts  our  diplomatic  and 
Consular  agents  were,  frcmi  the  society 
in  which  they  mixed,  apt  to  have  feel- 
ing's moTO  ill  favour  of  the  Turka  than 
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the  Christians.  He  thonglit  the  Fonign 
Office  ought  to  have  had  from  our  Con- 
suls and  other  agents  in  Bosnia  ud 
Herzegovina  some  information  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  Christians,  and  of 
the  feeling  which  had  led  to  these  events. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
Ottoman  Government  were  somewhat 
guilty  of  an  offence  against  the  comitr 
of  nations  when  they  brought  these  Cir- 
cassians from  Asia  and  settled  them  ia 
Europe,  where  they  were  necessarily  a 
menace  to  the  Christian  population  from 
their  faith  and  from  their  wild  habits. 
At  the  same  time  Philippopolis  was  only 
300  miles  from  Constantinople,  and  wai 
easily  accessible  by  rail ;  and  he  re- 
gretted that  Sir  Henry  Elliot  had  not  of 
his  own  accord  sent  his  own  agents  to 
the  places  where  these  outrages  occurred, 
so  as  to  ascertain  the  truth  upon  tlw 
subject,  without  waiting  for  instruetiou 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He 
quite  agreed  that  Ministers  abroad  wera 
overworked,  and  he  did  not  blame  8ir 
Henry  Elliot  very  severely,  because  lie 
was  suffering  from  illness,  and  therefore, 
like  many  others,  might  have  failed  to 
do  the  right  thing  at  the  right  moment 
It  was  to  be  regretted  that  the  example 
set  in  the  case  of  the  massacres  in  Sjria 
in  I860,  when  Commissioners  were  sent 
to  investigate  the  murders,  was  not  fol- 
lowed in  this  case.  He  did  not  share 
any  of  the  fears  expressed  with  regard 
to  Hussia.  Her  great  influence  over  the 
Christian  Provinces  of  Turkey  was  de- 
rived from  their  expectation  of  favoors 
to  come,  and  he  believed  that  England 
would  hold  the  same  position  and  pos- 
sess the  same  influence  with  these  people 
if  they  showed  the  same  sympathy  as 
Hussia  and  manifested  an  intere^  in 
their  future.  Not  only  that,  but  the  un- 
founded fears  entertained  with  regard 
to  Russian  influence  in  Greece  showed 
that  in  the  present  instance  all  fears  of 
Ilussian  influence  might  be  dismissed. 
The  desire  of  England  was  to  see  Turkey 
peaceful,  but  her  Cliristian  Provinces 
would  never  be  peaceful  or  contented  ss 
long  as  their  Government  was  of  so  ab- 
normal a  character.  He  suggested  that 
Turkey  should  be  asked  to  call  a  confe- 
rence for  the  consideration  of  the  future 
government  of  these  l*rovinces.  That 
course  had  been  adopted  with  respect  to 
Roumania.  A  Commission,  at  which  Sir 
Henry  Bulwer  was  the  British  Bepre- 
sentative,  proceeded  to  Bucharest,  held 
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Philippopolis  and  a  general  officer  with 
the  Turkish  Army  to  Servia,  if  they 
did  not  feel  that  they  had  a  responsi- 
bility in  this  matter  towards  this  coun- 
try and  Europe,  and  had  tardily  come 
to    the    conclusion   that    it    was   their 
bounden  duty  to  fulfil  that  obligation  ? 
Every  act  they  had  done  and  were  now 
doing  was  entirely  inconsistent  with  the 
allegation  that  they  were  not  responsible 
for  seeing  that  such  atrocities  as  these 
were  not  to  be  committed  in  future.     If 
that  were  so,  then  there  must  be  an 
exactly  similar    responsibility    for    the 
outrages  that  had  been  committed  in 
the  past.      Then  arose    the    question, 
How  had  that  responsibility  been  dis- 
charged ?    That  was  a  question  to  which 
he  thought  there  could  be  only  one  an- 
swer.    His  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  had  made  an  apologetic 
speech  which  everybody  in  this  country 
would,  he  was  sure,  be  only  too  willing 
to  accept,  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty^s 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople.     But  the 
question  was.  What  had  been  done  ?  The 
House   approved  what  was  now  being 
done  according  to  the  despatches  which 
had  been  received  within  the  last  few 
days,  in  sending  a  Vice  Consul  to  Philip- 
popolis and  a  general  officer  to  Servia. 
The  question,  however,  which  the  Eng- 
lish people   asked,   was  not  what  was 
done  at  the  end  of  July  and  the  begin- 
ning  of  August,    but   why  the    same 
measures   had  not  been  taken   at  the 
beginning    of   May?     Why    was    the 
action  of  the  Government  delayed  until 
it    was    too    late    to     save    a    whole 
Province  from  desolation  and  a  whole 
population    from    murder?    That    was 
the     question     which     was     asked    in 
every  comer  of  England  and  in  every 
quarter  of  Europe.     The  answer  given 
to  that  question  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  a  great  country  was,  *'  We 
knew  nothing  about  it."      What  an  an- 
swer for  a  Government  which  undertook 
to  maintain  the  integrity  of  Turkey! 
They  did  not  know  that  12,000  innocent, 
inoffensive,  and  unresisting  people  had 
been  slaughtered  by  their  Allies  in  the 
month  of  May.     If  there  ever  was  a 
spectacle  of  diplomatic  impotence  and 
administrative  incapacity,   it  was   that 
which  was  exhibited  in  the  Papers  which 
were  now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.     From  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  down  to  the  Consul  at  Adriano^le, 
there  seeined  not  \»  \>^  «w  TSi^CLVs^a^^ 


inauiry  into  the  state  of  the  Province, 
and  me  result  was  that  a  form  of  go- 
Tommentwas  agreed  to  which,  although 
ainoe  modified  in  some  respects,  had 
fixrmed  the  basis  of  all  future  arrange- 
ments. He  commended  that  precedent 
to  the  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment,  which,  he  could  see,  was 
xeally  powerful  in  Eastern  matters. 
Turkey  asked  England  to  join  in  the 
Andrassy  Note,  and  any  proposal  made 
from  England  would  receive  the  earnest 
attention  and  respect  of  Turkish  states- 
men. The  charges  made  against  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  been  oblite- 
xated  by  the  statements  of  those  who 
liad  advanced  these  charges,  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  read  a  passage  from  one  of 
Liord  Derby's  despatches  with  which,  he 
•aid,  he  entirely  agreed ;  and  the  fact 
that  an  officer  had  been  despatched  to 
tlie  Turkish  head-quarters  to  accompany 
the  Turkish  troops  into  Servia  was  a  gua- 
nmtee  that  such  atrocities  as  they  had 
heard  of  would  not  be  committed  any 
longer.  He  could  not  attribute  the  atro- 
cities to  the  complicity  or  even  the  laches 
of  Her  Majesty's  Govemmennt ;  they 
were  due  to  circumstances  which  were 
not  foreseen,  and  he  thought  what  had 
taken  place  would  show  the  Government 
what  was  the  wish  of  the  country,  and 
tiiat  they  might  now  separate  for  the 
Becess  with  full  confidence  that  these 
atrocities  would  not  occur  again. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Poole 
(Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  was  justified  by 
the  important  discussion  which  had 
taken  place  in  calling  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  *this  subject.    It  was  a 

auestion  in  which,  without  a  doubt,  in 
ie  opinion  of  this  country,  and  certainly 
of  Europe,  the  reputation  and  fair  fame 
of  England  were  involved.  He  was  not 
ffoin^into  any  elaborate  argument  whe- 
tner  England  was  more  or  less  pledged 
in  respect  to  the  good  conduct  of  Turkey ; 
but  he  entirely  agreed  that  the  Govern- 
ment incurred  a  great  responsibility  in 
do^^lii^g  to  join  the  other  Powers  in 
the  Berlin  Memorandum,  the  one  object 
of  which  was  to  secure  the  pacification 
of  Turkey  and  the  protection  of  the 
Provinces.  He  was  not,  however,  going 
to  arg^e  this  question,  for  the  Govern- 
ment admitted  it  in  what  they  had  done 
during  the  last  fortnight  or  ten  days. 
Why  had  they  sent  a  Yice  Consul  to 
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the  moment  when  the  East  was  occupy- 
ing the  attention  of  the  country,  knew 
that  these  massacres  and  horrors  were 
going  on.  How  could  such  a  state  of 
things  as  that  arise  ?  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
indeed,  admitted  with  admirable  sim- 
plicity, that  the  Government  had  learnt 
all  about  them  from  the  newspaper  cor- 
respondents. He  was  glad,  he  must 
say,  at  all  events,  that  after  being  de- 
nounced in  that  House  and  vilified  in 
the  Conservative  Press,  it  was  at  last 
acknowledged  that  the  reputation  of 
England,  which  had  been  neglected  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  over- 
looked by  our  Eepresentatives  abroad, 
had  been  vindicated  by  the  newspaper 
correspondents.  He  had  said  that  the 
Papers  which  had  been  laid  before  the 
House  were  a  monument  of  diplomatic 
incapacity,  but  if  anything  were  want- 
ing to  crown  the  edifice,  it  would  be  the 
speech  of  the  Under  Secretary  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  who,  rising  on  an  occasion 
like  the  present,  could  tell  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  through  it  the  English 
nation  and  Europe  at  large,  what  was 
the  true  history  of  the  insurrection  in 
Bulgaria,  and  that  not  in  the  language 
of  a  British  Consul,  or  of  our  Repre- 
sentative at  Constantinople,  but  in  the 
language  of  The  Levant  JTerald,  whioh 
was  at  the  last  moment  sent  over,  not, 
he  was  happy  to  say,  by  the  Ambas- 
sador, but  he  supposed  by  some  young 
alfachcy  as  the  best  apology  for  the 
incoinpetonoe  of  our  diplomacy.  He 
hoped  Sir  Ilenr}^  Elliot  was  not  respon- 
sible for  it,  for  he  must,  of  course, 
have  known  that  every  statement  in 
that  account  was  open  to  the  charge 
of  being  absolutely  untrue.  It  was 
contradicted  by  the  Papers  which  he  had 
himself  sent  over,  and  by  the  Eeport  of 
^fr.  Baring.  TTis  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  had  called  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Poole  to  account 
for  having  missed  some  lines  in  a  paper 
which  ho  read ;  but  when  he  himself 
read  the  account  from  The  Levant  ITerald, 
and  took  credit  for  the  wonderful  accu- 
racy of  some  of  the  statements,  he 
omitted  the  words — 

"  Tlu'r<'  an*  no  sorioiis  prounds  fnr  those  psti- 
matos  which  aro  fn":itiiitous  and  are  dorivod 
from  siisi»i<ious  (piartrrs.  Jf  any  one  would  pro 
to  the  trouble  of  niakiuir  a  nirlit  estimate  of  the 
number  of  men  missinii:  from  tlu-  ditrcrent  vil- 
lages, the  result  would  bo  that  it  would  be  found 
to  he  hfirdly  moro  than  3,000." 

Sir  TFilliam  Ilarcourt 


And  that  was  stated  in  the  face  of  our 
own  Eepresentative,  Mr.  Baring,  who 
put  the  number  slaughtered  at  12,000. 
These  statements  had  been  published  in 
The  Levant  Herdtdy  in  order  that  ther 
might  be  read  in  that   House  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs.    If  he  wanted  to  point  to  the 
culmination  of  diplomatic  incapacity  in 
these  transactions,  he  need  only  refer  to 
a  paper  being  cited  as  an  apology  for 
the  ignorance  and  want  of  energy  dis- 
played by  our  BepresentatiTes  abroad, 
which  contained  statements  which  evenr- 
body  knew  to  be  false,  and  to  which  the 
lie  was  given  by  Mr.  Baring's  Bepozt. 
who  said  that  60  villages  had  been  burnt 
down,  almost  the  whole  of  them,  by  the 
Turks.     Well,  what  had  been  the' con- 
duct of  the  affairs  of  a  g^eat  country  to 
justify  its  action  in  the  face  of  Europe 
with  respect  to  those  abominable  trans- 
actions ?      The     Under    Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  asked,  with  great  inno- 
cence, what  the   Government  ought  to 
have  done  ?  He  (Sir  William  Harcomt) 
would  tell  them.     Why,  he  would  ask, 
had  they  not  done  in  May  what  they  hid 
done  in  July  ?    On  the  23rd  of  June  the 
newspaper  correspondents,  who  could  do 
it  seemed  what  the  Government  could 
not,  told  the  English  people  the  truth  in 
tlie  matter.   Tlie  Government  was.  there- 
upon, challenged,  and  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the   Foreign   Office  could 
only  reply  that  he  knew  nothing  abont 
it,  and  that  the  accounts  could  not  be 
true.     Tlmt  was  on  the  2r)th  of  June; 
and,    if  Lord  Derby  had   then   sent  a 
telegram  to  Sir  Henry  Elliot  to  despatch 
some  person  to  know  what  had  really 
occurred,  the  whole  story   might  have 
been  known  to  the  Prime  Minister  within 
a  week.     The  Secretary'  of  State  said  he 
would  inquire.     A  fortnight   elapsed— 
and  the  House  knew  what  a  fortnight 
was  in  this  mattor — after  that  Mr.  Baring 
was  sent,  and  news  of  him  was  heard 
within  tliree  days.     The  Daily  Neun  cor- 
respondent telegraphed    on    the  1st  of 
August  from  Tatar  Bazardjik  that  Mr. 
Baring  was  there.     WTiy  was  Mr.  Bar- 
ing's Report  not  here  ?     WTiat  did  Tht 
Dathj  News    correspondent   see  ?      He 
told  us  he  saw  7,000  corpses,  most  of 
them  women  and  children.     Was  that 
tioie  ?     Why  had  they  not  Mr.  Baring's 
acjcount  that  morning  of  what  he  Iiad 
seen?     Lord  Derby  had  allowed  more 
A\itv.ii  ^  ^ottm^ht  to  Qla\)se  from  the  date 
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when  a  Question  was  put  to  him  in  the 
House  of  Lords  on  the  subject,  before 
lie  addressed  a  letter  of  remonstrance  to 
oar  Ambassador  at  Constantinople.  He 
alluded  to  the  letter  on  the  ISth  of  July, 
which  was  rather  a  mild  and  weak  one, 
although  a  much  stronger  one  was  sent 
the  next  day.  The  Prime  Minister,  in 
referring  to  those  atrocities,  in  answer 
to  a  Question  on  the  10th  of  July,  said, 
that  they  were  in  constant  communica- 
tion with  the  Ambassador — that  wars  of 
insurrection  were  always  atrocious.  That 
was  not  a  condemnation  of  the  atrocities, 
it  was  an  extenuation  of  them  ;  and  be- 
yond that,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
rarther  said  that  the  English  people  had 
done  something  of  the  same  kind  in  Ja- 
maica, and  that  there  was  no  prison  ac- 
commodation for  the  number  of  prisoners 
said  to  have  been  taken  ;  while  as  to  the 
reports  of  torture  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man exercised  his  unrivalled  powers  of 
humour  and  sarcasm,  saying  he  did  not 
believe  that  torture  existed  among  an 
historical  people.  [Mr.  Diskaeu  :  No  ; 
an  Oriental  people.]  He  was  sorry  if 
he  had  misrepresented  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman;  nothing  could  be  further 
from  his  intention.  Beports  were  very 
often  inaccurate,  and  he  would  not  for 
a  moment  impute  any  levity  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whose  kindness  of  heart 
was  well  known.  Well,  what  did  all 
that  prove  ?  It  proved  that  the  Govern- 
ment at  the  time  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  was  unaware  of  the  mag- 
nitude of  the  events  which  had  occurred 
or  that  language  would  never  have  been 
used.  How,  then,  was  it  that  this  ig- 
norance prevailed  in  the  Cabinet?  It 
did  not  appear  that  Sir  Henry  Elliot 
was  solely  responsible,  because  Consul 
Seade's  Beport  unquestionably  reached 
England  on  the  28th  of  June,  while  the 
Prime  Minister  used  the  language  re- 
ferred to  on  the  10th  of  July.  And  that 
Seport,  which  was  dated  the  16th  of 
Jane,  stated  not  only  that  atrocities  were 
going  on,  but  that  the  object  of  them 
was  to  diminish  as  much  as  possible  the 
number  of  Bulgarians  in  the  disturbed 
districts,  and  that  the  Circassians  were 
said  to  be  doing  that  work  with  the  ap- 
parent connivance  of  the  authorities. 
Then,  although  that  document  was  in 
the  hands  of  the  Foreign  Secretary  on 
the  28th  of  June,  he  did  not  for  more 
than  a  fortnight — namely,  on  the  13th 
of  July — afterwards  address  any  instruc- 


tions to  Sir  Henry  Elliot.  Consul  Beade 
subsequently  repeated  his  statement  that 
there  was  a  deliberate  plan  on  the  part 
of  the  Turks  and  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment to  exterminate  the  Christians  in 
Bulgaria,  and  said  he  had  seen  the  Tur- 
kish Commissioner,  who  had  informed 
him  that  the  whole  of  the  inhabitants  of 
a  certain  village  had  not  been  massacred, 
but  only  700  out  of  1,300.  That  was 
the  Turkish  Commissioner  whose  Beport 
the  House  had  received — a  Beport  he 
might  say  which  bore  the  stamp  of  men- 
dacity in  every  line,  and  the  publication 
of  which  was  a  disgrace  to  the  Turkish 
Government.  There  was  overwhelming 
evidence  in  the  Papers  that  those  mas- 
sacres were  done  at  the  express  instance 
of  the  Government  of  Turkey,  and  under 
the  authority  of  its  highest  officers,  who 
had  been  rewarded  for  their  conduct, 
with  the  deliberate  object  of  extermina- 
ting the  Christian  population  of  Bul- 
garia. Yet  it  was  not,  as  he  had*  said, 
till  the  13th  of  July  that  Lord  Derby  in- 
structed Sir  Henry  Elliot  to  make  re- 
monstrances to  the  Porte.  The  feeling 
among  the  employia  of  the  English  Go- 
vernmeiit  at  Constantinople  at  that  time 
was  betrayed  by  the  letter  of  Sir  Henry 
Elliot,  which,  to  his  astonishment,  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  had 
pointed  to  as  being  creditable  to  Sir 
Henry  Elliot  and  the  English  Govern- 
ment, He  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  was 
sorry  to  say  he  read  the  letter  with  very 
different  feelings.  Writing  from  The- 
rapia  on  the  6th  of  July,  Sir  Heniy 
Elliot  said  he  had  strongly  recommended 
that  an  energetic  commander  should  be 
appointed  for  the  Irregular  troops  to  be 
employed  in  Servia,  pointing  out  that  if 
the  progress  of  those  troops  in  that  Prin- 
cipality was  marked  by  barbarities  upon 
an  unresisting  people  what  would  hap- 
pen ?  That  the  English  Government 
would  denounce  these  proceedings  ?  No, 
but  that  the  indignation  awakened 
throughout  Europe  might  become  so 
great  that  the  Government  would  bo 
driven  by  the  force  of  public  opinion  to 
interfere  and  put  a  stop  to  them.  What 
language  was  that  to  use  at  such  a  junc- 
ture !  The  English  Government  would 
not  interfere,  unless  it  was  driven  to  do 
so  by  the  force  of  public  indignation ! 
Altogether  that  was,  to  his  mind,  one  of 
the  most  extraordinary  and  least  credit- 
able letters  which  had  ever  been  ad- 
dressed by  an  ^Ekii^g^k^  Kss^^j^sKi^^'^ysL  \k^ 
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artillery  with  triflinfi^  casoalties.  ThA  lut  itm 
of  intelligence  I  hear  is  that  the  troops  hixc 
since  surrounded  the  village  of  Avrmdano,  lod 
that,  unless  it  surrenders,  it  is  feared  the  inhal-i- 
tunts  will  share  the  same  fate  as  thoio  of  Otlen- 
keui. 

"Extraordinary  activity  is  being  displiyvd 
here  hy  the  authorities  and  others  in  recmitnu;, 
arming,  and  forwarding  to  the  disturbed  du- 
tricts  Bashi-Bazouks  and  Circassians.  Ohtenr- 
ing,  in  the  meanwhile,  great  numbers  of  tbfie 
irregulars  about  the  streets,  I  represented  to  the 
Governor-General  that  it  was  scarcely  nfe  to 
the  public  tranquillity  to  allow  those  trooM  to 
circulate  the  stn'ots  armed,  and  sagg* ?sted  that 
they  might  be  localized  somewhere  awmy  frpo 
the  city,  as  it  was  generally  feared  that  th* 
slightest  provocation  might  produce  unpleasut 
consequences.  The  Governor-General  asmzvd 
me  that  the  inhabitants  had  no  cause  to  f<tf 
these  troops,  and  that  ho  had  taken  every  pit^ 
caution  to  maintain  public  tranquillity,  but  thit 
he  could  not  help  keeping  the  Bashi-Bssoob 
hero  imtil  such  time  as  they  received  their  aim 
and  necessaries,  when  thev  were  inunedisttlT 
ordered  oflf  to  the  front.  I  do  not  hear  of  lar 
disorders  hai-ing  been  committed  by  those  troofi 
in  Adrianople,  but  I  am  assured  that,  once  oOt- 
side  the  city,  they  gave  thcsmselves  up  to  ill 
kinds  of  \nolence,  and  to  the  firing  on  vonm 
and  other  defenceless  people  in  the  villages  and 
roads  in  this  ^ncinity.'* 

Her  Majesty's  GK>yemment  knew  of 
those  things  in  the  middle  of  May,  tnd 
yet  they  addressed  remonstrances  nei- 
ther to  Musurus  Pasha  in  England  nor 
to  Sir  Henry  Elliot.  They  knew  that 
those  defenceless  people  were  being  mur- 
dered. But  it  was  said  that  Sir  Henir 
Elliot  was  making  remonstrances  at 
Constantinople.  On  the  24th  of  May 
Sir  Henry  Elliot  reported  that  he  had 
made  a  strong  remonstrance  about  the 
Bashi-Bazouks ;  but  what  sort  of  re- 
monstrance was  it?  Now,  he  did  not 
profess  to  be  versed  in  the  technicalities 
of  diplomacy;  but  he  should  have 
thouglit  if  Sir  Henry  Bulwer,  or  Lord 
Stratford  de  Redcliffe  in  former  times, 
wanted  to  make  a  strong  impression,  he 
would  liavo  gone  to  the  Porte  himself, 
but  Sir  Henry  Elliot  sent  his  dragoman 
instead.  That  was  the  way  in  which  he 
met  the  matter,  and  from  it  he  (Sir 
AViUiam  Harcourt)  thought  that  Sir 
Henry,  though  he  might  otherwise  be 
a  most  excellent  person,  was  not  fit  for 
the  post  of  Ambassador  at  Constanti- 
nople. That  was,  he  believed,  the  first 
remonstrance,  although  he  had  known 
for  more  than  a  fortnight  all  that  had 
been  going  on,  and  when  there  had 
been,  he  ventured  to  say,  10,000  people 
murdered.  And  this  was  the  kind  of 
remonstrance  that  was  made — He  made 


an  English  Government.  But  the  main 
question  was — why  had  nothing  been 
done  till  the  middle  of  July?  These 
unhappy  people  were  being  slaughtered 
in  May.  How  did  it  happen  there 
was  nothing  known  about  it  till  two 
months  afterwards?  It  was  true  that 
they  had  a  Consul  at  Adrianople, 
within  a  few  hours  of  the  spot ;  but 
it  had  been  said  for  him,  by  way  of 
excuse,  that  he  was  paralytic;  but 
if  the  Government  were  to  carry  out 
tlieir  Oriental  diplomacy  with  paralytic 
instruments,  they  would  succeed  about 
as  well  with  the  rest  of  them  as  thev  had 
in  these.  It  was  not  for  want  of  warn- 
ing that  the  Government  had  been  guilty 
of  this  apatliy,  for  under  date  the  7th  of 
May  there  was  a  communication  from 
^Ir.  Kyriatzi  urging  the  disarming  of 
l^ashi-Bazouks  in  order  to  avert  the 
danger  of  excesses.  Again,  on  the  12th 
of  May,  Vice  Consul  Dupuis  wrote  to  Sir 
Henry  EUiot — 

"  1l\\v  local  authorities,  as  well  as  the  Turkish 
Bt^ys  here,  are  dispLajdnp:  groat  activity  in  the 
onroliiu»nt  and  equipment  of  Kashi-Bazoiiksand 
other  volunteers,  and  hatches  of  Turkish  pea- 
8antr\'  are  continually  arriving  from  the  sur- 
rounding: villages  to  he  supplied  with  arms  and 
ammunition." 

Lord  Derby  therefore  knew  that  the 
Turkish  Government  were  arming  these 
p(»()ple.  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  liead  of  the  Government  did 
not  know  it;  as  ho  had  great  and  multi- 
farious occupations ;  but  the  Foreign 
Oliice  know  from  the  Papers  sent  home 
by  kSir  Henry  Elliot  that  the  Bashi- 
]>az()uks  were  armed  and  doing  infinite 
mischief,  and  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
1  British  Government  to  remonstrate  and 
to  see  that  tlieir  remonstrance  was 
attended  to.  Then  it  was  said  all  that 
was  not  the  doing  of  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment, but  the  doing  of  those  ruffians 
<^f  their  own  accord.  On  the  IGth  of 
!May,  Consul  Dupuis  wrote  to  Sir  Henry 
Elliot  a  different  story,  as  follows : — 

**  Tho  pntral  toj)i<'  of  convors;ition  here  the 
last  frw  (lays  is  that  the  Iiul«r«irians  of  the  \t1- 
lajjTO  nf  OtK'ukoui,  refusing  to  surrender,  and 
takiiii?  n  fup>  in  ii  diurch  or  monaster}',  were 
h«>mhar«ir(l  Ity  thr  troopH  imdtT  llafous  Pasha, 
whon  upwarns  of  300  men,  women,  and  children 
were  plauirhtored. 

**  Ai^cording  to  other  accounts  it  is  stated  that 
Hafousrasha  sent  to  demand  a  parley,  and  three 
times  summoned  the  place  t«.>  surrender,  but,  his 
messrngers  having  been  killed  by  the  Wllagt^rs, 
they  were  attacked  as  described.  Others,  ap:ain, 
§taie  that  the  insurgents  were  dnvon  off  hy 

Sir  JnUiam  Harcourt 


\ 
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a  representation  to  Easchid  Pasha  about 
the  injudicious  employment  of  the  Bashi- 
Basouks  in  Bulgaria,  for  which  the 
Porte  alone  was  responsible,  and  the 
Turkish  Minister  stated  in  reply  that 
Imperial  orders  were  sent  yesterday 
directing  the  Bulgarian  authorities  not 
to  resort  to  the  services  of  the  Circassian 
Irregulars,  but  it  was  then  represented 
to  the  Turkish  Minister  that  that  was 
only  doing  away  with  one  portion  of  the 
Sashi-Bazouks,  and  that  the  others  were 
equally  brutal  and  licentious.  Thus  the 
first  representation  they  made  was  met 
by  the  Porte  with  a  practical  refusal, 
granting  only  half  their  request,  and 
leaving  the  mischief  confessedly  unre- 
dressed. Yet  our  Government  did  not 
write  a  line  until  the  13th  of  July. 
They  had  that  fact  before  them  that  the 
Bashi-Bazouks  were  employed  in  killing 
innocent  and  defenceless  people,  and 
they  knew  of  it  for  six  weeks  without 
writing  a  word  of  remonstrance  against 
it.  On  the  19th  of  May,  Consul  Dupuis 
said  that  reports  reached  him  of  the  ex- 
cesses committed  by  the  Bashi-Bazouks 
and  Circassians  on  defenceless  people, 
adding — 


"How  far  the  atrocities  said  to  have  heen 
oommitted  on  both  sides  are  true  or  are  exag- 
gerated I  have  no  means  of  ascertaining." 

What  should  have  been  our  Ambas- 
Bador's  answer  to  that  ?  Why,  that  he 
would  send  somebody  to  ascertain.  He 
(8iT  William  Harcourt)  said  that  our 
Oovemment  and  Sir  Henry  Elliot  in  the 
whole  of  May  and  June  had  a  know- 
ledge of  these  things,  and  the  means  of 
knowledge  forced  on  their  attention,  and 
they  did  nothing  except  to  send  a  flabby 
remonstrance  through  a  dragoman  which 
was  not  regarded.  Consul  Eeade's  de- 
spatch of  the  23rd  of  May,  which 
reached  Lord  Derby  on  the  2nd  of  June, 
said — 

"  There  is  a  grave  matter  here  which  I  should 
hring  to  your  Excellency's  knowledge,  and  that 
IB  the  arming  of  the  Mussulmans  and  Circas- 
sians in  the  vilayet,  and  the  letting  loose  of  the 
latter  on  the  Bulgarians  simply  reported  to  be 
in  revolt.  The  lawless  character  of  these  Cir- 
cassians is  notorious — they  are  not  to  be  trusted 
at  any  time ;  to  employ  them  therefore  in  the 
way  I  have  stated  at  the  present  moment,  is,  in 
my  opinion,  to  drive  many,  who  have  hitherto 
remained  quiet,  to  revolt.  ...  As  regards 
the  armmg  of  the  Mussulmans,  a  Frenchman 
who  returned  yesterday  from  an  inland  town, 
states  that  whHst  he  was  there  an  order  arrived 
from  Rnstchuk  for  the  Mussulmans  to  arm  at 
jonoe,  and  this  order  was  accompanied  by  an  in- 


timation to  the  eflfect  that  those  who  should  be 
found  unarmed  would  be  punished.  I  am  told 
that  identical  ordors  have  been  issued  to  other 
districts  ;  if,  therefore,  the  present  rising,  which 
was  said  to  bo  dying  out,  assumes  greater  dimen- 
sions, I  do  not  think  it  will  bo  a  matter  of  sur- 
prise." 

They  all  knew  there  had  been  a  delibe- 
rate plan  to  exterminate  the  Christians 
of  Bulgaria.  Sir  Henry  Elliot  wrote  on 
the  8th  of  June  saying  that  the  Bul- 
garian insurrection  appeared  to  have 
been  unquestionably  put  down.  Why, 
the  Turkish  Government  informed  our 
Government  that  there  had  been  no 
Bulgarian  insurrection !  Sir  Henry 
Elliot,  however,  said  it  had  been  put 
down,  though  with  cruelty  and  in  some 
cases  with  brutality ;  and  ho  added  that 
the  Irregulars  had  then  been  recalled. 
They  never  had  been  recalled ;  but  on 
the  8th  of  June  they  were  still  doing 
their  bloody  work,  and  Mr.  Baring  on 
the  22nd  of  July  found  them  still  at 
that  work.  What  was  the  use  of  a 
Consul  or  an  Ambassador  ?  and  why  was 
not  some  one  despatched  to  see  what 
was  going  on  ?  The  Prime  Minister 
knew  nothing  about  it  when  he  was 
asked  a  Question  on  the  10th  of  July, 
but  on  the  14th  of  July  Her  Majesty's 
Government  began  to  write  strong  let- 
ters. And  why?  Because  of  the  in- 
formation received  from  Consul  Dupuis 
as  to  the  treatment  of  Bulgarian  women 
and  girls  belonging  to  the  burnt  villages. 
Did  anybody  believe,  if  a  telegram  was 
sent  from  England  in  the  month  of 
May,  when  the  Berlin  Note  was  in  sus- 
pense, and  the  English  Fleet  were  going 
to  Besika  Bay,  saying  that  our  Govern- 
ment demanded  that  not  a  single  Bashi- 
Bazouk  or  Circassian  should  be  armed, 
that  it  would  not  have  been  attended  to  ? 
No  one  would  impute  to  the  Government 
or  to  any  Englishman  any  indifference 
to  transactions  of  this  kind ;  but  what 
they  were  bound  to  do  was  to  point  out 
the  lamentable  breakdown  of  their  ad- 
ministrative and  diplomatic  service.  If 
the  British  Government  had  telegraphed 
in  the  first  week  in  May,  the  lives  of 
these  12,000  persons  who  had  been  mur- 
dered might  have  been  saved.  While 
the  eyes  of  all  Europe  were  fixed  on  the 
Eastern  Question,  was  it  possible  that 
12,000  human  beings  could  be  massacred 
in  cold  blood  and  that  the  English  Go- 
vernment should  know  nothing  of  it? 
Was  it  possible  that  this  should  go  on  two 
whole  montti^,  ixoto.  \iift  xocA^^  ^l^-a.^ 
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to  the  middle  of  July,  and  that  all  these 
lives  should  have  been  sacrificed  in  con- 
sequence of  the  diplomatic  incapacity  of 
their  Representatives,  when  they  might 
have  obtained  the  necessary  information 
in  a  few  hours?  He  could  not  but 
think,  without  desiring  to  lay  undue 
blame  on  particular  individuals,  that  the 
story  of  tlie  massacres  in  Bulgaria  would 
always  remain  a  dark  blot  in  the  history 
of  Europe,  and,  in  some  respects,  a  re- 
]>roacli  to  the  statesmanship  of  England. 
They  might  have  prevented,  they  ought  to 
liave  prevented,  and  they  had  not  pre- 
vented them.  But  lamentations  over  the 
catastrophiea  of  the  past  were  unavailing. 
What  thev  had  to  think  of  was  the  fu- 
t  ure.  The  cries  of  these  slaughtered  women 
and  children  would  not  go  up  to  Heaven 
in  vain.  That  Providence  which  governed 
the  fortunes  of  nations  was  a  Power  which 
**  out  of  evil  still  educeth  good."  They 
had  learned  a  lesson  late  indeed,  but 
soon  enough,  if  they  had  learnt  it  tho- 
roughly, and  laid  it  to  heart.  Speak- 
ing for  himself,  at  least,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  say  he  hoped  to  God  they 
had  at  last  done  with  the  Turk.  If  they 
could  not  control  his  ferocity — and  these 
transactions  had  shown  that  they  could 
not — they  had  no  right  to  prop  up  his 
tottering  power.  In  the  name  of  hu- 
manity and  civilization  let  them  sink  be- 
neath the  crushing  weight  of  their  own 
wickedness.  What  was  that  Government 
of  Turkey  which  they  were  told  it  was  the 
policy  of  l^^n gland  to  support  ?  They 
had  replaced  one  Sultan  by  another 
who  was  to  inaugurate  an  era  of  re- 
form. But  what  a  Sultan  and  what  a 
reform  !  The  Government  of  Turkey  was 
a  Government  tempered  by  assassination 
and  maintained  by  massacre.  AVhat  a 
spectacle  did  these  Sultans  offer  to  the 
world — a  dvnastv  of  worn-out  and  im- 
])otciit  debauchees,  who  let  loose  on 
iiiaiihind  a  horde  of  uncontrollable  wild 
beasts.  They  could  no  longer  accept  com- 
l)licity  with  a  detested  and  detestable 
Government — an  abominable  and  an  abo- 
minated race.  The  handwriting  of  Bel- 
shazzar  was  already  llaming  on  their 
walls.  They  had  been  weighed  in  the 
balance  of  European  opinion,  and  their 
scale  had  kicked  the  beam.  For  four  cen- 
turies they  had  been  the  curse  of  Europe, 
Africa,  and  Asia.  They  had  occupied 
the  fairest  portions  of  the  globe,  the 
famous  cities  of  the  East — the  cradles  of 
^euj'ns  and  of  art ;  but  whore  t\ieir  liooiA 
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had  trodden  the  grass  had  never  grown. 
Those  famous  spots,  dear  to  the  memo- 
ries of  mankind,  were  now  the  hanntsol 
wild  beasts,  of  which  the  worst  were 
those  who  bore  a  human  form.  Europe 
had  known  how  to  deal  with  tjramuei 
less  intolerable  than  these.  The  Toire 
of  their  fathers  was  lifted  againsct  the 
detestable  dynasty  of  Spain  and  that 
throne  tottered  to  its  fall.  Statesmen 
whose  fame  yet  lived  rescued  the  soil  of 
Greece  from  the  hands  of  their  brutal 
oppressors.  The  crimes  of  the  Gorem- 
ment  of  Naples  cried  aloud  to  Heaven 
for  vengeance,  and  the  cries  of  an  op- 
pressd  people  found  an  eclio  in  the  hearts 
of  the  English  nation.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Poole  (Mr.  Ashley)  had 
invoked  that  evening  the  shadow  of  • 
great  name ;  but  Lord  Palmerston,  when 
he  gave  a  voice  to  the  sentiments  of  Eng- 
land, employed  accents  very  different 
from  the  flaccid  and  flabby  tone  of 
these  despatches.  But  there  remained 
a  question  which  it  was  their  riffbt 
and  their  duty  to  address  to  the  Go* 
vernment  even  in  the  last  days  of  an 
expiring  Session,  and  it  was  this  — 
Was  not  the  time  at  last  come  to  *'  do 
justice  and  to  work  mercy?"  "Were 
they  to  sit  by  for  ever  with  hands  folded 
and  eyes  closed  whilst  such  things  were 
done  beneath  the  shadow  of  our  proweM? 
They  had  been  told  they  were  to 
**  keep  the  ring."  Yes ;  but  was  there 
not  something  of  hypocrisy  in  passing 
Vivisection  Bills,  whilst  they  kept  the 
ring  of  Tatar  Bazardjik  ?  In  his  opinion, 
England  was  ashamed  of  the  degrad- 
ing occupation  of  keeping  the  ring  for 
such  transactions  as  these.  It  was  time 
that  the  great  interests  of  civilization  and 
humanity  should  cease  to  be  the  base 
counters  in  a  game  of  diplomatic  chi- 
cane. The  moment  was  never  more  fa- 
vourable for  a  European  settlement. 
France  and  Italy,  Germany  and  Austria, 
had  insisted,  nay,  entreated  their  co- 
operation. But  then  the  ^Russian  terror 
was  invoked.  That  nightmare  seemed  to 
haunt  their  dreams  and  distort  their 
judgment.  But  what  reason  was  there  to 
allege  that  in  this  matter  the  conduct  of 
Russia  had  been  wanting  in  moderation? 
Indeed,  considering  her  national  sym- 
pathies and  the  ten-ible  natunj  of  the 
provocation,  it  seemed  to  him  that  her  self- 
restraint  had  been  astonishing.  No 
doubt   Nicholas  was  a  headstrong  and 
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to  confront  by  arms.     But  the  present 
Emperor,    under  circumstances  of   the 
greatest  difficulty,  had  proved  himself  a 
tme  friend  of  peace.    Europe  owed  him 
that  acknowledgment.  It  was  idle  to  deny 
that,  apart  from  any  schemes  of  terri- 
torial aggrandizement,  the  sympathy  of 
Bussia  with  the  Slavonic  populations  of 
Turkey  was  national  and  inevitable.   But 
what  reason  was  there  to  suppose  that  the 
Gear  was  unwilling  to  come  to  some  reason- 
able arrangement  to  protect  those  in- 
terests, which  should  in  no  way  be  pre- 
judicial to  their  dominions  in  the  East. 
As  a  matter,  not  of  sentiment,  but  of 
.  policy,  let  him  ask  them  in  what  posi- 
tion they  would  stand  if  they  presented 
themselves  as  the  sole  obstacle  to  such  a 
settlement?    They  would  stand  confessed 
before  the  world  as  the  abettors  of  these 
murderous  barbarians.    They  would  pre- 
sent Russia  to  the  world  in  a  character 
which  would  give  her  more  strength  than 
all  her  armies — in  the  character  of  the 
champion  of  an  oppressed  and  a  Christian 
race.     Was  that  a  wise  or  a  politic  course 
for  England  with  her  vast  interests  in 
the  East?    Was  that  the  way  to  increase 
aad  to  maintain  her  authority  ?  Let  them 
think  of  the  future.   The  future  could  not 
and  would  not  belong  to  those  decrepid 
ruffians.  He  had  hoped,  and  he  still  hoped, 
that  England  might  take  a  proud  and  a 
worthy  place   in  the  vindication  of  a 
noble  policy.     In   common  with  other 
hon.  Members  of  the  House  he  had  read 
with  satisfaction  the  despatch  of  Lord 
Derby  of  August  9th — a  despatch  which 
aeemed  at    last    to  breathe  the  spirit 
of  an  English  Minister.    The  only  thing 
to  be  lamented  was  that  it  was  written  in 
August — ^if  it  had  been  written  in  May, 
when   there  was  just   as   good  reason 
for  writing  it,  those  crimes  might  have 
been  aveiibed.    But  what  did  that  de- 
^toh  say?     It  said — **  The  indigna- 
tion of   Europe  would  become  uncon- 
trollable."     He    hoped    it   would    be- 
come as  uncontrollable  as  the  ferocity 
of    the     Turks.       Lord     Derby     had 
shown  himself  on  that  occasion  at  least 
a    sagacious    man.      He  could  foresee 
that  the  tide  of  European  opinion  was 
rising,  and  that  it  would  sweep  away  the 
petty  sand  castles  which  a  feeble  diplo- 
macy was  raising  on  an  unstable  beach. 
It  would  carry  onward  on  its  vast  and  re- 
sistless   waves   the   fortunes    of    those 
Powers,  whosoever  they  might  be,  who 
would  emancipate  Europe  from  the  curse 


which  afflicted  her,  and  redeem  Christen- 
dom from  the  shame  by  which  she 
had  been  too  long  dishonoured. 

Mb.  DISEAELI  :  Sir,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Poole  (Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley)  has  called  attention  to  an 
important  and  interesting  subject  to- 
night in  a  manner  very  irregular,  I 
think,  not  to  say  unprecedented.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  really  believes  that  the 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  these  transactions 
and  of  the  Queen's  Ambassador  is  de- 
serving of  censure  and  disapprobation, 
I  think  he  ought  to  have  come  forward 
with  a  distinct  Motion  on  the  subject. 
Although  we  are  on  the  point  of  Proro- 
gation, he  knows  enough  of  me  to  know 
that  my  advice  to  the  Sovereign  would 
be  not  to  prorogue  Parliament  if  he 
desired  to  challenge  our  policy;  and  even 
in  a  House  like  this,  if  he  had  given 
Notice,  the  opinion  of  the  House  of 
Commons  might  be  taken  about  it.  It 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  course  scarcely,  I 
should  think,  pleasant  to  a  man  of  a 
mind  such  as  I  believe  is  possessed  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  avail  himself  of 
a  Parliamentary  privilege,  which  I  do 
not  care  to  admit  or  deny,  to  insinuate 
an  offensive  opinion  upon  the  Advisers 
of  the  Crown  and  upon  the  conduct  of 
absent  Ambassadors,  when  he  knows 
we  have  no  means,  in  the  present  state 
of  affairs,  of  testing  the  opinion  of  Par- 
liament or  of  the  country  upon  the  sub- 
ject. [**  Oh,  oh!"]  Let  me  at  once 
place  before  the  House  what  I  believe  is 
the  true  view  of  the  circumstances  which 
principally  interest  us  to-night,  for  after 
the  Ehodian  eloquence  to  which  we  have 
just  listened,  it  is  rather  difficult  for  the 
House  to  see  clearly  the  point  which  is 
before  it.  The  Queen's  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople,  who  has  at  all  times  no 
easy  duty  to  fulfil,  found  himself  at  the 
end  of  April  and  in  the  first  three  weeks 
of  May  in  a  position  of  extreme  difficulty 
and  danger.  Affairs  in  Constantinople 
never  had  assumed — at  least  in  our  time 
certainly — a  more  perilous  character.  It 
was  difficult  to  ascertain  what  was  going 
to  happen ;  but  that  something  was 
going  to  happen,  and  something  of  a 
character  which  might  disturb  the  rela- 
tions of  the  Porte  with  all  the  Powers 
of  Europe,  and  might  even  bring  about 
a  revolution,  the  effect  of  which  would 
be  felt  in  distant  countde^^  1\i<^t^  ^^3g» 
no    doubt.     T\iQ  I^oxxr^  \&   ^^  ^wi- 
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quainted  with  the  train  of  strange  inci- 
dents which  occurred,  all  of  them  events 
that  tried  the  intelligence,  the  vigilance, 
and  the  thought  of  our  Ambassador 
there  to  the  utmost,  and,  in  circum- 
stances of  great  difficulty,  I  think  he 
showed  an  intelligence,  a  courage,  and 
a  calmness  which  were  highly  beneficial 
to  the  course  of  public  affairs.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  has  just 
addressed  us  in  so  learned  and  powerful 
an  oration — [Laughter.'\ — well,  I  speak 
what  I  feel ;  I  look  upon  him  as  one  of 
the  chief  orators  of  the  House — although 
sometimes  he  lavishes,  as  he  has  done 
on  this  occasion,  his  great  powers  upon 
subjects  which  are  not  quite  adequate  to 
the  treatment.  In  the  present  instance 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
made  one  assumption  throughout  his 
speech — that  there  has  been  no  commu- 
nication whatever  between  the  Queen's 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople  and  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  upon  the  subject  in 
discussion ;  that  we  never  heard  of  these 
affairs  until  the  newspapers  published 
accounts,  which  were  brought  under  the 
notice  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
from  that  assumption  he  draws  all  those 
inferences  so  flattering  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  which  have  been  recently 
communicated  to  the  House.  The  state 
of  the  facts  is  the  reverse.  From  the 
verj'  first  period  that  these  transac- 
tions occurred  —  from  the  very  com- 
mencement— the  Ambassador  was  in 
constant  communication  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers.  ['*  No,  no  !  "]  Why, 
that  may  be  proved  by  the  Papers  on  the 
Tabk\  Throughout  the  months  of  May 
and  June  the  Ambassador  is  constantly 
referring  to  the  atrocities  occurring  in 
Bulgaria,  and  to  the  repeated  protests 
which  he  is  making  to  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment, and  informing  Her  Majesty's 
Government  of  interviews  and  conversa- 
tions with  the  Grand  Vizier  on  that  sub- 
ject.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
says  that  when  Questions  were  addressed 
to  me  in  this  House  I  was  perfectly 
ignorant  of  what  was  taking  place.  But 
that  is  exactly  the  question  we  have  to 
decide  to-night.  I  say  we  were  not  per- 
fectly ignorant  of  what  was  taking  place, 
and  that  is  the  very  point  I  am  now 
calling  attention  to.  I  say  during  all 
this  period  we  were,  I  will  not  say  daily, 
but  constantly  receiving  communications 
from  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  in- 
forming us  of  what  was  oceuirui^  in 

Jlr.  Disraeli 


Bulgaria,  and  apprising  the  (JoTernment 
of  the  steps  he  took  to  counteract  erfl 
consequences.  What  did  take  place  was 
this — When  cortcdn  statements  wen 
made  in  this  House  we  said  we  were  in 
constant  communication  with  Sir  Henrr 

_  « 

Elliot,  and  that  the  information  whirh 
reached  us  did  not  warrant  the  8tate> 
ments  that  were  made.     I  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bonrke], 
who  has  on  two    occasions    addreoed 
himself  to  the  subject  with  great  know- 
ledge and  ability,  that  even  the  slightest 
estimate  of  the  horrors  that  occurred  ii 
Bulgaria  is  quite  sufficient  to  excite  the 
indignation  of  the  country  and  of  FtN 
liament ;  but  when  you  come  to  Bay  we 
were  ignorant  of  all  that  was  occaxiing, 
and  did  nothing  to  counteract  it,  because 
we  said  in  answer  to  Questions  that  the 
information  which  had  reached  us  did 
not  warrant  the  statements  that  wen 
quoted    in  the   House — these  are  two 
entirely  different  questions  ;  and  there- 
fore it  becomes  us  to  consider  what  wen 
the  statements  made    in    this    House. 
In  the  newspaper  which  had  been  re- 
ferred to,   the  first  account  was,  if  I 
recollect  aright,  that  30,000  or  82,000 
persons  had  been  slain  ;    that  10,000 
persons  were  in  prison — [Mr.   W.  E 
FoESTER :  There  is  no  mention  of  tint 
in  the  first  statement.]     Well,  it  may 
have  been  in  the  second  tnat  it  was  made. 
It  was  also  stated  that  1,000  g^ls  hfld 
been  sold  in  the  open  market ;  that  40 
girls  had  been  burnt  alive  in  a  stable : 
and  cartloads  of  human  heads  paraded 
through  the  streets  of  the  cities  of  Bul- 
garia— these  were  some  of,  though  not 
all,  the  statements  made ;  and  I  was  per- 
fectly justified  in  saying  that  the  inifor- 
mation  which  had  reached  us  did  not 
justify  those  statements,  and,  therefore, 
we  believed  them  to  be  exaggerated.  I* 
that  fact  true,  or  is  it  not  ?  Now  that  we 
have  arrived  at  a  position  in  some  degree 
to  realize  the  truth  of  the  terrible  result! 
that  did  occur,  is  the  truth  most  like 
what  we  believed  to  be  the  case,  or  that 
which  was  brought  forward  as  the  foun- 
dation of  the  Questions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ?    I  maintain  that  the  state- 
ments we  made  in  Parliament  were  quite 
justified.      Lord   Derby  telegraphed  to 
Sir  Henry  Elliot  a  second  account,  which 
appeared  in  The  Daily  Neics,  stating  thit 
in  the  Tatar-Bazardjik  district,  in  Bul- 
^^Yva,  e^TtloQiidfi  of  heads  of  women  and 
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children  were  boastfully  paraded,  and 
that  young  women  were  regular  articles 
of  traffic,  and  were  being  sold  publicly 
in  the  villages  by  Tartars  and  Turks. 
liOrd  Derby  added  that  it  was  very  im- 
portant that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  be  able  to  reply  to  the  inquiries 
made  in  Parliament  respecting  these  and 
other  statements,  and  directed  Sir  Henry 
Mliot  to  inquire  by  telegram  of  Consuls, 

.  and  report  as  soon  as  he  could.  All  these 
statements  are  untrue.  There  never  were 
40  maidens  locked  up  in  a  stable  and 
burnt  alive.  That  was  ascertained  with 
great  care  by  Mr.  Baring,  and  I  am  sur- 
prised that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  should  still  speak 
of  it  as  a  statement  in  which  he  has  con- 
fidence. I  believe  it  is  an  entire  fabrica- 
tion. I  believe,  also,  it  is  an  entire  fa- 
brication that  1,000  young  women  were 
sold  in  the  market  as  slaves.  We  have 
not  received  the  slightest  evidence  of  a 
single  sale,  even  in  those  journals  on 
which  the   right  hon.    Gentleman  the 

i  Member  for  Bradford  founded  his  er- 
ratic speech.  I  have  been  attacked  for 
saying  that  I  did  not  believe  that  it  was 
possible  to  have  10,000  persons  in  prison 
in  Bulgaria.  So  far  as  I  can  ascertain 
from  the  Papers  there  never  could  have 
been  more  than  3,000.  As  to  the  10,000 
eases  of  torture,  what  evidence  is  there  of 
any  case  of  torture  ?  We  know  very  well 
there  has  been  considerable  slaughter ; 
that  there  must  have  been  isolated  and 
individual  cases  of  most  atrocious  rapine 
and  outrages  of  a  most  atrocious  kind  ; 
bnt  still  we  have  had  communications 
with  Sir  Henry  Elliot,  and  he  has  always 
assumed  from  what  he  knew  that  these 
cases  of  individual  rapine  and  outrage 
were  occurring.  He  knew  that  civil  war 
was  carried  on  there  under  conditions  of 
brutality  which,  unfortunately,  are  not 
unprecedented  in  that  coyntry  ;  and  the 
question  is,  whether  the  information  we 
bad  justified  the  extravagant  statements 
made  in  Parliament  which  no  one  pre- 
tends to  uphold  and  defend.  We  were 
,  asked  if  we  had  information  which  jus- 
tified us  in  supposing  they  were  authen- 
tio  ?  We  replied  that  we  were  in  daily 
communication  with  our  Ambassador, 
who  was  in  constant  communication  with 
Consuls,  and  that  nothing  which  reached 
us  warranted  those  extravagant  state- 
ments which  nobody  now  professes  to 
believe.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man kindly  excused  me  for  not  having 


seen  the  Report  of  Consul  Reade,  on  the 
score  of  my  multifarious  duties ;  but  I 
do  not  think  my  multifarious  duties  are 
any  excuse  for  the  neglect  of  business,  and 
I  can  assure  the  House  there  is  not  a 
despatch  which  reaches  or  leaves  the 
country  which  it  is  not  my  intention  to 
see,  and  I  scrupulously  fulfil  that  duty  ; 
but  it  is  a  remarkable  circumstance  that 
that  despatch  of  Consul  Eeade,  through 
no  inadvertence  of  mine,  was  forwarded 
to  another  person  ;  a  delay  arose,  and  it 
never  reached  me  until  10  days  after  the 
Question  was  asked.  I  wish  to  vindicate 
myself  on  that  point.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  done  full  justice 
to  the  Bulgarian  atrocities.  He  has  as- 
sumed as  absolutely  true  everything  that 
criticism  and  more  authentic  information 
had  modified,  and  in  some  instances  had 

E roved  not  merely  to  be  exaggerations 
ut  to  be  absolute  falsehoods.  And  then 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says — 
**  By  your  policy  you  have  depopulated 
a  Province."  Well,  Sir,  certainly  the 
slaughter  of  12,000  individuals,  whether 
Turks  or  Bulgarians,  whether  they  were 
innocent  peasants  or  even  brigands,  is  a 
horrible  event  which  no  one  can  think  of 
without  emotion.  But  when  I  remember 
that  the  population  of  Bulgaria  is 
3,700,000  persons,  and  that  it  is  a  very 
large  country,  is  it  not  a  most  extrava- 
gant abuse  of  rhetoric  to  say  that  the 
slaughter  of  so  considerable  a  number 
as  12,000  persons  is  the  depopulation  of 
a  Province  ?  Well,  but  then  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  makes  a  severe  attack 
upon  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State,  because  he  referred  as 
an  authority  to  The  Levant  Herald,  Now, 
The  Levant  Herald  is  a  newspaper  which, 
I  believe,  is  of  considerable  autho- 
rity, and  is  distinguished  for  its  authen- 
tic information.  That  article  in  The  Le- 
vant  Herald  I  may  not  have  read  with 
all  the  critical  acumen  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford ;  but,  cer- 
tainly, as  I  read  it,  there  were  many 
points  which  I  felt  as  I  went  on  were 
substantiated  by  official  Papers,  the 
whole  of  which  I  believe  are  now  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  And  I  cannot  un- 
derstand how  it  is  that  those  who  are  so 
ready  sometimes  to  exaggerate  the  im- 
portance  of  newspaper  communications, 
and  to  assert,  as  two  hon.  Gentlemen, 
Members  of  the  late  Government,  have 
done  this  evening,  that  they  aire  iclqx^ 
authentic  t\ian  S.\2\om^\AS^  ^^^-^^X^^*^^ 


1143        Turhy— The  Alleged        {COMMONS}      AtrocitiM  in  B^mrU.       1144 


should  say  that  The  Daily  News  should 
be  such  an  absolutely  infallible  authority 
upon  those  matters,  and  that  The  Levant 
Herald  should  be  flouted  and  treated 
with  all  the  scorn  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  has  poured 
upon  it.  I  cannot  see  why  the  informa- 
tion of  The  Levant  Herald  is  to  be  treated 
in  that  manner.  It  is  to  be  weighed 
fairly.  Its  statements  are  not  to  be  ac- 
cepted without  adequate  consideration ; 
but  I  do  not  place  it,  as  regards  having 
confidence  in  its  information,  lower  than 
any  other  newspaper.  And  I  have 
always  heard — I  know  it  was  so  in  old 
times ;  I  do  not  know  myself  if  it  be 
so  at  present — that  it  was  an  autho- 
rity much  looked  up  to  ;  and  I  have 
never  heard  anything  about  its  ma- 
nagement or  character  to  give  any 
reason  to  treat  its  authority  with  con- 
tempt. But  when  I  find  its  state- 
ments agree  and  tally  with  the  state- 
ments in  the  published  despatches,  I 
naturally  say  that  it  gives  me  a  pr^u- 
dice  in  favour  of  its  veracity.  [**  Oh, 
oh  I"]  And  I  have  no  doubt,  Sir,  that 
if  The  Levant  Herald  were  to  publish 
some  evidence  to-morrow  which  would 
tell  in  favour  of  the  views  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford, or  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Oxford,  we  should  have 
that  journal  held  up  as  containing  in- 
fallible proof  of  the  fact,  and  who  should 
dare  attempt  to  depreciate  its  authority, 
or  to  question  its  veracity.  We  should 
liave  had  nothing  but  high  laudation, 
instead  of  the  denouncing  phrases  which 
fell  upon  us  to-night.  Well,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  also  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  incurred 
a  responsibility  which  is  not  possessed 
by  any  other  country  as  regards  our  re- 
lations with  Turkey  and  our  influence 
with  the  Turks.  I  say  we  have  incurred 
no  responsibility  which  is  not  shared 
with  us  by  all  the  other  contracting 
Powers  to  the  Treaty  of  Paris.  I  utterly 
disclaim  any  peculiar  responsibility.  He 
asks,  wliv  did  we  not  send  a  Consul  to 
Pliilippopolis  at  once  ?  and  why  did  we 
not  at  once  appoint  a  Military  Attache 
to  the  Turkish  Arniv  ?  AVliv  should  we 
have  sent  a  Consular  Agent  to  l^hilop- 
popolis?  AVhy  send  a  Military  Attache 
to  the  Turkish  Army  ?  To  do  so  does 
not  involve  us  in  any  peculiar  responsi- 
bihtv — it  is  only  the  exercise  by  Her 
Majesty  of  one  of  her  rights  and  dvvtie^. 

J//\  Dibi'iUii 


\ 


It  has  nothing  to  do  vrith  Treatiefl  or 
with  diplomatic  responsibility.  Her 
Majesty  has  a  right  to  send  a  Consular 
Agent  to  any  place  she  thinks  fit,  and 
she  has  a  right,  if  the  Sovereign  of  the 
country  agrees  to  it,  to  send  a  Militair 
Attache  to  the  armies  of  the  belligerents. 
The  very  fact  that  we  were  obligvd 
properly  to  appeal  to  the  Porte  for  thiir 
permission  before  we  appointed  Qenenl 
Kemball,  shows  that  it  was  no  intrusion 
and  no  undue  or  unjust  interference  with 
the  Government  of  the  country,  but  that 
we  were  only  fulfllling  our  duties  as  an 
independent  State  in  connection  witk 
another  independent  State ;  and  to  at- 
tempt to  mix  up  those  two  simple  acta 
on  the  part  of  the  Queen  with  diplomatic 
engagements,  and  responsibility  of  a 
peculiar  nature  arising  from  those  diplo- 
matic engagements,  is  really  to  intnn 
duce  a  preposterous  element  into  tlw 
debate.  I  am  asked  why  it  is  that  be- 
cause we  have  in  August  agreed  to  send 
a  Vice  Consul  to  Philippopolis,  we  did 
not  do  so  in  May  ?  Does  anyone  belief^ 
that  if  a  Vice  Consul  had  been  sent  U 
Philippopolis  in  May  it  would  have  prt*- 
vented  the  disastrous  events  that  hare 
occurred  ?    It  is  quite  impossible  to  sup- 

Eose  anything  of  the  kind.     What  ¥o 
ave  done  now  in  a  place  where  I  am 
sorry  to  say  we  have  no  commercial  tm- 
lations  will  at  least  lay  the  basis  of  somi' 
better  means  of  communication  in  that 
coimtry,  and  we  should  have  better  com- 
munication with  Turkey  at  present  if. 
unfortunately,    some  years   back  there 
had  not  been  a  Liberal  assault  on  the 
Consular    svstem,    which    reduced   the 
number  of  Turkish  Vice  Consuls.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  told  theGo- 
vemment-7-**  There  is  a  question  now 
which  you  must  face,  and  that  question 
is,  why  do  you  stand  out  as  an  obstacle 
to  the   8ettlen\ent  of  a  great  question 
from  pure  jealousy  of  Eussia  V  1  should 
like  to  know,  in  the  first  place,   what'  \s 
this  great  question  to  the  settlement  of 
which  we  stand  out  as  an  obstacle.   The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  although 
he  has  seldom  had  greater  command  of 
eloquence,  and  although  he  appears  to 
have  given  the  subject  great  considera- 
tion, never  told  us  what  the  real  ques- 
tion was,   and  when   he  taunted  us  so 
indignantly  with    being   an  obstacle  to 
the  settlement  of  this  great  question,  he 
never  ventured  to  define  it,  except,  in- 
dvivivl,  Uvat  he  did  intimate  that  it  was 
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the  duty  of  England,  in  combination 
with  Bussia  and  the  other  Powers,  to 
expel  the  whole  Turkish  nation  from 
Eastern  Europe.  That  an  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  once  a  Member  of  a 
GoTemment,  and  an  ornament  of  that 
QoYemment,  and  one  who  would  in  future 
be  one  of  our  eminent  statesmen,  that, 
after  having  experienced  a  sense  of  poli- 
tical responsibility,  he  should  get  up  on 
the  last  day  of  the  Session,  and,  with  the 
oonyiction  that  from  his  glowing  and  ani- 
mated words  the  country  might  be  dis- 
turbed for  the  next  six  months  at  least, 
ehould  counsel  as  the  solution  of  all  these 
difficulties  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  enter  into  an  immediate  com- 
Innation  to  expel  the  Turkish  nation  from 
Eastern  Europe,  does  indeed  surprise 
me.  And  because  we  are  not  prepared 
to  ''enter  into  a  scheme  so  Quixotic  as 
that  would  be,  we  are  held  up  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  as  having  given  our  moral,  not 
to  say  our  material  assistance,  to  the 
Turkish  people  and  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment. We  are  always  treated  as  if 
we  had  some  peculiar  alliance  with  the 
Turkish  Government,  as  if  we  were  their 
peculiar  friends,  and  even  as  if  we  were 
expected  to  uphold  them  in  any  enormity 
they  might  commit.  I  want  to  know 
what  evidence  there  is  of  that,  what 
interest  we  have  in  such  a  thing.  We 
are,  it  is  true,  the  Allies  of  the  Sultan  of 
Turkey;  so  is  Eussia,  so  is  Austria,  so 
is  France,  and  so  are  others.  We  are 
also  their  partners  in  a  tripartite  Treaty, 
in  which  we  not  only  generally,  but 
singly,  guarantee  with  France  and  Aus- 
tria the  territorial  integrity  of  Turkey. 
These  are  our  engagements,  and  they 
are  the  engagements  that  we  endeavour 
to  fulfil.  4^nd  if  these  engagements, 
renovated  and  repeated  only  four  years 
ago  by  the  wisdom  of  Europe,  are  to  be 
treated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man as  idle  wind  and  chaff,  and  if  we 
are  to  be  told  that  our  political  duty 
is  by  force  to  expel  the  Turks  to 
the  other  side  of  the  Bosphorus,  then 
politics  cease  to  be  an  art,  states- 
manship becomes  a  mere  mockery, 
and,  instead  of  being  a  House  of 
Commons  faithful  to  its  traditions  and 
which  is  always  influenced,  I  have 
ever   thought,   by  sound  principles  of 

Clicy,  whoever  may  be  its  Leaders,  we 
d  better  at  once  resolve  ourselves  into 


one  of  those  revolutionary  clubs  which 
settle  all  political  and  social  questions 
with  the  same  ease  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  Sir,  we  refused  to  join 
in  the  Berlin  Note,  because  we  were 
convinced  that  if  we  made  that  step  we 
should  very  soon  see  a  material  interfer- 
ence in  Turkey;  and  we  were  not  of 
opinion  that  by  a  system  of  material 
guarantees  the  great  question  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  ad- 
verted to  would  be  solved  either  for  the 
general  welfare  of  the  world  or  for  the 
interests  of  England,  which,  after  all, 
must  be  our  sovereign  care.  The  Go- 
vernment of  the  Porte  were  never  for  a 
moment  misled  by  the  arrival  of  the 
British  Fleet  in  Besika  Bay.  They  were 
perfectly  aware  when  that  Fleet  came 
there  that  it  was  not  to  prop  up  any 
decaying  and  obsolete  Government,  nor 
did  its  presence  there  sanction  any  of 
those  enormities  which  are  the  subjects 
of  our  painful  discussion  to-night.  What 
may  be  the  fate  of  the  Eastern  part  of 
Europe  it  would  be  arrogant  for  me  to 
specidate  upon,  and  if  I  had  any  thoughts 
on  the  subject  I  trust  I  should  not  be  so 
imprudent  or  so  indiscreet  as  to  take 
this  opportunity  to  express  them.  But 
I  am  sure  that  as  long  as  England  is 
ruled  by  English  Parties  who  under- 
stand the  principles  on  which  our  Em- 
pire is  founded,  and  who  are  resolved  to 
maintain  that  Empire,  our  influence  in 
that  part  of  the  world  can  never  be 
looked  upon  with  indifference.  If  it 
should  happen  that  the  Government 
which  controls  the  greater  portion  of 
those  fair  lands  is  found  to  be  incom- 
petent for  its  purpose,  neither  England 
nor  any  of  the  Great  Powers  will  shrink 
from  fulfilling  the  high  political  and 
moral  duty  which  will  then  devolve  upon 
them.  But,  Sir,  we  must  not  jump  at 
conclusions  so  quickly  as  is  now  the 
fashion.  There  is  nothing  to  justify  us 
in  talking  in  such  a  vein  of  Turkey,  as 
has,  and  is  being  at  this  moment  enter- 
tained. The  present  is  a  state  of  affaits 
which  requires  the  most  vigilant  exami- 
nation and  the  most  careful  manage- 
ment. But  those  who  suppose  that  Eng- 
land ever  would  uphold,  or  at  this 
moment  particularly  is  upholding,  Tur- 
key from  blind  superstition  and  from  a 
want  of  sympathy  with  the  highest  as- 
pirations of  humanity  are  deceived. 
What  our  duty  is  at  this  critical  moxxv^xil 
is  to  mamtam  ftie  "E»mY«^  ^i  ^^^^«sA. 
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Nor  wiU  we  ever  a^ree  to  any  step, 
'  though  it  may  obtain  for  a  moment  com- 
parative quiet  and  a  false  prosperity, 
that  hazards  the  existence  of  that  Em- 
pire. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 

CRUELTY  TO  ANIMALS  BILL. 

{Mr,  Assheton  Cross.) 
[bill   250.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Prohibition  of  painful  ex- 
periments on  animals). 

Mr.  LOWE,  in  moving,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  1,  line  2,  to  leave  out 
**givepa}n,*'  and  insert  **  torture,''  said, 
that  the  clause  created  a  new  offence — 
the  ** giving  pain"  to  animals.  He 
thought  the  word  **  torture"  ought  to  be 
substituted. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  opposed 
the  Amendment,  and  hoped  that  it  would 
not  be  pressed. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (General  restrictions  as  to 
performance  of  painful  experiments  on 
animals.) 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  that  under  the 
clause  physicians  and  surgeons  would 
not  be  permitted  to  perform  operations 
on  animals  without  the  certificate  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  The  clause  would 
not  give  as  good  a  security  as  was  al- 
ready given  by  the  fact  that  those  gen- 
tlemen had  already  gone  through  a 
complete  course  of  medical  and  surgical 
study,  and  had  received  from  a  compe- 
tent authority  a  certificate  to  practise 
their  profession.  He  was  surprised  that 
medical  men  were  not  sufficiently  alive 
to  their  own  interests  as  to  oppose  the 
clause  as  much  as  possible.  In  his  opi- 
nion it  would  lower  them  in  the  estima- 
tion of  the  public,  if  the  clause  was 
passed.  He  would  therefore  move  the 
insertion  of  words  confining  the  Secre- 
tary of  State's  certificate  to  persons  who 
had  not  received  a  regular  medical  edu- 
cation. 

Jfr.  BUraeli 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1, 
line  30,  after  the  word  "performed," 
to  insert  the  words  "  by  a  physiciaa  or 
surgeon,  or." — {Mr,  Lows.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  wordi 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  wooH 
infinitely  have  preferred  to  have  aees 
the  Medical  Profession  undertaking  to 
regulate  itself  in  this  respect,  and  thu 
to  have  rendered  any  interference  on 
the  part  of  Parliament  unnecessaiy.  It 
ought  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  not  only 
had  they  refused  to  adopt  any  regok- 
tions  of  their  own,  but  had  protested 
against  any  interference  whatsoever. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  deprecated  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  N<nth 
Warwickshire  as  unfair,  because  the 
Medical  Profession  had  no  organiztdos 
by  which  they  could  make  regulationi 
in  the  matter.  The  British  Associatioi 
Committee  laid  down  certain  rules,  and 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  Boyil 
Commission  showed  that  the  principlei 
laid  down  by  those  rules  had  been 
honourably  carried  out  by  the  Pro- 
fession. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  opposed  the 
Amendment. 

Dr.  WAED  contended  that  it  vti 
most  unreasonable  to  propose  that  mem* 
hers  of  the  Medical  Profession,  who  had 
set  up  a  number  of  institutions,  guaran- 
teeing that  they  were  fit  to  deal  with 
even  infant  life,  should  be  assumed  to 
be  unfit  to  have  the  handling  of  animtl 
life  entrusted  to  their  skill  and  care. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  most  of 
the  arguments  urged  against  it  would 
have  been  more  appropriate  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  Tlie  Bill  was  not 
meant  as  a  slur  upon  the  Medical  Pro- 
fession, for  there  could  be  no  doubt  of 
their  care  in  dealing  with  human  life, 
and  the  main  reason  why  the  present 
Bill  was  deemed  necessary  at  all  was, 
that  it  was  thought  advisable  that  the 
experiments  to  which  it  related  should 
be  performed  under  some  regulations. 

Sir  WALTER  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  was  sorry  the  Government  could  not 
adopt  the  Amendment,  as  it  impHed  a 
distrust  of  the  Medical  Profession,  who 
did  not  deserve  it.  He  looked  upon  it 
as  a  very  strong  measure  indeed  to  call 
upon  men  who  held  so  responsible  a  po- 
sition in  the  country  as  the  members  of 
the  Medical  Profession  to   apply  to  a 
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central  authority  for  permission  to  make 
those  experiments  wnich  they  deemed 
to  be  necessary  in  the  interests  of 
humanity  and  science.  If  such  a  Bill  as 
the  present  had  been  brought  before 
the  House  early  in  the  Session,  he  ven- 
tured to  say  it  would  have  met  with 
m  very  different  fate  from  that  which 
teemed  to  be  now  before  it.  It  was  an- 
other instance  of  centralization,  against 
which  he  protested. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIE  contended 
that  the  Bill  was  inconsistent  in  its 
principles,  by  vesting  powers  for  carry- 
ing them  into  effect  m  persons  who  had 
no  medical  diploma,  and  who  were  to 
authorize  or  interdict  those  who  had  been 
performing  experiments.  It  would  be 
nard  to  adopt  a  proposal  that  would 
have  the  effect  of  preventing  some  of  the 
most  experienced  physiologists  in  the 
oountry  from  practising  important  ex- 
periments except  under  conditions  that 
would  operate  harshly. 

Mb*ASSHETON  cross  reminded 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
physiologists  of  the  country  had  accepted 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  If  the  Amend- 
ment were  adopted,  the  value  of  the 
Bill  would  be  lost,  and  those  who  urged 
it  might  as  well  move  its  rejection  at 
once.     

Mb.  WHALLEY  contended  that  it 
WAS  altogether  too  late  in  the  present 
Session  to  pass  a  Bill  of  this  importance, 
and  he  would  therefore  move  that  the 
Chairman  do  leave  the  Chair.  He  did 
80,  as  he  had  no  character  to  lose. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (JTr.  Whalley.) 

Mb.  LOWE  hoped  the  Motion  would 
not  be  pressed,  as  it  could  only  result  in 
a  waste  of  time. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  could  not  see  why 
physicians  and  surgeons  should  not 
oome  under  the  same  rule  as  other 
classes. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  thought  they 
might  safely  trust  men  who  had  been 
at  g^at  pains  to  qualify  themselves 
fbr  the  pursuit  of  such  a  Profession 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind.  He  could 
.  see  no  use  in  throwing  upon  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
a  duty  additional  to  the  many  responsi- 
bilities which  he  was  already  called  upon 
to  assume. 


Mb.  WHALLEY  assented  to  his  pro- 
posal being  negatived. 

Motion  negatived. 

The  lord  MAYOR  (Mr.  Alderman 
Cotton)  said,  the  question  was  a  sub- 
ject of  considerable  interest  in  the  City, 
and  he  approved  of  and  was  prepared 
to  support  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London.  As  chief  magis- 
trate of  the  City  of  London,  he  had  had 
very  great  pressure  put  upon  him  in 
this  matter.  He  trusted  that  it  would  be 
considered  that  a  man  who  had  obtained 
his  position  as  a  medical  man  was  worthy 
of  all  consideration,  and  he  should  not 
be  obliged  to  obtain  a  licence  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  before  he  could  make 
experiments. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  thought  that 
this  elaborate  praise  of  the  Medical  Pro- 
fession was  uncalled-for,  as  they  al- 
ready stood  high  enough  in  the  opinion 
of  the  country.  He  thought,  never- 
theless, that  the  Bill  was  highly  neces- 
sary. The  question  with  the  people  of 
England  was  whether  vivisection  should 
be  allowed  at  all  in  this  country. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  it  was 
to  be  assumed  that  medical  men  were 
qualified,  but  how  was  the  Home  Secre- 
tary to  know  that  they  were  ? 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF 
trusted  that  the  Home  Secretary  would 
adhere  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  WHITWELL  did  not  think  that 
the  clause  ought  to  pass.  He  earnestly 
hoped  that  the  Home  Secretary  would 
accept  the  responsibility. 

Mr.  butt  considered  that  experi- 
ments by  vivisectionists  on  human 
beings  were  different  from  those  upon 
dogs  and  cats,  which  had  no  will  in  the 
matter ;  but  when  human  beings  were 
told  that  it  was  necessary  in  their  cases 
to  submit  to  vivisection,  they  could 
choose  their  own  man,  and  it  would 
therefore  be  unnecessary  for  a  qualified 
medical  man  to  apply  to  the  Home 
Secretary  for  a  licence. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  27  ; 
Noes  82 :  Majority  55. 

Clause  verbally  amended^  and  agreed 
to, 

.  Clause  4  (JJ^e  of  urari  as  an  aiLce.'Ok- 
thetic  pxo\nb\ted?i,  ogreed  to. 
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Clause  5  (Absolute  prolibitioii  of  pain- 
ful experiments  on  dogs  and  cats). 

Mb.  LOWE,  in  opposing  the  clause, 
said,  he  had  a  very  strong  objection  to 
it,  as  it  established  an  aristocracy  of 
animals.  Five  animals  were  to  be  pecu- 
liarly favoured — the  cat,  the  dog,  the 
horse,  the  mule,  and  the  ass.  It  was  to 
him  perfectly  shocking  that  a  selection 
should  be  made.  Who  were  they  that 
they  should  sit  in  judgment  on  these 
animals,  and  prefer  one  to  another,  in- 
flicting pain  on  one  and  exempting 
others.  If  these  experiments  were  made, 
they  ought  to  be  tried  on  the  animals 
best  suited  for  them,  and  a  few  ought 
not  to  be  specially  exempted. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  believed  that  ob- 
jectionable Bill  originated  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdegate),  and  he  suggested  that  coun- 
try gentlemen  who  were  in  their  sports 
ignorant,  cruel,  and  prejudiced  should 
bo  placed  under  surveillance. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  explained 
that  those  animals  were  favoured  be- 
cause they  were  the  most  intelligent, 
and  consequently  the  most  sensitive  to 
pain.  It  must  be  remembered  further 
that  they  were  only  excluded  from  ei- 
periments  which  were  carried  out  with- 
out ancosthetics. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  tOy  with 
Amendments. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Assheton  Cross, 
the  following  new  Clause  was  agreed  tOj 
and  inserted  in  page  8  : — 

(Prosecution  of  licensed  person  with  sanction 
of  Secretary  of  State). 

**  A  prost^ciition  undiT  this  Act  against  a  li- 
censed person  shall  not  ho  instituted  except  with 
the  assent  in  writing  of  tho  Secretary  of  State." 

Mr.  assheton  CEOSS  moved 
another  now  clause  providing  that  the 
Bill  should  not  apply  to  cold-blooded 
animals. 

Clause — 

(Act  not  to  apply  to  certain  animals.) 

(This  Act  shall  not  apply  to  cold- 
blooded animals,) — (J/r.  Assheton  Cross f) 
— brought  up,  and  read  tho  first  and 
second  time. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  objected  that 
tho  clause  would  exclude  nine-tenths  of 
the  animals  on  which  experiments  were 
made. 


Mr.  WHALLEY  moved  that  tlie 
Chairman  should  report  Progrees. 

Motion  negatived, 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  then  moved 
to  substitute  the  word  "inyertebrate** 
for '*  cold-blooded." 

• 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **  cold-blooded,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  word  **  invertebrate." — (Jfr. 
William  Edward  Farster.) 

Question  put,  '*That  the  word  'cold- 
blooded '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  20; 
Noes  57  :  Majority  37. 

On  Question,  ''That  the  clause,  u 
amended,  be  added  to  the  Bill  ?" 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFATR  characteri»d 
the  change  as  a  breach  of  the  under- 
standing between  the  Home  Secretaiy 
and  the  medical  men,  and  he  was  quite 
sure  the  Bill  would  not  have  been•^ 
cepted  had  it  been  known  that  the  word 
"  cold-blooded  "  was  to  be  struck  out 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Mr.  LOWE  moved  the  following  new 
clause : — 

(Penalty  for  torturing  animals  when  there  ii 
no  oxpcriment.) 

"  Any  person  who,  without  8u})mitting  it  to 
an  experiment  calculated  to  produce  pain,  shill 
cruelly  abuse  or  torturo  any  animal  8hall  h? 
liable,  at  tho  discretion  of  the  Court  bffow 
which  he  in  tried,  to  a  pf?nalty  not  exceedimr 
one  hundre<l  pounds,  or  to  imprisonment  icir  i 
period  not  exceeding  three  calendar  inontlu." 

Clause  (Penalty  for  torturing  aninuds 
when  there  is  no  experiment,) — [Mr. 
Lowe,) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propo«i 
^^That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  assheton  CROSS  said,  he 
must  oppose  the  insertion  of  the  claiue 
as  its  intention  was  entirely  foreign  to 
the  scope  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  22; 
Noes  51  :  Majority  29. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments;  u 
amended,  to  be  considered  To-morr^. 


\ 


House  adjourned  at  Three  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OP    LOEDS, 

Saturday,  12th  August,  1876. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— /Yr*^  Reading^ 
Chairmen's  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)*  (236)  ; 
Norwich  and  Boston  Cormpt  Voters  ♦  (234) ; 
Pensions  Commutation  Act  Amendment  * 
(236). 

Stetmd  Reading  —  Committee  negatived  —  Bow 
Street  Police  Court  Site*  (228);  Expiring 
Laws  Continuance  ♦  (229) ;  Sheriff  Courts 
(Scotland) «  (222) ;  ConsoUdated  Fund  (Ap- 
propriation) ♦. 

C^mittee — Report— Jjegal  Practitioners*  (220) ; 
Suez  Canal  (Shares)*  (221);  War  Depart- 
ment and  Post  Office  (Remuneration,  &c.)  * 
(219).  ' 

J%ird  Reading — Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland)* 
f211^ ;  Police  (Expenses)  Act  Continuance* 
[212) ;  Tramways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
iblin)*  (213);  Elementwy  Education* 
[206) ;  Pollution  of  Rivers*  (227),  9Sid patted. 

Their  Lordships  met; — And  having 
gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate- 
House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock,  to 
Monday  next,  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Saturday y  I2th  August,  1876. 


mNUTES.]  — Public  Bills  —  Committee — 
JUport  —  Third  Reading — Pensions  Commuta- 
tion Act  Amendment  *  [230] ;  Elementary 
Education  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
(London)  [221],  BJi<\  patted, 

Omndered  at  amended— Third  Reading^Cmeltj 
to  Animals  *  [260],  and  patted. 


The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the 
dock. 

JUDICATURE  BILL  (IRELAND)— COURT 
OP  COMMON  PLEAS.— QUESTION. 

Me.  J.  COWEN  (for  Mr.  Hopwood) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
Whether  it  be  true,  as  stated  in  the 

eiblic  papers  in  Ireland,  that  Mr.  Arthur 
enry  Courtenay  has  been  temporarily 
appointed  Clerk  of  the  Rules  in  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas  by  the  Chief  Justice 
of  that  Court;  whether  there  are  not 
0O76ral  gentlemen  in  the  office  many 

VOL.  CCXXKI.     [mmD  8Ewe8.] 


years  senior  to  Mr.  Courtenay ;  whether 
the  appointment  is  not  one  in  the  gift  of 
the  Crown,  and  whether  Mr.  Courtenay 
was  recommended  by  his  relative  the 
Chief  Justice  ;  and,  whether  the  advisers 
of  Her  Majesty  will  inquire  into  the 
matter  and  consider  carefully  the  circum- 
stances before  making  a  permanent  ap- 
pointment ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
The  office  of  Clerk  of  the  Rules  in  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas  in  Ireland  be- 
came vacant  a  short  time  ago,  and  it  was 
not  thought  advisable  to  fill  it  up  pend- 
ing the  uncertainty  whether  the  Irish 
Judicature  Bill  would  become  law  this 
Session.  But  it  was  necessary,  by 
statute,  that  provision  should  be  made 
for  the  temporary  discharge  of  the  duties 
of  the  office ;  and  Mr.  Courtenay,  a 
second-class  clerk  in  the  Common  Pleas, 

Eossessing  a  Civil  Service  certificate,  who 
ad  been  appointed  a  clerk  some  years 
ago  by  Chief  Justice  Monahan,  was 
selected  by  his  relative  Chief  Justice 
Morris  for  this  purpose.  There  are,  I 
believe,  three  clerks  in  the  office  senior 
to  Mr.  Courtenay,  but  I  know  of  no 
reason  why,  on  this  account,  he  should 
not  have  been  selected  for  the  temporary 
discharge  of  duties  not  of  an  ordinary 
clerical  character,  especially  as  this  office 
is  one  which,  from  tne  provisions  of  the 
Act  regulating  it,  was  clearly  not  in- 
tended to  be  filled  by  seniority.  The 
appointment  is  in  the  gift  of  the  Lord 
lieutenant,  not  of  the  Crown;  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
will  exercise  his  usual  care  in  deciding 
how  it  shall  be  permanently  filled. 

EAST  CLIFF  AT  DOVER. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Major  DICKSON,  who  had  a  Notice 
on  the  Paper  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Why  a  temporary  bridge 
constructed  for  the  repair  of  a  public 
foot-path  at  East  Clifi",  Dover,  was  de- 
stroy on  the  8th  instant  by  order  of  the 
War  Department?  said,  that  having 
learnt  since  he  gave  this  Notice  that  the 
matter  was  more  complicated  than  he 
had  at  first  supposed,  he  should  mean- 
while be  satisfied  with  an  assurance  on 
the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  it  would  receive  careful  considera- 
tion. His  constituents  were  inclined  to 
regard  the  destruction  of  the  brvd^^^  ^'s*  ^ 
high-handed  act.  ol  Wi^  T>^^«>x\xsx^\!iX.,\i\i^ 
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he  would  accept  the  assurance  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  not  yet  had  time  to  obtain 
the  requisite  information,  but  the  matter 
would,  of  course,  be  fully  inquired  into. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— VACCINATION  ACTS 
—CASE  OF  JOSEPH  ABEL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  JAMES  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  If  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
Joseph  Abel,  who  has  been  fined  five 
times  since  the  8th  of  March  last,  at  the 
instance  of  the  Faringdon  Board  of 
Guardians,  for  refusing  to  have  his  child 
vaccinated;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
in  each  case  the  maximum  penalty  has 
been  inflicted  by  the  local  justices ;  and, 
whether  the  Board  of  Guardians  have 
informed  Mr.  Abel  that  it  is  their  inten- 
tion to  continue  to  enforce  these  proceed- 
ings until  he  complies  with  the  Law ; 
and  if  he  will  endeavour,  as  far  as  he  is 
able,  to  arrest  further  proceedings  being 
taken  in  this  case  ? 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  aware  that  Mr.  Abel  had 
been  fined  a  number  of  times — no  doubt 
five  times,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
— at  the  instance  of  the  Faringdon  Board 
of  Guardians  for  refusing  to  have  his 
child  vaccinated.  He  had  communicated 
with  the  Guardians  some  weeks  ago, 
stating  the  opinion  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernmont  Board  that  proceedings  under 
the  Vaccination  Act  should  not  be 
frequently  repeated,  especially  when 
taken  by  the  Guardians,  and  that  it 
should  be  considered  whether  a  repe- 
tition of  prosecution  was  likely  to  result 
in  the  due  observance  of  the  law.  The 
Guardians  had  replied  fully  and  clearly 
to  the  communication  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  had  stated  their 
reasons  for  considering  it  expedient  to 
continue  the  prosecution  in  the  present 
case.  Thev  stated  tliat  Mr.  Abel  was 
well  to  do,  and  was  a  member  of  the 
Anti-A'accination  Society,  and  that  it 
was  impossible  to  know  how  much  of 
the  fines  was  paid  by  the  society-.  They 
had  therefore  given  instructions  for  the 
prosecutions  to  be  continued.  In  replv 
to  the  last  Question,  he  had  to  state  that 
he  had  given  instructions  to  the  Guar- 
dians to  consider  carefullv  the  course 
they  were  taking.  He  could  not  say  on 
general  grounds  that  he  agreed  with  the 

Major  Dickson 


\ 


policy  of  the  Ghiardians;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  the  law  had  vested  them  with 
a  certain  discretion,  and  it  was  not  com- 
petent for  him  to  interfere  arbitrsrilr 
with  their  decision.  He  was  unable  to 
answer  the  two  other  specific  questionB, 
because  he  had  not  had  time  to  comniQ- 
nicate  with  the  Guardians  on  the  eob- 
ject.  He  was  not  aware  whether  the 
maximum  penalty  had  been  inflicted, 
and  still  less  was  he  aware  that  the 
Board  of  Guardians  had  informed  Mr. 
Abel  that  it  was  their  intention  to  con- 
tinue to  enforce  these  proceedings  until 
he  complied  with  the  law.  It  was  to  he 
hoped  they  had  not  taken  this  step. 

CHURCH     OF     ENGLAIO)— EPISCOPAL 
SEE  OF  GIBRALTAR.— QUESTION. 

Captain  PIM  (for  Sir  Bardlet  Wil- 
mot)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  What  steps  have  been 
taken  with  regard  to  the  re-issuing  of 
Letters  Patent  constituting  Qibraltar,  ii 
before,  an  Episcopal  See,  in  accordance 
with  the  views  of  the  members  of  the 
said  Church  contained  in  a  Memorial  to 
the  Colonial  Secretarv  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE:  Numerous  pro- 
posals have  from  time  to  time  been  msde 
for  a  re-adjustment  of  the  relations  sab- 
sisting  between  the  Episcopal  See  of 
Gibraltar  and  the  Crown  and  local  Go- 
vernment, among  others  being  the  <me 
contained  in  the  Memorial  referred  to  in 
the  Question  put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  may  have  escaped  the  recollection  of 
the  House  that  there  was  a  short  discus- 
sion on  this  .subject  some  weeks  since,  is 
the  course  of  which  I  pointed  out  that 
these  difficulties  arose  out  of  the  action 
of  the  late  Government  through  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Church  in  Gibraltar, 
and  that  H^r  Majesty's  present  Govern- 
ment, as  I  need  scarcely  remind  the 
House,  are  in  no  shape  or  form  re- 
sponsible for  the  disestablishment  of 
Churches,  in  Gibraltar  or  anywhere  else. 
This,  however,  being  the  condition  in 
which  we  found  matters  on  taking  office, 
there  is  no  present  intention  of  taking 
any  steps  in  the  direction  indicated  in 
the  Memorial. 

NAVY-U.M.?.    "TAXGUAED." 

QrESTIOX. 

CAPTArs-  Pl^r  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  WTiether,  in  the  event  of 
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tilie    ''Yang^ard"    being    successMly  opinions  which,  I  hope,  will  ensure  a 

raised,  the  GK>Temment  would  purchase  speedy  settlement  of  these  matters  by 

the  ship ;  and,  if  so,  whether  they  would  tne  Commission  which  is  now  sitting. 
be  prepared  to  buy  her  for  half  her 

origmal  cost,  or  what  proportion  of  that  ARMY-MILITARY  ETIQUETTE. 

ooat  would  they  pay  for  her  r 

Me.  hunt  :  The  conditions  of  sale  question. 
which  are  to  be  advertised  have  already  Major  DICKSON  asked  the  Secre- 
been  settled,  and  certain  prices  have  tary  of  State  for  War  a  Question,  of 
been  named  for  the  guns  and  certain  which  he  had  given  him  private  Notice — 
other  prices  for  the  stores  on  board  the  namely,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
ship,  which  the  Government  will  be  pre-  called  to  certain  proceedings  that  took 
pared  to  pay.  The  Government  have  place  on  Wednesday  last  at  the  police- 
always  been  prepared  to  consider  favour-  court  at  Canterbury,  where  an  officer  on 
ably  any  offer  that  may  be  made  for  other  duty  was  insulted  and  turned  out  of 
stores,  or  an  offer  for  the  raised  ship  court  by  order  of  the  presiding  magis- 
herself.  But  I  am  not  prepared  to  name  trate  for  refusing  to  remove  his  cap  ; 
a  sum  for  the  ship,  because  we  are  and  whether  the  military  authorities  in- 
entirely  in  the  dark  as  to  the  condition  tend  by  General  Order  or  otherwise  to 
in  which  she  will  be  when  raised,  sup-  vindicate  this  officer  and  protect  officers 
posing  that  she  be  raised.  in  future  from  similar  insults  from  igno- 
rant and  consequential  magistrates  ? 

^r.^^   T^^cx/^^To  r.^  «^r*c  ^^  «r.  o  ^R.  GATHORNE  HARDY^  in  reply, 

NAVY-DESIGNS  OF  SHIPS  OF  WAR  ^^^^  j^^  ^ad  never  heard  of  the  occur: 

QUESTION.  rence  until  his  hon.  Friend  had  spoken 

Caftain  Pm  asked  the  First  Lord  *°  ^^°?  f^^V*  '""  *^.  •^''^^^;i,  ^^  ^'^I 

of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  wiU  re-  f^^  r  T"  *  ""    a^  IT^ 

consider  his  dedsion,  and  at  once  ap-  *^**.^°  apphcation  was  to  made  by  the 

point  a  committee  t<;  inquire  into  and  magistrates  to  the  Home  Office     The 

wport  on  Designs  of  our  Ships  of  War,  2?««^"^,  ^    %  *^T    ^^,  *'°'"^  YT 

«S  their  present  state  of  efficiency  ?  ^«  Vf       w  ^"'"fxf*°TT  "'^  <1«"^*,^ 

Me.  HtNT.in  reply,  said,  that  the  would  apply  to  him  (Mr  Hardy)  on  the 

intended  appointment  of  this  Committee  !'^^J«*'*  if  *^^"  ^f.^  anything  to  be  done 

Iiad  been  postponed  for  reasons  which  f"'*^*""  ^^  *^^  "^^^^  authorities. 
he  considered  sufficient,  and  which  had 

been  urged  upon  him  in  the  House,  and  PARLIAMENT— RELEVANCY  OF 

fliat  therefore  he  was  not  prepared  to  DEBATE— THE  APPROPRIATION  BILL, 
nominate  such  a  Committee.  obsebyations. 

Mr.    E.   JENKINS,   speaking   to  a 

FIJI— THE  LAND  QUESTION.  point  of  Order,  said,  he  had  to   put  a 

QUESTION  Question  to  the  Speaker  with  regard  to 

the  ruling  from  the  Chair  on  the  pre- 

Mb.  whit  well  (for  Mr.  Alderman  vious  night  on  the  subject  of  the  limita- 

M'Arthtje)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  tion  of  the  debates  on  the  third  reading 

of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the  of  the  Appropriation  Bill.     He  should 

Government  will  send  out  instructions  not  have  taken  this  course  if  there  had 

to   Sir  Arthur  Gordon  to  expedite  the  not  been  some  precedent  which  appeared 

settlement  of  the  Land  question  in  Fiji,  to  justify  him  in  what  he  had  proposed 

BO  as  to  remove  the  difficulties  which  to  do   on  the  previous   evening.     The 

now  exist  in  connection  therewith,  and  question  was  one  of  considerable  interest 

thus  facilitate  the  investment  of  capital  and  importance,  because  if  private  Mem- 

in  that  Colony  ?  bers  were  to  be  limited  in  their  discus- 

Mr.  J.  LOW  THEE :  The  difficulties  sions  on  the  Appropriation  Bill  there  was 

which  the  hon.  Gentleman  very  justly  al-  no  doubt  that  a  very  considerable  pri- 

lades  to  as  existing  in  connection  with  the  vilege  would  be  taken  away  from  them. 

liand  question  in  Fiji  have  necessitated  The    ruling,    he    might    observe,    was 

a  reference  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  offered  spontaneously  from  the  Chair, 

Crown.    Steps  are,  however,  now  about  and  without  any  one  rising  to  challenge 

to  be  to  be  taken  founded  upon  those  him  to  Order.    Kq  \i«A  ^oTMSi^\vR,^^\cv^ 

2  P  ^ 
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remarks  on  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill 
by  calling  in  question  the  domestic 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
which  he  considered  was  tending  to 
weaken  the  position  of  that  House  and 
injure  our  ancient  Constitution,  where- 
upon the  Speaker  called  him  to  Order, 
reminding  him  that  any  observations 
that  were  made  must  be  relevant  to  the 
subject-matter  of  the  Bill  ;  and,  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  Dilke),  said 
that  discussions  on  the  Bill  should  bo 
applicable  to  some  of  the  clauses,  and 
that,  though  these  clauses  had  a  wide 
application,  he  could  not  see  how  those 
of  the  hon.  Member  were  relevant. 
Thereupon  he  (Mr,  Jenkins)  suggested 
whether  the  remarks  he  proposed  to 
make  were  not  as  relevant  as  those  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Poole,  seeing  that 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  whose  conduct 
he  was  challenging,  received  salaries  for 
which  provision  was  made  in  the  Bill. 
The  Speaker  then  said  that  if  he  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  proposed  to  call  in  question  the 
salary  of  the  First  Minister,  or  any  other 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  he  would  be  in 
Order.  The  consequence  was  that  he 
was  obliged  to  forego  the  privilege  of 
discussing  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  excepting  with  regard  to 
their  foreign  policy.  He  found  that  Sir 
Erskine  May,  in  liis  book  on  Parlia- 
mentary Fracticey  stated  that — 

"  Tt  had  Locn  ruled  that  debates  and  amend- 
mentH  upon  the  different  stapes  of  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill  were  to  be  governed  by  the  siime  rules  as 
those  a])plicablo  to  other  Bills,  and  must,  there- 
fore, be  relevant  to  the  Bill,  or  some  paH  of  it, 
instead  of  being  allowed  the  same  latitude  as 
that  practised  on  going  into  the  Committees  of 
Supply  and  Ways  and  Cleans :  but,  as  the  grants 
comprised  in  the  Bill  are  of  great  variety,  a 
wide  range  of  discussion  was  sometimes  foimded 
upon  it  without  exceeding  the  limits  of  rele- 
vancy."—[p.  619.] 

As  to  the  custom  and  practice  of  the 
House,  it  was  the  habit  of  the  late  Mr. 
Hume  upon  the  second  or  third  reading 
of  the  Appropriation  Bill  to  enter  into  a 
ver}'  long  and  varied  criticism  of  the 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  If 
he  had  really  transgressed  the  Rules  of 
the  House  it  was  not  without  bavins: 
some  ancient  authority  to  fall  back  upon, 
and  he  ventured  to  call  attention  to  tliis 
matter  now,  because  he  felt  that  if  they 
were  limited  in  their  discussions  upon 
this  particular  Bill,  they  should  lose  a 
great  privilege,  of  which  thd  hon.  Mem- 

Mr,  H,  Jenkins 


ber  for  Galway  (Mr.  Ifitchell  Heniy) 
availed  himself  last  year  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  Fenian  priMmen 
were  still  in  confinement,  and  as  to  whidi 
they  should  now  have  some  accurate  and 
defined  statement  of  opinion  from  the 
Chair. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Chariee 
Dilke)  put  a  Question  to  me  yesterday  on 
this  point,  and  I  do  not  know  that  I 
have  anything  to  add  to  the  answer  I 
then  gave  him.  The  Appropriation  Bill 
is  no  exception  to  the  general  mle  that 
debates  should  be  relevant  to  the  sab- 
ject-matter  of  the  Bill  before  the  Home. 
It  is  obvious,  however,  that  as  the  Ap- 
propriation Bill  appropriates  the  sevenl 
Supplies  voted  for  the  service  of  the 
year,  that  rule  has  a  wide  appiioa- 
tion  in  the  case  of  the  debate  on  that 
particular  Bill.  Since  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Chelsea  put  a  Queetien 
to  me  on  this  point  yesterday,  I  hare 
referred  to  an  authority  which  is  justly 
of  great  weight  in  this  House — ^namely, 
the  work  of  Sir  Thomas  Erskine  Hay 
on  Parliamentary  Practice.  It  is  u^ 
necessary  that  I  should  quote  it  to 
the  House,  because  the  hon.  Member 
has  himself  quoted  the  very  paasaee 
which  bears  out  substantially  the  nue 
which  I  stated  last  night. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
did  not  rise  to  question  the  ruling  of  the 
Speaker — it  would  be  presumptuous  of 
so  young  a  Member  as  himself  to  do  so 
— but  he  wished  to  ask  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Heniy) 
was  in  Order  last  year  in  the  speech  he 
made  on  the  Motion  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Appropriation  Bill,  and 
whether  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
was  also  in  Order  in  making  the  speech 
which  he  did  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Baronet 
has  put  a  Question  to  me  which  I  think 
I  am  scarcely  called  upon  to  answer. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  rule  now  whether 
Members  were  in  Order  in  former  Ses- 
sions of  Parliament. 

Mr.  BUTT  would  like  to  put  this 
Question  to  the  House — Would  it  not  be 
competent  for  him  to  move  on  the  Appro- 
priation Bill,  that  the  Supplies  should 
be  limited  to  three  months,  on  the 
ground  that  he  distrusted  Ministers,  and 
then  to  discuss  the  whole  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment during  the  Session  ?  If  he  was 
not  mistaken  in  his  recollection,  some- 
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fhing  of  that  kind  was  done  in  the  days 
of  Pitt,  upon  the  ground  that  Ministers 
were  yiolating  the  privileges  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  acting  uncon- 
fititutionally.  Modern  usage,  he  con- 
fessed, tended  to  limit  the  privileges  of 
the  House,  and  to  depart  further  and 
further  from  ancient  custom. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  they  could  not  help  feeling 
that  this  question  had  been  brought 
before  them  rather  by  surprise,  and  no 
advantage  could  result  from  their  enter- 
ing into  any  long  discussion  upon  it.  He 
thought  the  House  would  see  that  if  the 
precedent  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  re- 
ferred to  was  one  that  took  place,  there 
would  be  an  obvious  difference  between 
a  Motion  for  limiting  the  amount  of 
Supplies  deliberately  given  and  founded 
upon  reasons  which  were  stated,  and  a 
general  discussion  which  i  might  be  initi- 
ated at  any  stage  of  the  Bill,  and  which 
dearly  might  in  Committee  take  any 
latitude  whatever,  because  there  was  no 
subject,  either  foreign  or  domestic,  upon 
which  they  might  not  raise  a  discussion 
by  connecting  it  with  the  salary  of  some 
Minister.  The  rule  laid  down  was  a 
convenient  one — namely,  that  no  discus- 
sion should  take  place  which  was  not 
relevant  to  the  subject-matter  of  the 
Bill,  and  upon  that  point  they  had  no 
guide  except  to  submit  to  the  judgment 
of  the  Speaker,  who  acted  from  his 
knowledge  and  study  of  the  precedents 
and  Bules  of  the  House,  and  who  always, 
be  was  sure,  endeavoured  to  act  in  the 
spirit  of  those  Bules.  Although  it  might 
not  be  unnatural  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dundee  (Mr.  Jenkins)  should  put  a 
Question  as  to  the  precise  limits  of  the 
Snle,  yet  the  House  would  not  do  wisely 
if  they  were  to  attempt  now,  by  putting 
too  many  Questions  to  the  Speaker,  to 
limit  his  discretion,  upon  the  due  exer- 
cise of  which  the  conduct  of  the  Business 
of  that  House  must  depend. 

Mr.  BECKETT  -  DENISON  asked 
whether,  assuming,  as  he  did,  that  the 
ruling  of  Mr.  Speaker  was  correct,  the 
bon.  Member  for  Poole  (Mr.  Ashley) 
was  in  Order  in  bringing  forward  his 
Amendment  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  It  is  not  for  me  to 
answer  any  hypothetical  Questions  which 
may  be  put ;  but  with  reference  to  what 
bas  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt),  I  am 


by  no  means  prepared  to  say  that  an 
Amendment  on  the  Appropriation  BiU 
limiting  the  Supplies  to  three  months 
would  be  out  of  Order.  As  to  the  Ques- 
tion whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Poole 
was  in  Order,  I  may  say  that  although 
he  made  no  Motion,  yet  he  gave  Notice 
of  calling  attention  to  certain  matters,  and 
it  appeared  to  me  that  he  was  in  Order, 
because  he  raised  the  question  of  supplies 
in  a  most  direct  manner.  For  instance, 
he  asked  whether  it  was  proper  that  the 
naval  forces  of  the  country  should  be 
sent  to  Turkish  waters  in  favour  of  a 
certain  policy,  and  he  also  called  in 
question  the  conduct  of  the  diplomatic 
agents  of  the  Crown,  for  whom  Supplies 
had  been  appropriated.  I  think  it  right 
to  observe  that  I  interrupted  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  when  he  proposed 
to  speak  generally  of  the  Constitution 
of  the  country,  and  it  certainly  appeared 
to  me  that  such  a  discussion  was  scarcely 
relevant  to  the  Appropriation  Bill. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  observed,  that 
it  was  unnecessary  to  corroborate  any- 
thing that  fell  from  Mr.  Speaker ;  but  ho 
might  be  allowed  to  say  that  in  reference 
to  a  Motion  he  placed  on  the  Paper  on 
the  Appropriation  Bill,  he  had  received 
a  communication  in  accordance  with  the 
ruling  which  had  been  referred  to. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS,  in  reply  to  the 
remark  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  this  discussion  had  come  on 
by  surprise,  said,  that  last  night  he  gave 
the  Speaker  Notice  that  he  should  bring 
the  subject  forward  to-day. 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  with  reference  to  the  observation  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  was 
discussing  the  Constitution  of  the  country, 
all  he  could  say  was  that  from  what  had 
fallen  from  that  hon.  Gentleman  he  in- 
ferred that  he  was  about  to  make 
remarks  precisely  of  a  similar  nature  to 
those  which  fell  last  year  from  the  noble 
Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  BILL. 

Order  for  Consideration  of  Lords' 
Amendments  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Amendments  made  by  the 
Lords  to  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  be 
now  taken  into  consideration." 

Mb.  mac  IVEE,  in  moving—**  TVva.^. 
this  House  iriXV,  -vt^ti  VJsoSka  ^«^  xasyofia.. 
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take    the  said  Amendments  into  con- 
sideration," said,  he  felt  that  he  owed 
an  apology  to  the  House  for  taking  the 
very  unusual  course  of   rising  at  the 
eleventh  hour  to  move  the  rejection  of 
an  important  measure  which  had  been 
long  and   carefully  considered   by  the 
House,  and  had  met  with  considerable  ap- 
proval.    He  had  done  his  best  hitherto  to 
discuss  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  in  the 
most  favourable  manner,  feeling  that  that 
course  would  be  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  his  constituents,  and  that  it 
was  also  his  duty,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
support  the  measures  of  the   Qt)vern- 
ment.     Merchant    shipping  legislation, 
however,  was  not  in  any  way  a  Party 
question ;     and    though,    with    all    its 
faults,  he  believed   the  measure-  to  be 
greatly  better  than  any  proposals  that 
would  have  come  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House  on  the  subject,  he  felt  bound 
to  oppose  it  on  grounds  far  wider  than 
anything  relating  to  merchant  shipping. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  he  had  not 
individual  objections  to  certain  clauses, 
and  to  some  of  the  changes  made  by  the 
House  of   Lords — and  there  was  one 
clause  in  particular  that  would  have  a 
most    serious    effect    in    handicapping 
British  steamers  in  the  competition  with 
foreign  vessels  to  a  greater  extent  than 
had  been  the  case  in  previous  years — 
but  rather  than  ask  the  House  to  divide 
upon   a    technical   question,    he    asked 
them  to  consider  the  measure  with  re- 
ference to  their  own  privileges.     "Was  it 
right,  he  askod,  that  at  the  end  of  the 
ISession  the  House  of  Lords  should  make 
V(M'y  larti^(*  and  material  alteraticms  in  a 
Bill   wliich   had   previously   been    fully 
considered  in  the  Commons,  and  which 
was  a  Bill  relating  entirely  to  trade  and 
connncrce  ?     He    should   endeavour    to 
show  three  things — first,  that  the  changes 
made  in  the  Bill  since  it  was  considered 
so  carefully  in  that  House  were  really 
important;  secondly, 4tliat  there  were  a 
great  many  of  them ;  and,  thirdly,  that 
the  subject  would  not  suffer  anything, 
but  would  rather  be  benefited,  by  post- 
ponement till  next  year.      He  was  far 
from   objecting    /;*  toto   to    the    Lords' 
Amendments.    Those  Amendments  were 
mostly  improvements,  and  they  were  im- 
provements which  were  not  likely  to  be 
lost    by   another  year's   consideration  ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Lords  had 
made  some  changes  which  were  not  im- 
provements, which  it  was  now  impoaaible 
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sufficiently  to  debate,  which  had  not  been 
before  the  country,  and  which  furthfr 
consideration  would  reverse.  He  strongh 
objected  to  Clause  A,  added  by  the 
Lords,  the  real  meaning  of  which  wis 
to  repeal  so  much  of  the  Passengen 
Acts  of  1855  and  1863  as  applied  to 
foreign  shipping  in  British  ports;  and 
he  also  strongly  objected  to  the  altera- 
tion on  the  subject  of  costs.  The  prae- 
tical  working  of  that  alteration,  if  it 
became  law,  would  be,  that  nobody 
whose  ship  was  improperly  detained 
need  ever  seek  compensation  from  the 
Board  of  Trade  with  any  reasonabk 
hope  of  obtaining  the  money  otherwise 
than  by  an  expensive  lawsuit.  Theae 
two  provisions,  added  by  the  Lords. 
prompted  him  to  move  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill ;  and  he  thought  they  suffi- 
ciently established  his  first  points 
namely,  that  the  Lords'  Amendments 
were  important.  To  show  that  the 
Lords'  Ajnendments  were  numerous,  it 
was  only  necessary  to  ask  the  Hoose 
to  refer  to  the  reprint  of  the  Bill.  The 
Bill  left  the  Commons'  with  40  clauses, 
and  returned  not  merely  with  5  en- 
tirely new  clauses,  but  with  2^  of  the 
old  ones  altered ;  nor  were  these  mere 
verbal  alterations.  One  of  these  Amend- 
ments certainly  was  of  very  great  im- 
portance, and  it  was  one  in  which  he 
heartily  concurred.  He  need  hardly  re- 
mind the  House  that  he  had  objected 
to  the  ''misdemeanour  clause  "from 
the  first,  and  that  he  had  protested 
against  it  at  every  turn,  and  had 
been  backed  up  by  the  respectable  ship- 
owning  opinion  of  the  great  sea-ports. 
At  last  those  protests  had  been  heeded, 
and  Clause  4  now  returned  from  the 
House  of  Lords — still  a  bad  clause — but 
certainlv  in  a  much  less  mischievous 
form.  Nothing  could  have  been  worse 
than  "  the  misdemeanour  clause  "  as  it 
left  the  House  of  Commons.  It  sought 
to  prevent  shipping  disasters  not  merely 
by  means  which  every  practical  man 
knew  had  already  been  **  tried  and  found 
wanting,"  but  by  means  which — besides 
being  utterly  futile  as  regarded  the  end 
in  view — might  any  day  result  in  the 
grossest  injustice.  The  endeavour  if> 
prevent  disaster  by  intensifying  the  re- 
sponsibilities of  shipowners  would  ever 
result  in  total  failure,  and  could  only 
end  in  placing  private  shipowners  at 
greater  disadvantage  in  the  competition 
"wilb.  \i\Yiited  liability  companies ;    and 
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dause  4  left  the  Commons  a  special 
responsibility  was  imposed  upon  *'  ma- 
naging owners/'  which  placed  every 
suoh  person  in  a  ^t<a«t-criminal  position 
that,  in  the  vast  majority  of  instances, 
was  utterly  undeserved.  Fortunately 
for  this  country  the  Lords  had  struck 
out  this  provision,  and  done  something 
to  remedy  the  mistaken  Board  of  Trade 
legislation  inaugurated  by  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act  of  1871,  and  made  worse 
by  the  '*  Herschell"  Clause  in  the  tem- 
porary measure  of  last  Session.  It 
might  be  interesting  to  the  House  to 
know  how  that  Clause  had  worked. 
The  utter  uselessness  of  Clause  11  in 
the  Act  of  1871  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver) 
had  repeatedly  pointed  out,  and  he 
would  therefore  only  now  refer  to  the 
Act  of  last  Session.  It  was  not  for 
him  to  vouch  for  the  accuracy  of  Board 
of  Trade  Keturns,  the  more  so  that 
he  was  well  aware  the  particular  Ee- 
tom  to  which  he  was  about  to  allude 
was  by  no  means  a  reliable  one.  Ac- 
eording  to  the  Board  of  Trade  figures, 
however,  there  had  been  about  800  un- 
Bea worthy  vessels  detained  during  the 
last  three  years.  Assuming  that  Ke- 
tum  were  even  half  true,  he  asked 
where  were  the  prosecutions  ?  The 
House  having  heard  so  much  from 
Board  of  Trade  statesmen  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  of  the  great  value  of 
these  misdemeanour  clauses  in  the  Act 
of  last  Session  would  probably  expect 
to  hear  that  there  had  been  a  con- 
siderable number  of  prosecutions ;  but 
there  had  only  been  two,  and  they  were 
bodi  unsuccessful.  Of  the  second  case 
he  knew  little  further  than  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  did  all  they  could  to  get 
a  conviction,  and  failed.  It  was  only 
reported  in  the  newspapers  a  few  days 
ago,  and,  for  anything  he  knew  to  the 
oontrary,  that  prosecution  might  or  might 
not  have  been  justifiable ;  but  he  had 
no  hesitation  whatever  in  saying  that  the 
only  other  prosecution  which  had  yet 
been  instituted  under  these  clauses  never 
ought  to  have  been  brought.  The  hon. 
Ghentleman  then  described  the  case  of 
Mr.  Septimus  Howell,  managing  owner 
of  the  schooner  Leader y  and  said  that  he 
had  obtained  the  facts  from  sources  be- 
jond  any  kind  of  suspicion.  Beferring 
as  his  authority  to  the  Town  Clerk  of 
Chester,  and  to  members  of  the  Grand 
Juxy  in  Liverpool,  who  had  had  Mr. 
Howell's  case   before  them,    he    (Mr. 


Mac  Iver)  pointed  out  that  Mr.  Septimus 
Howell  was  a  respectable  man  in  a  small 
way  of  business.  The  Leader  was  his 
first  and  only  venture  in  shipowning, 
and  in  consequence  of  the  death  of  a 
brother  he  became — in  compliance  with 
the  Act  of  last  Session — registered  as 
the  *' managing  owner."  The  vessel 
was  an  old  one,  and  probably  neither 
better  nor  worse  than  many  other  little 
coasting  vessels  that  were  reasonably  fit 
for  their  work ;  but  she  had  the  misfor- 
tune to  be  seized  upon  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  or  rather  they  seized  upon  Mr. 
Howell,  having  allowed  him  to  send  his 
vessel  to  sea.  He  was  arrested  under  a 
warrant,  without  any  previous  notice, 
and  taken  before  the  magistrates  at 
Buncorn,  who — after  a  patient  hearing 
— dismissed  the  case ;  but  the  Board  of 
Trade  waited  a  month  or  two,  and  then 
attacked  this  unfortunate  man  again. 
No  doubt  the  officers  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  were  desirous  only  of  doing  their 
duty;  but  under  such  circumstances  it 
was  natural  that  there  should  be  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  esprit  de  corps,  and  that 
the  Department  should  have  **  moved 
heaven  and  earth"  to  obtain  a  convic- 
tion, so  that  he  did  not  think  the  officers 
were  to  be  blamed.  He  blamed  the  law, 
and  the  system.  The  officers  were  ex- 
pected to  show  some  successful  result 
from  the  *'  Herschell "  Clause  in  the  Act 
of  last  Session,  and  it  was  not  their 
fault  that  they  could  not.  But  look  at 
the  hardship  to  Mr.  Howell.  He  was 
taken  from  his  home  a  second  time  under 
a  warrant,  and  again  locked  up ;  and 
this  time  was  tried  before  ths  magis- 
trates at  Liverpool,  who,  considering  the 
case  important,  committed  him  for  trial. 
They  thought,  no  doubt,  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  would  never  follow  up  Mr. 
Howell  in  this  way,  unless  there  were 
reasonable  and  probable  grounds  for 
supposing  that  he  deserved  punishment. 
In  the  end  he  was  tried  before  Mr. 
Justice  Brett,  and  acquitted  without  a 
stain  on  his  character,  the  prosecution 
having  utterly  broken  down.  In  view  of 
facts  like  these  it  was  a  mockery  to  regard 
the  provision  that  **  no  prosecution  for 
misdemeanour  can  be  instituted  except 
by  or  with  the  consent  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  "as  in  any  sense  a  protection  to 
respectable  shipowners.  What  had  hap- 
pened to  Mr.  Howell  might  happen  to 
any  body,  although  less  likely  to  hai^^<^\^ 
to  a  man  \)qUqt  oJcfVid  V>  \^^  ^^ax^^^X^^^sv.- 


1167 


Merchant 


(COMMONS) 


Shipping  Bill. 


1168 


self.  The  case  of  Mr.  Howell,  whose 
whole  interest  in  shipping  had  consisted 
of  a  few  hundred  pounds,  was  a  striking 
commentary  upon  the  views  so  often  ex- 
pressed by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  both  sidesof  the  House  responsible  for 
the  policy  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  They 
spoke  of  their  desire  to  protect  the 
**  costermongers  of  the  sea,"  and  to 
avoid  needless  interference  with  trade — 
and  they  persuaded  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  accept  the  legislation  under 
which  these  things  became  possible.  Of 
course  these  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men spoke  in  entire  good  faith,  but  the 
plain  truth  was  that  they  did  not  under- 
stand the  practical  effects  of  their  own 
legislation.  He  was  glad  to  see  the  hon. 
Member  for  Beading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
in  his  place,  for  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  did 
not  know  anybody  who  was  more  to 
blame  for  leading  his  former  Department 
on  in  the  lines  of  the  legislation  of  1871. 
That  legislation,  and  the  Act  of  1873, 
and  part  of  that  of  last  Session,  had  not 
worked  well;  but,  on  the  contrary,  meant 
interference  with  shipping  in  a  form 
destructive  to  our  trade,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Mr.  Plimsoll)  was 
at  the  present  moment,  at  some  of  the 
seaports,  the  most  unpopular  man  in 
England,  for  reasons  which  were  pro- 
perly attributable  to  that  meddlesome 
and  harassing  Board  of  Trade  legislation, 
with  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
had  had  very  little  to  do,  and  to  much  of 
which  ho  was  opposed.  He  (Mr.  Mac  Iver) 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  tlie  Board  of  Trade  would 
consider  the  objections  which  he  took  to 
the  clause  inserted  by  the  Lords  with  re- 
ference to  foreign  shipping,  and  would 
also  restore  the  clause  relating  to  com- 
pensation for  wrongful  detention  to  the 
form  in  which  it  left  the  Commons ;  but, 
indeed,  it  would  be  much  better  to  leave 
the  whole  subject  of  shipping  legislation 
over  until  next  Session,  when  it  might 
reasonably  be  hoped  that  there  could  be 
some  final  settlement.  The  matter  was 
now  becoming  better  understood,  and 
he  (!Mr.  Mac  Ivor)  maintained,  and  had 
always  maintained,  that  the  causes  of 
preventable  disaster  at  sea  were  few  in 
number  and  might  be  easily  dealt  with 
in  a  much  less  cumbrous  measure  than 
that  which  was  now  before  the  House. 
Overloading  and  grossly  improper  load- 
ing were,  no  doubt,  already  practically 
fitoj)ped,  although  at  the  cost  of  needless 

Jfr.  Mac  Iver 


annoyances  and  tmcertaiiities ;  bntwitli- 
out  a  better  system  of  sonrey  than  was 
provided  by  this  Bill  unsafe  ^ips  would 
still  go  to  sea,  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
respectable  shipowners  would  continue 
to  have  seaworthy  property  liable  to  un- 
reasonable interference,  with  but  smtU 
hope  of  obtaining  compensation  from  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  whole  tendency  of 
these  survey  clauses  as  they  stood  in  the 
Bill  was  to  undermine  the  legitimate 
authority  of  the  shipmaster  by  pladng 
him  in  the  power  of  nis  crew  whenever 
a  fourth  of  them  chose  to  be  refractorr. 
This  was,  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  considered, 
a  grave  mistake,  when  it  was  remem- 
bered so  many  preventable  disasten 
arose  from  faults  of  the  crew  rather  thaa 
of  the  ship,  and  for  these  and  other 
reasons  he  moved  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill,  believing  that  it  would  be  better  to 
reconsider  the  whole  subject  next  8ee> 
sion  than  to  pass  an  unsatisfactoiy  mea- 
sure now.  The  hon.  Ghentleman  con- 
cluded by  formally  moving  the  rejectioa 
of  the  Bill. 

Captain  PIM  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  ''  now,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  thid  words  ''upon  this 
day  month." — {Mr,  Mac  Iver,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  hon.  Member  had  adopted 
a  wise  course  in  again  raising  the  qnes- 
tion  of  the  principle  involyed  in  the  Bill. 
He  had  in  season  and  out  of  season,  at 
all  stages  of  the  Bill,  treated  the  Honee 
to  the  self-same  observations  which  he 
had  that  day  repeated.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  course  taken  by  the  Upper 
House  with  respect  to  the  Bill  had  been 
either  wise  or  convenient.  The  BiU  had 
been  discussed  in  the  House  of  Commons 
at  great  length  for  nearly  1 3  days,  and 
the  Government  themselves  acknow- 
ledged the  great  advantages  which  had 
been  derived  from  the  full  discussion 
that  took  place  ;  but  in  the  other  Houee, 
in  the  course  of  a  very  few  minutes,  some 
very  large  and  important  Amendments 
had  been  introduced,  and,  indeed,  it  had 
been  a  matter  of  boast  at  a  recent  City 
banquet,  that  a  measure  which  took  up 
many  days  in  the  House  of  Commons 
had  been  disposed  of  in  less  than  half 
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aa  hour  in  "  another  place."  No  doubt 
ffreat  advantages  were  to  be  derived 
from  the  revision  in  *' another  place" 
of  the  work  of  that  House ;  but  in  the 
present  instance  the  Government  ap- 
peared to  have  taken  advantage  of  their 
ODormoiis  majority  in  the  House  of 
Lords  to  register  the  preconceived  opi- 
nions of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  over- 
ride the  decision  of  the  Commons.  Nor 
was  that  all.  The  Bill  was  returned  to 
them  with  these  important  Amendments 
almost  on  the  last  day  of  the  Session, 
when  nothing  could  be  done  to  alter 
them.  He  did  not  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birkenhead  had  any  chance  of 
carrying  his  Amendment ;  but  he  joined 
with  him  in  protesting  against  the  course 
which  had  been  pursued  by  the  Govern- 
ment. He  believed  that  such  a  course 
was  not  in  the  interests  of  the  other 
House,  or  at  all  calculated  to  maintain 
its  dignity  and  reputation,  and  must 
tend  unfairly  to  prejudice  an  important 
question. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  expressed  his  ap- 
proval  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
Acad  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  had  brought  for- 
ward his  Motion,  because  it  enabled  the 
House  to  deal  with  the  whole  principle 
of  the  Bill  and  not  merely  with  the 
liords'  Amendments.  A  grave  responsi- 
bility attached  to  the  Government  for 
having  deferred  this  important  measure 
to  so  late  a  period ;  and  the  Bill  was  so 
frill  of  anomalies  and  objections  that  he 
tiiought  it  would  be  best  to  postpone  the 
frirther  consideration  of  the  subject  until 
another  Session.  The  portion  of  the 
measure  relating  to  deck-loads  was  so 
imperfect  that  it  was  impossible  it  could 
be  worked.  Deck-loads  were  altogether 
wrong  in  principle,  but  the  only  deck- 
loads  prohibited  by  the  Bill  were  those 
of  timber,  which  constituted  the  safest 
deck-load  a  vessel  could  carry,  and  the 
effect  of  the  clause  would  only  be  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  such  loads.  The 
greatest  failure  in  the  Bill  was  its  vain 
attempt  to  deal  with  the  loss  of  life  at  sea, 
which  was  the  main  object  for  which  the 
measure  was  introduced.  While  propo- 
fling  to  deal  with  unseaworthy  ships,  all 
the  principal  caiises  of  the  loss  of  life  at 
•ea  were  left  untouched  by  this  Bill.  The 
loss  of  life  from  unseaworthy  ships  was 
infinitesimal.  A  much  larger  number 
of  £Eitalities  arose  from  bad  seamen  and 
bad  seamanship  than  from  bad  ships. 
Another  cause  of  losses  at  sea  was  want 


of  discipline,  and  yet  the  whole  tendency 
of  our  legislation  for  years  past  had  been 
to  tamper  with  and  decrease  the  disci- 
pline of  our  Mercantile  Marine.  Many 
ships  were  lost  not  from  over-loading,  but 
from  being  under-ballasted  ;  and  if  the 
over-loading  of  ships  was  dealt  with  by 
legislation,  cases  of  under-ballasting 
ought  also  to  be  dealt  with.  Collisions 
were  the  chief  cause  of  loss  of  life  at  sea, 
and  they  were  attributable  to  the  con- 
fusion and  complications  in  the  wording 
of  what  was  termed  the  Rule  of  the 
Bead ;  and  yet  the  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  reference  to  this  impor- 
tant subject.  Fire,  frequently  caused 
or  assisted  by  want  of  discipline  or 
control  of  the  crew,  was  not  dealt  with 
by  the  Bill.  Numerous  cases  of  losses 
of  vessels  were  attributable  to  the  form 
in  which  they  were  built,  and  the  Bill 
was  silent  also  upon  this  subject.  His 
conviction  was  that  the  Bill  was  so  vex- 
atious in  its  character,  and  so  injurious 
to  the  interests  of  the  Mercantile  Marine, 
that  its  provisions  would  never  be  ac- 
quiesced in,  and  the  shipping  interest 
would  be  driven  to  force  upon  the  Go- 
vernment further  legislation.  He  ac- 
knowledged the  ability  displayed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  conducting  this 
Bill ;  but  the  fact  was  that  he  had  been 
placed  in  a  false  position,  because  the 
Board  of  Trade,  as  at  present  constituted, 
was  not  a  tribunal  competent  to  deal 
with  this  subject.  He  trusted  that  Par- 
liament would  see  the  necessity  of  con- 
stituting a  competent  tribunal,  composed 
of  sailors  and  other  persons  conversant 
with  the  interests  of  the  Mercantile 
Marine,  to  deal  with  this  matter,  which 
was  the  most  important  question  of  the 
day. 

Sir  CHARLES  ADDERLEY  thought 
that  the  House  would  prefer  proceeding  to 
the  consideration  of  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments instead  of  entering  afresh  upon  a 
discussion  involving  the  whole  merits  of 
the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
head, who  wished  them  to  throw  over 
this  Bill  which  had  occupied  so  much  of 
the  Session,  did  not  seem  to  be  aware 
that  the  effect  of  his  proposal  would  be 
to  allow  the  temporary  Act  now  in  ex- 
istence to  expire,  and  leave  the  country 
for  12  months  without  any  law  on  this 
particular  subject.  This  was  a  most  un- 
reasonable proposal,  and  he  did  not  think 
the  House  would  \>^  Vi\3iiti^\»  Xrj  vsvsLOa. 
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an  experiment.  The  hon.  Member  did 
not  encourage  them  with  any  idea  that 
he  had  any  better  measure  to  substitute 
for  the  Act  of  last  Session,  or  for  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  of  which,  indeed, 
he  said  he  generally  approved.  As  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Reading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  they  were 
somewhat  disrespectful  to  tlie  House  of 
Lords,  who  had  very  amply  discussed  the 
Bill  on  its  second  reading,  and  had  had 
the  benefit  of  the  discussions  in  this 
House  before  they  dealt  with  the  mea- 
sure in  Committee.  After  ample  time 
for  reflection  they  produced  a  certain 
number  of  Amendments,  which,  though 
numerous  in  appearance,  were  chiefly 
verbal  Amendments,  except  only  on  three 
points.  As  this  was  the  first  subject 
brought  before  the  House  in  the  present 
Session,  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Nor- 
folk (Mr.  Bentinck)  had  no  just  cause  for 
complaint,  and  by  discussing  the  whole 
measure  over  again  he  had  now  made 
it  the  Alpha  and  Omega  of  the  Session. 
In  referring  to  various  subjects  not  within 
the  scope  of  the  Bill  the  hon.  Member 
had  given  himself  so  much  latitude  and 
licence  that  if  his  example  were  followed 
by  the  rest  of  the  House,  they  might 
occupy  the  remainder  of  the  year  in  this 
discussion.  He  must,  however,  at  this 
J3oriod  decline  to  enter  into  the  general 
merits  of  the  Bill,  and  trusted  the  House 
would  proceed  at  once  to  consider  the 
Lords'  Amendments. 

Mr.  NOEWOOD  felt  bound  to  express 
a  strong  opinion  as  to  the  inconvenient 
and  almost  improper  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  reference  to  this  measure. 
When  it  left  that  House  there  was  an 
understanding  that  a  compromise  had 
been  efl'ected  which  would  not  be  dis- 
turbed. Yet,  in  '*  another  place," 
Amendments  covering  six  pages  had, 
with  one  exception,  been  introduced  by 
the  Government  and  accepted  en  bloc 
without  discussion,  the  utmost  time  given 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  being  45 
minutes.  The  measure  having  been 
suddenly  changed  in  this  manner  was 
brought  back  at  the  fag-end  of  the  Ses- 
sion. This  was  neither  a  proper  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  large  interests  involved, 
nor  a  respectful  manner  of  treating  the 
House.  If  it  was  to  form  a  precedent 
it  would  be  of  no  use  for  hon.  Members 
to  expend  time  and  trouble  in  the  minute 
discussion  of  measures  in  that  House, 
when  the  Government  conld,  \)y  a  svm^\© 
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manoeuvre,  get  their  own  provirioiiB  in- 
serted in  "another  place,  '  and bj de- 
ferring their  consideration  to  the  Itjt 
day  of  the  Session  set  at  nought  the  de- 
liberate conclusions  of  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Mb.  GORST  joined  in  the  protest  of 
the  hon.  Member  against  the  position  in 
which  the  House  had  been  placed  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  with  reference  to 
this  Bill.  The  Amendments  inquesdoB 
had  not  been  made  by  the  House  cf 
Lords  properly  speaking,  or  even  by  the 
Government,  but  by  the  officials  of  die 
Board  of  Trade.  The  conclusion  come 
to  by  that  House  had  been  submitted  to 
the  permanent  officials  in  that  Depart- 
ment, and  they  had  chosen  to  reTerse  in 
many  respects  the  opinion  of  that  Hoose, 
and  the  Gt)vemment  had  asked  the 
House  of  Lords  to  register  those  deei* 
sions.  He  would  not  incur  the  respon- 
sibility of  wrecking  the  whole  Bill  be» 
cause  he  disapproved  of  the  conduct  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  submittinf 
these  Amendments  at  the  end  of  the 
Session.  He  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  let  the  Bill  pass  under  protest ;  but 
he  desired  that  it  should  be  understood 
that  it  was  not  the  Bill  of  the  Honse  of 
Commons  but  of  Her  Majesty's  Goven* 
ment,  and  that  it  should  be  considered 
to  remain  open  for  Parliament  to  re-con- 
sider the  question  next  Session.  He 
should  not  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead,  but  would 
accept  these  Amendments  in  silence, 
throwing  the  responsibility  of  this  mer- 
cantile legislation  upon  the  Gpveni- 
ment. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  tue  EXCHE- 
QUEE  expressed  a  hope  that  unless  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  House  to  reject 
the  Bill  they  would  proceed  with  the 
discussion  gJl  the  Amendments.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst)  complained  that  the  Hooie 
had  not  been  treated  properly,  but  thit 
was  an  erroneous  view  of  the  matter. 
He  did  not  say  that  many  of  these 
Amendments  were  not  made  in  the 
House  of  Lords ;  but  that  might  fairlj 
be  considered  a  matter  of  convenience. 
Three  important  Amendments  had  been 
made — those  with  regard  to  deck-load- 
ing, costs,  and  foreign  shipping.  The 
last-named  was  introduced  by  a  private 
Member  of  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
deck-loading  Amendment  was  not  in  the 
\  oT\^Ti^\.  "B^  ^«>  mttoduced  by  the  Go- 
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Tenunent,  and  it  had  been  brought  for- 
ward in  the  Upper  House  in  consequence 
of  representations  made  in  the  colonial 
interest  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Ck>lonieSy  who  had  been  in  communica- 
tion with  Canada  on  the  subject.  The 
auestion  of  costs  was  one  upon  which 
tie  House  of  Lords  was  well  qualified 
to  form  an  opinion ,  and  he  had  himself 
stated  in  the  House  of  Commons  that  it 
would  probably  be  a  question  which 
their  Lordships  would  have  to  deal  with. 
It  was  not  the  case  that  the  Amend- 
ments were  those  of  the  permanent  offi- 
eials  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  There  had 
been  no  disrespect  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  he  trusted  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  proceed  at  once  with  the 
discussion. 

Mr.  T.  E.  SMITH  said,  the  shipowning 
interest  had  not  been  treated  in  either  a 
Tery  considerate  or  courteous  manner  in 
reference  to  these  Amendments.  He  pro- 
tested against  the  doctrine  that  it  would 
be  no  serious  evil  if  the  Bill  did  not  pass 
this  Session.  He  hoped  that  this  was 
merely  a  formal  Motion,  and  that  it 
would  not  be  carried  to  a  division.  One 
important  Amendment  had  not  been 
alluded  to,  and  that  was  that  the  whole 
of  the  coasting  trade  of  the  country  was 
aocempted  from  the  load-line. 

Mb.  E.  J.  KEED  asked  why,  if  these 
Amendments  were  necessary,  they  had 
BOt  been  made  earlier.  Hon.  Members 
bad  sat  there  night  after  night  to  discuss 
tbis  Bill  on  the  profession  of  the  Go- 
Temment  that  it  was  necessary  to  obtain 
a  settlement  of  this  great  question  ;  but 
tbe  Bill  went  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  in  a  few  minutes  the  decision  of 
tiie  Lower  House  was  set  aside.     The 

Saestion  was  whether  it  was  worth  while 
>r  that  House  to  discuss  the  question 
wben  their  decisions  were  set  aside  in 
ancb  fashion  ? 

Mr.  QOUELEY  said,  that  the  practi- 
cal effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  place 
tbe  jurisdiction  over  shipping  in  the 
bands  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He  held 
it  to  be  most  unfair  to  throw  the  discus- 
Bton  of  this  question  into  the  last  hours 
odF  tbe  Session. 

Mr.  PLIMSOLL  concurred  in  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst).  The 
Amendments  in  the  House  of  Lords  were 
reeeiyed  from  the  hands  of  the  Duke  of 
Siobmond  and  Gordon  en  hloOy  and  it 
stated  that  in  25  minutes  these  pro- 


posals were  disposed  of  upon  a  mere 
fragmentary    discussion.      In    the    Act 
which  previously  existed  the  vessels  in 
the  coasting  trade,  and  those  trading  to 
the  Elbe  and  Brest,  were  rendered  sub- 
ject to  the  load-line,  excepting  in  the 
case  of  such  small  coasting  vessels  as 
were  navigated  chiefly  by  the  owners 
and  their  families.     This  was  altered  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  probably  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  Board  of  Trade.     In  a 
House  of  Commons  of  400   Members, 
after  full  discussion  as  to  deck-loading, 
and  after  its  being  resisted  by  the  Go- 
vernment,  the  Committee  decided  that 
deck-loading  should  be  abolished,  and  it 
was  decided  to  go  back  to  the  state  of 
the  law  which  existed  before  1862.    But 
that  was  altered  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
If  the  opinion  of  Canada  had  such  weight 
with  Her  Majesty's  Government,   why 
did  they  overrule  it  in  the   matter  of 
grain  cargoes?    The  Board  of  Trade, 
anxious  to  retain  authority  over  a  sub- 
ject they  did   not    understand,   pulled 
with  Canada  when  she  was  for  laxity, 
but  not  when  she  asked  for  good  legis- 
lation.    He  objected  to  a  Government 
admonition  to  be  brief  and  come  to  busi- 
ness after  that  business  had  been  pur- 
posely postponed  to  the  last  monent  to 
prevent  any  discussion  on  these  Amend- 
ments in  the  House  of  Commons.     He 
asked  the  House  to  imagine  his  feelings 
when  last    night,    one    after    another, 
Members  came  to  him  and  said — *'  Good- 
bye, Plimsoll,  we  should  have  been  glad 
to  have  helped  you,  but  it  is  too  late 
now  ;  there  is  nothing  for  it  but  to  take 
what  the  Government  will  give  you ; " 
and  yet  the  House  of  Commons  at  its 
last  sitting  had  been  wasting  hour  after 
hour  in  discussing  whether  persons  who 
were  to  operate  upon  frogs  should  secure 
the  certificate  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
He  thought  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  matter  had  been  disgraceful, 
and  nothing  less.     He  believed  it  was 
with  design    that  this  Bill   had   been 
altered  and  kept  back  from  the  conside- 
ration of  the  House  until  it  would  be 
rendered  impossible  to  reverse  the  deci- 
sions of  the  Government.     He  did  not 
even  think  that  it  was  the  Government ; 
he  believed  it  was  simply  the  brother- 
in-law  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Mr.  Farrer,  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who  was  responsible  for  the  Amend- 
ments.   The  Bill  the  Ho\i&q  ^«a  «:^^\ 
to  pass  was  \na  l^Vlii  QSidL  XLOi^ik^Tk!^  ^^&a< 
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He  thought  they  should  put  away  feeling, 
and  pass  the  Bill  simply  because  they 
could  not  help  themselves.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  they  had  better  not  go 
through  the  farce  of  discussing  the 
matter  in  a  House  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  shipowners  could  do  what 
they  liked.  He  ought  hardly  to  have 
classed  the  shipowners  with  the  Govern- 
ment, for  he  had  a  thousand  times  rather 
trust  a  committee  of  shipowners,  if  ample 
powers  were  given  to  them,  than  the 
l3oard  of  Trade.  The  only  thing  seemed 
to  be  to  allow  the  Bill  to  pass,  and  to 
let  the  whole  matter  stand  over  for  dis- 
cussion till  next  year. 

Mr.  mac  IYER  expressed  his  readi- 
ness to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendments  considered. 

Amendments,  as  far  as  the  Amend- 
ment in  page  5,  line  27,  agreed  to. 

Captain  PIM,  who  had  given  No- 
tice of  a  Motion  to  disagree  to  the  Lords' 
Amendment  in  page  2,  line  6,  which  in- 
serts the  words  '*  or  of  the  Governor  of 
the  British  Possession  in  which  such 
prosecution  takes  place,"  said,  he  would 
not  press  it,  but  content  himself  with  the 
protest  already  made  against  the  altera- 
tions effected  in  the  measure  by  the 
other  House. 

Page  5,  line  27,  leave  out  from 
*'  that,"  to  the  second  "the,"  in  line 28, 
and  insert 

"  thcro  was  not  rcasona})!©  and  probable  cause 
by  reason  of  the  condition  of  the  ship  or  the  act 
or  defaidt  of  the  owner  for  the  pro^'isional 
det<.'ntion  of  the  Hhip," 

the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

ACotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Sir 
Charles  Adder  leg.) 

Mr.  T.  E.  smith  said,  this  was  one 
of  the  throe  important  Amendments 
which  the  Lords  had  made  in  the  Bill ; 
and  he  was  surprised,  after  the  discussion 
the  matter  had  undergone  in  this  House, 
that  the  Government  had  thought  proper 
to  make  so  serious  an  alteration  in  the 
clause  in  the  summary  maimer  tlivjy  kad 

Mr.  Plimsoll 


done  in  "another  place."  Itiniglitl>« 
said  that  alteration  was  due  to  the  grett 
legal  attainments  of  Members  of  tK« 
other  House;  but  he  maintained  thu 
that  was  not  a  legal  question  nor  a  qne*- 
tion  of  mere  detail,  or  of  maehineir.  but 
one  of  substance — namely,  whether  cer- 
tain heavy  penalties  should  fall  on  t 
particular  class  of  Her  Majesty's  sab> 
jects  or  no.  The  existing  principle  of 
the  law  was  that  costs  should  follov  th» 
verdict;  but  the  Qovemment  now  pro- 
posed to  depart  from  that  principles-be 
could  not  understand  why.  It  was  hud 
on  the  shipowner  that  he  should  be  sab- 
ject  to  have  his  ship  detained  for  surrer. 
mvolving  considerable  expense,  withoat 
due  cause,  and  that  he  should  be  left  to 
bear  all  the  loss  and  responsibihty  him- 
self, as  would  be  the  practical  -effect  of 
adopting  that  Amendment.  When  a  ah^ 
had,  in  fact,  been  improperly  detained  it 
would  be  easy  for  a    Govemment  I>e- 

Eartment  to  find  some  insignifiesat 
lemish  or  defect  in  the  vessel,  not 
really  detracting  from  her  seaworthiness, 
which  might  be  held  to  have  been  "i 
reasonable  or  probable  cause  "  for  de- 
taining her.  The  shipowner  maintanwd 
that  if  the  Board  of  Trade  made  a  mii- 
take  by  detaining  a  ship  which  was  not 
unsafe  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act  be 
should  be  entitled  to  compensation  st 
the  hands  of  the  country  for  a  detention 
not  arising  from  his  faulty  but  from 
motives  of  public  policy.  And  not  only 
was  the  Board  of  Trade  not  to  be  lisbltf 
in  such  a  case,  but  other  persons  who 
made  rash  and  unfounded  affidaiits 
leading  the  Board  to  detain  a  vesfld 
without  good  cause  were  also  to  be  ex* 
empt  from  responsibility.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  therefore  re-oon- 
sider  that  matter  and  not  accede  to  the 
Lords'  Amendment.  It  was  hopde« 
now  to  obtain  a  full  consideration  of  the 
question,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Go- 
vemment would  meet  the  shipowners  in 
a  conciliatory  spirit,  and  not  carry  these 
Amendments  by  the  tyrannyof  a  majoritv 
with  which  private  Members  were  unable 
to  cope.  He  moved  that  the  House  do 
not  agree  to  the  Lords'  Amendment  on 
Clause  10. 

Mil.  SPEAKER  said,  the  Question 
was  that  the  House  do  agree  with  the 
Lords'  Amendment.  The  hon.  Member 
could  not  move  an  Amendment,  but 
might  negative  the  Motion  when  the 
\  Qm^^Xvow  '^aa  \jvit. 
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Snt  CHARLES  ADDEELEY  could 
MBore  the  bon.  Member  tbat  be  sbould 
sot  ask  the  House  to  agree  to  the  Lords' 
Amendments  if  they  were  contrary  to  his 
Wm  convictions.  When  this  particular 
diause  left  the  House  there  was  a  general 
•zpectation  that  it  would  be  dealt  with 
\fj  the  House  of  Lords.  It  was  so  ex- 
pressly left  to  be  dealt  with,  a  previous 
Amendment  having  left  the  Bill  incon- 
sistent, and  by  the  highest  legal  autho- 
xity  it  had  been  reduced  to  consistency, 
•and,  as  bethought,  with  the  best  results. 
Although  he  had  defended  the  principle 
of  costs  following  conviction  when  tiie 
Bill  was  before  this  House,  he  regarded 
the  Lords'  Amendment  as  more  correctly 
adjusting  that  principle  to  all  possible 
cases.  If  the  House  accepted  the 
Amendment,  the  law  would  then  be 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  would  have  to 
show  a  reasonable  cause  for  detaining  a 
Tesael.  If  it  was  shown  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  proceeded  without  reason- 
able cause,  then  the  Government  would 
have  to  pay,  and  if  the  proceedings  were 
taken  on  a  frivolous  complaint  the  Board 
of  Trade  could  recover  from  the  com- 
plainants. In  the  third  possible  contin- 
Enqy,  of  reasonable  cause  for  detention 
.Ying  been  shown  and  of  the  ship  being, 
BOtwiSistanding,  acquitted,  then  the  costs 
would  be  divided.  Regarding  the  clause 
pa  it  now  stood  as  preferable  to  the  clause 
•8  it  left  this  House,  he  trusted  the  House 
would  agree  to  the  Lords'  Amendment. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  must  remind  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  the 
diause  as  it  left  that  House  was  moved 
ly  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
and  with  that  clause  the  shipowners 
were  perfectly  content.  It  was  true 
something  was  said  about  leaving  the 
question  for  the  other  House;  but  he 
(Mr.  Norwood)  had  thereupon  protested 
against  the  matter  being  left  to  be 
decided  by  the  House  ,'of  Lords.  The 
House  divided,  and  the  clause  was  car- 
ried by  a  majority  of  54.  The  other 
House  had,  however,  rejected  a  provision 
carried,  after  discussion,  by  a  large 
majority  in  that  House  and  proposed  by 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
himself.  The  Legislature  was  asked  to 
give  these  enormous  powers  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  be  carried  into  eflPect  not  by 
their  direct  action,  but  by  appointing 
officers  all  over  the  Kingdom  to  detain 
TOflsels.  An  ignorant  man  might  say 
that  a  vessel  should  not  go  to  sea  imtil 


he  had  communicated  with  the  Board  of 
Trade.  That  intelligence  would  no  doubt 
be  telegraphed  to  Lloyd's,  the  imder- 
writers  would  take  fright,  and  an  injury 
would  be  done  to  the  character  of  the 
ship  and  the  credit  of  the  shipowner 
which  it  would  take  years  to  remove.  If 
this  clause  were  passed  as  now  amended, 
there  would  be  no  redress  for  any  ship- 
owners whose  vessel  might  be  detained, 
and  he  appealed  with  confidence  to  the 
House  to  alter  the  clause. 

Mb.  PLIMSOLL  said,  he  hoped  this 
discussion  would  show  the  impolicy  of 
allowing  any  ships  to  be  stopped  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  their  own  motion. 
The  difficulty  would  have  been  avoided 
if  the  Government  had  insisted  upon  all 
unclassed  vessels  being  periodically  sur- 
veyed. 

Mb.  D.  JENKINS  complained  of  the 
manner  in  which  surveys  were  made. 

Mr.  mac  IYER  protested  against 
the  manner  in  which  the  clause  had 
been  altered  at  a  period  of  the  Session 
when  it  was  impossible  properly  to  con- 
sider the  Lords'  Amendment.    ^ 

Mb.  GOURLEY  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  re-consider  this  clause, 
as  it  would  in  its  present  shape  work 
with  hardship  to  shipowners. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYRE  pointed  out 
that  the  Government  had  changed  their 
minds  between  this  House  and  the  House 
of  Lords.  They  had  proposed  the  clause 
in  one  form  in  this  House,  and  had  in 
the  other  introduced  very  material  al- 
terations into  it.  He  agreed  that  if  the 
clause  passed  as  amended  the  shipowner 
would  be  practically  without  remedy. 

Sib  ANDREW  LUSK  sympathized 
with  the  shipowners  as  much  as  any  one, 
but  he  looked  upon  the  adoption  of  the 
words  *' reasonable  and  proper  cause" 
as  the  only  way  out  of  the  difficulty. 
He  thought  the  House  of  Lords  were 
right.  Indeed,  they  were  often  right, 
and  that  House  was  wrong. 

Mb.  H.  T.  cole  doubted  whether, 
under  the  clause  as  it  now  stood,  the 
shipowner  would  ever  be  able  to  recover 
at  all. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  ob- 
served, that  a  jury  would  find  no  diffi- 
culty in  coming  to  a  conclusion  whether 
there  was  reasonable  or  probable  cause 
for  the  detention  of  a  ship,  and  the  dis- 
position of  a  jury  would  be  in  favour  of 
a  shipowner  whose  ship  had  been  de- 
tained, and  was,  aa  \\.  \.\nii^^Qivi\.^  tvrN*  ^sjl 


1179 


Merchant 


[COMMONS} 


Shipping  BiU. 


IIM 


unsafe  ship.  The  great  object  of  the 
Bill  was  the  preyention  of  sending  nn- 
seaworthy  ships  to  sea,  and  it  would 
throw  a  great  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  their  eflPorts  to  carry 
out  that  object  if  they  were  to  be  saddled, 
in  such  cases  as  those  referred  to,  with 
costs. 

Mr.  HENLEY  thought  the  Amend- 
ment would  probably  cause  the  Act  to 
become  a  dead  letter,  and  that  there 
would  be  an  enormous  amount  of  litiga- 
tion under  it.  He  thought  it  would  be 
far  better  to  leave  the  clause  as  it  for- 
merly was. 

Mr.  bates  hoped  the  Government 
would  withdraw  the  Lords'  Amendment, 
which  would  never  work  satisfactorily. 

Mr.  QOEST  was  in  favour  of  the 
clause  as  it  had  been  settled,  after  full 
discussion  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  trusted  the  Lords'  Amendment 
would  not  be  pressed. 

Mr.  BULWER  pointed  out  that  with- 
out the  Lords'  Amendment  the  Bill 
would  practically  be  a  dead  letter,  as  no 
one  could  be  expected  to  incur  the  risk 
ho  would  run  by  detaining  a  ship  which 
he  had  reasonable  cause  to  believe  was 
unseaworthy,  and  which  might  prove  to 
be  seaworthy.  In  the  case  which  had 
been  alluded  to,  of  an  action  of  false 
imprisonment,  if  the  defendant  succeeded 
in  showing  reasonable  and  probable 
cause  for  his  proceedings,  the  plaintiff 
failed  altogether,  and  had  to  pay  not 
only  his  own  costs,  but  the  costs  of  the 
defendant  also.  The  shipowner  who 
failed  in  his  proceedings  against  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  not  be  in  so  un- 
favourable a  position,  as  ho  would  only 
have  to  pay  his  own  costs.  To  make 
the  Board  pay  the  costs  of  both  sides, 
when  there  was  reasonable  and  probable 
cause  for  the  detention  of  the  ship, 
would  be  most  unjust.  It  would  be  to 
mulct  them  in  costs  for  having  acted  as 
reasonable  men,  to  the  same  extent  as 
if  they  had  acted  without  any  reason 
at  all.  He  should  support  the  Amend- 
ments which  had  boon  made  by  the 
other  House. 

The  CHANCELLOE  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  unless  some  protection  was 
given  to  the  Government  as  it  was  by 
the  Amendment  of  the  Lords',  the  Go- 
vernment officers  would  hardly  be  justi- 
fied in  taking  proceedings  against  any 
ship.  The  Amendment  was  a  fair  and 
reasonable  compromise. 

The  Attorney  General 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  68;  Nom 

37:  Majority  31. 

Amendments,  as  far  as  tho  Amend- 
ment in  pagp  8,  line  37,  agreed  to. 

Page  8,  line  37,  leave  ont  the  hit 
paragraph  of  Clause  1 3,  and  insert 

*'  Where  the  survey  of  a  ship  is  iiuul«  for  tbe 
purpose  of  a  declaration  or  certificate  mid«r  tbf 
above  recited  enactments,  the  person  appnintfd 
to  make  tho  survey  shall,  if  so  requirnl  by  ikf 
owner,  be  accompanied  on  the  Burvev  by  aane 
person  appointed  by  the  owner,  and  in  tsA 
case,  if  the  said  two  persons  apree,  there  iha3 
be  no  appeal  to  the  court  of  survey  in  pnmncff 
of  this  section,*' 

the  next    Amendment,   read  a  seconi 
time. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  tho  word  "owiht,"  m 
line  5f  to  the  end  of  the  Ix>rds  Amendmnt'ii 
order  to  insert  the  words  **  and  by  a  third  per- 
son, to  bo  named  in  such  manner  and  on  ndk 
conditions  as  the  Board  of  Trade  from  time  t» 
time  prescribe  (whether  by  penf^ral  rpgolatkn 
or  in  tho  particular  cas(>) ;  ami,  if  such  two  laiU 
montioned  persons  agree,  their  report  shall  hiw 
the  same  effect  as  if  it  were  a  report  mide  oi 
appeal  by  a  court  of  survey  under  this  sectiaB,'' 
— (J/r.  Koncoody) 

— instead  thereof. 

Sir  CHARLES  ADDERLETohject«d 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member, 
which  would  place  the  shipowner  m  a 
worse  position  than  that  in  which  lie 
would  stand  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill. 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Lordi 
Amendment,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendments  as  far  as  the  Amend* 
ment  "after  Clause  17  insert  Claaia 
(A),"  agreed  to. 

Sir  CHARLES  ADDEELEY  mored 
that  tlie  lIou.se  apjee  with  a  new  clauM 
instTtod  by  the  House  of  Ijords,  after 
Clause  17,  in  order  to  provide  that,  as 
far  as  tho  question  of  survey  was  con- 
cerned, foreign  passenger  ships  calliog 
at  English  ports  should  bo  placed  unJer 
tho  conditions  which  applied  to  English 
ships  calling  at  foreign  ports.  Theonlj 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  tliat  perfect  reciprocity  should  be 
established. 
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"After  Clause  17,  insert  Olanse  (A) " 
P^yision  as  to  survey  of  foreign  pas- 
senger steamer  or  emigrant  ship),  read 
a  second  time,  and  amended. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Ijords  in  the  said  Amendment,  as 
amended." — {Sir  Charles  AdderUy,) 

Mb.  T.  E.  smith  moved  that  the 
^  House  disagree  with  the  clause. 

Mb.  bates  pointed  out  that  this 
inroviso  had  been  agreed  to  by  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  at  the  instance  of  one 
man  in  all  England,  the  agent  of  foreign 
boats,  and  he  would  recommend  that  for 
the  present  the  whole  clause  should  be 
left  out  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  feared  that  the  eflPect 
of  the  clause  would  be  to  throw  the 
passenger  trade  into  the  hands  of  fo- 
vdigners. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER pointed  out  that  various  clauses 
relating  to  foreign  ships  having  been 
introduced  into  the  Bill,  it  haa  been 
thought  reasonable  to  concede  this  de- 
mand on  their  part. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  49  ;  Noes 
M:  Majority  13. 

Amendments,  as  far  as  the  Amend- 
ment  ''Pages   11    and    12,   leave    out 
CSause    21    and    insert    Clause    (C)," 
I,  agreed  to,  with  an  Amendment  to  the 

Iiords  Amendment  in  page  1 1 .  line  3. 
F 

[         Sib    CHARLES    ADDERLEY,    in 

}    moving  that  the  House  agree  to  Clause  C, 

\    which  allowed,  deals,  battens,  or  other 

light  wood  to  be  carried  on  deck  to  a 

|.   height  not  exceeding  three  feet,  stated 

?    that'  the  Government-  had  decided    to 

i    introduce  this  modification  into  the  Bill 

[    in  order  that  the  legislation  of  this  coun- 

tzy  might  harmonize  with  that  of  Canada, 

and  also  because  remonstrances  had  been 

received  from  foreign  Powers  against 

the    absolute   prohibition  of  all  deck- 

,    loads.     He  believed  that  deck-loads  of 

the  kind  allowed  in  the  Bill  would  not 

he  dangerous,   and  that  there  was  no 

sufficient  reason  for  prohibiting  them. 

"  Pages  1 1  and  12,  leave  out  Clause  21, 
and  insert  Clause  (C)  (Penalty  for  car- 
lying  deck  loads  of  timber  in  winter)," 
iread  a  secoud  time. 


On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  PldcsolLj  the 
clause  was  amended  so  as  to  come  into 
operation  in  November,  instead  of 
January  next. 

Mr.  PLIMSOLL  moved  to  leave  out 
the  words,  "  to  a  height  exceeding  three 
feet  above  the  deck,"  in  order  to  pre- 
vent any  deck  cargoes  being  carried  on 
deck  at  all.  The  hon.  Member  said,  he 
intended  next  Session  to  ask  for  ^n  in- 
quiry into  the  circumstances  under  which 
in  1862,  the  Board  of  Trade  repealed 
the  previous  legislation  on  this  subject. 
He  understood  the  provision  had  been 
introduced  in  the  interest  of  about  1 00 
Canadian  ships  which  had  been  specially 
built  for  the  carrying  of  deck  cargoes. 
This  deck -loading  had  caused  horrors  of 
a  most  dreadful  description,  which,  were, 
indeed,  going  on  now.  A  committee  of 
Lloyd^s  had  investigated  the  circum- 
stances attending  the  voyage  of  deck-laden 
timber  ships  during  the  time  when  it  was 
prohibited.  Between  1850  and  1859  the 
committee  found  that  3,774;  ships  sailed 
from  Quebec  to  this  country,  and  in 
the  10  years  following  there  were  3,068 
ships  sailed.  The  particulars  of  all  these 
voyages  had  been  examined,  and  it  had 
been  found  that  the  deck-loading  period 
— that  was,  from  1863  to  1872  inclusive 
— was  marked  by  a  loss  of  life  nearly 
four  times  as  great  as  the  period  during 
which  no  deck-loads  were  allowed.  He 
thought  it  greatly  to  the  honour  of 
Canada,  as  showing  the  humanity  of  her 
people,  that  before  we  moved  decisively 
in  the  matter,  she  had  legislated  so 
thoroughly  to  prevent  shipping  losses. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  sub-section 
(c)  of  the  Clause,  to  leave  out  the  words 
*'  to  a  height  exceeding  three  feet  above 
the  deck."— (J/r.  Plimsoll.) 

Question  put,  *'That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out^  stand  part  of  the 
Lords  Amendment." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  55 ;  Noes 
29:  Majority  26. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment,  as 
amended." — {Sir  Charles  Adderley.) 

Mr.  NORWOOD  protested  strongly 
against  the  clause,  because  it  sanctioned 
the  loading  of  3  feet  of  deals  and  battens 
on  the  deck  of  a*&hi]^  lumTil^T^XJckst^"^ 
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direotly  recognizing  deck  loading,  which 
was  without  precedent  in  our  legislation. 
He  thought  British  shipowners  were  en- 
titled to  complain  of  the  tyrannical  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.  The  wise  plan 
would  have  been  not  to  legislate  with 
such  precision  on  deck  cargoes  at  all, 
leaving  a  margin  for  the  exercise  of  dis- 
cretion by  surveyors  on  each  individual 
case.  It  was  absurd  to  apply  the  same 
regulation  in  the  case  of  a  six  weeks' 
voyage  from  Canada  as  in  the  case  of  a 
six  days'  voyage  from  Norway.  He 
moved  that  the  House  disagree  with  the 
Lords  Amendment. 

Mr.  D.  JENKINS  also  protested 
against  the  clause,  which,  he  trusted, 
would  be  rescinded  next  Session.  Deck- 
loading  in  winter  ought  to  be  wholly 
abolished  as  dangerous.  A  hard-and- 
fast  line  of  3  feet  was  absurd,  because 
every  seaman  knew  that  some  ships  were 
much  safer  with  4  feet  than  others  were 
with  2  feet  of  deck-load. 

Mr.  WHITWELL  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  Retrace  steps  which  they  had 
BO  recently  taken  on  this  question. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  49;  Noes 
26:  Majority  23. 

"Page  12,  line  24,  leave  out  'under 
eighty  tons  register,' "  read  a  second 
time." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  JAmendment." — {Sir 
Charles  Add^rleij.) 

Mr.  T.  E.  smith  had  given  Notice 
of  a  Motion  to  disagree  from  the  Lords' 
Amendment  in  Clause  22,  excluding 
vessels  in  the  coasting  trade  from  the 
operation  of  the  clause  as  to  load-line ; 
but  he  refrained  from  proposing  it  be- 
cause the  Government  had  not  shown 
any  desire  to  meet  the  views  of  those 
who  difTered  from  them,  and  they  had 
obtained  their  majorities  by  the  votes  of 
their  Sui^portcrs,  who  had  not  heard  the 
arpmients  used  on  both  sides. 

Mr.  PIJMSOLL  said,  he  had  the 
same  Amendment  on  the  Paper  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tynemouth  (Mr.  T.  E. 
Smith),  and  ho  intended  to  take  a  divi- 
sion upon  it.  He,  therefore,  moved  that 
the  House  disagree  from  the  Lords' 
Amendment  in  page  12,  line  24,  and 
lines  38  and  39  in  Clause  22.  It  was 
a^eed  by  the  Government  that  it  yt aa 

Mr,  Norwood 


desirable  to  bring  TeeselB  above  a  <»- 
tain  tonnage  in  the  coasting  trade  under 
the  same  regulations  as  those  in  the 
foreign  trade.  He  should  like  to  hife 
a  load-line  fixed  by  independent  antho> 
rities.  He  regarded  this  as  an  Am^- 
ment  not  so  much  of  the  House  of  Lofds 
as  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

SiB  CHARLES  ADDERLEY  ml 
that  the  load-line  originally  adopted  vu 
for  foreign-going  ships,  but  on  the  Mo* 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  the  re- 
gulation was  made  applicable  to  coasting 
vessels  above  80  tons.  He  agreed  thit 
part  of  the  coasting  trade  oueht  to  be 
under  some  regulation  of  the  kind  pro- 
posed ;  but  the  clause  was  now  dnm 
so  as  to  be  applicable  only  to  foreiga- 
going  ships,  and  if  the  experiment  Bhodd 
turn  out  weU  he  woiild  take  steps  lor  iti 
extension.  

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
Q  CTEE  was  willing  to  consider  the  mate 
as  relating  to  the  coasting  trade,  but  k 
would  be  difficult,  if  not  impossiUe,  to 
arrange  it  now. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  moved  theadjoon- 
ment  of  the  Debate. 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  seooodBl 
the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoied, 
'^  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Edward  Jenkins.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCBE- 
QUEE  said,  he  would  consent  to  dii- 
agree  from  the  Lords  in  the  Amendment 
so  far  as  it  related  to  the  coasting  trade. 
Some  consequential  Amendment  must 
be  made,  or  the  clause  as  it  stood  wonld 
be  unintelligible. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdratcn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  negaiinL 

**Page  12,  line  26,  leave  out  'aH" 
the  next  Amendment,  agreed  to. 

''Page  12.  lines  38  and  39,  leave oot 
'  under  eighty  tons  register,'  "  the  next 
Amendment,  disagreed  to. 

Subsequent  Amendments  agreed  U. 

Committee  appfjiufed,  "  to  draw  up  ReJUODito 
ho  assipTied  to  llio  T.onls  fnr  disatfreeincr  to  tht 
Amomlmfnts  to  which  this  IIoiiso  hath  di»- 
a^Tood  :  " — Sir  Chaki.es  Aduerlky,  Mr.  Chiv 

CELLOR     of     tho     Ex(HE(irER,      Mr.      ATT015IT 

General,  Mr.  Bates,  Mr.  Plimsoll,  Mr. 
Eustace  Smith,  and  Sir  William  Ei>iio3i- 
STONE  : — To  withdraw  immediately  ;   Thrt*  t<' 
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would  seek  for  Bimilar  powers  to  tJiose 
now  asked  for,  and  if  tkey  did  be  did 
not  think  that  Parliament  could  offer 
much  objection.  He  objected  to  the 
measure  because  it  tied  the  handa  of  the 
oew  School  Board  absolutely,  and  would 
oblige  them  to  can^  out  operations  of  a 
very  large  and  expeneive  character.  That 
was  neither  fair  to  the  Board  nor  to  the 
ratepayers  of  London.  Most  of  the 
sites  in  question  were  removed  from  the 
centre  of  London,  although  they  were  in 
the  metropolitan  district.  But  there 
were  m.any  scattered  through  St.  Pancras, 
Marylebone,  Holbom,  Finsbury,  and 
other  ports,  and  the  expense  of  acquiring 
them  would  be  very  great  indeed.  He 
objected  to  the  passing  of  a  measure  of 
this  kind,  when  the  House  was  re- 
duced to  its  present  state  of  empty 
benches,  by  the  numerical  strength  of  the 
official  supporters  of  the  Qovernment. 
He  should  have  been  willing  to  make 
some  compromise  on  the  subject,  but  he 
understood  there  could  be  no  compro- 
mise. He  should  be  quite  wUling  to 
consent  to  the  present  School  Board 
going  on  with  the  sites  which  they  had 
acquired,  and  which  were  not  entirely 
new;  and  if  the  Bill  went  into  Com- 
mittee he  should  move  that  a  course  of 
that  kind  be  adopted.  But  he  felt  as- 
sured that  the  Bill  could  pass  as  well 
next  Session  as  now.  What  would  be 
said  by  the  supporters  of  the  Bill  he  did 
not  know ;  but  he  supposed  it  would  be 
said  that  the  measure  must  be  allowed 
to  pass  because  some  &oTemment  ofB- 
cials  had  agreed  to  it.  Well,  he  had 
perfect  confidence  in  the  noble  Ijord  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council ;  hut  he 
could  not  place  implicit  confidence  in  all 
the  officials  of  a  Government  Depart- 
ment, and  he  thought  they  had  a  right 
to  ask  the  Oovemment  not  to  press  such 
a,  Bill  as  this  in  a  House  which  had 
neither  the  time,  the  knowledge,  nor  the 
inclination  to  debate  it  at  the  length  it 
deserved. 


Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [9th  August], 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair"  (for  Committee  on  the  EUemen- 
tarj  Education  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (London)  Bill.) 

Qaeetion  again  proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

Me.  '.  BARING  (for  Lord  Feakcis 
Hxbyet)  moved,  "That  this  House  will, 
upon  this  day  two  months,  resolve  itself 
into  the  said  Committee."  The  hon. 
Member  complained  that  practicaUy  the 
House  was  placed  in  the  position  of  being 
asked  at  tbe  fag-end  of  a  Saturday 
sftemoon,  and  on  the  very  last  working 
day  of  tbe  Session,  to  pass  a  Bill  about 
vluch  they  had  not  he^d  a  word  of 
planation.  The  measure  was  a  very 
■hort  one,  no  doubt,  but  it  meant  a  good 
deal  in  its  very  few  lines.  It  was  a  Bill 
to  give  the  present  School  Board  for 
London,  whose  term  of  office  and  offi- 
cial life  would  terminate  in  November 
next,  compulsory  powers  to  purchase  56 
pieces  of  land,  containing  altogethe 
762,000  square  feet,  or  17^  acres,  all  ii 
Iiondon.  In  November  there  would 
oome  into  office  a  new  School  Board,  to 
whom  one  would  think  that  such  a  duty 
U  that  which  would  be  entailed  by  the 
Bill  would  be  much  more  naturally  left, 
He  bad  several  personal  friende  on  the 
Board,  and  he. thought,  when  the  House 
-was  able  to  take  a  reasonable  view  of 
the  work  the  London  School  Board  had 
done,  and  when  they  considered  their 
difficult  circumstances,  they  would  admit 
that  this  first  School  Board  had  Atmb 
difficult  work  and  done  it  well.  Thert 
was  one  fault  he  bad  to  find  with 
them,  however,  and  that  was  that  they 
hod  been  a  little  extravagant.  But 
it  was  not  until  we  had  built  our  first 
liouse  that  we  learnt  how  to  build  eco- 
nomically. It  might  fairly  be  expected 
from  another  School  Board  that  they 
would  avoid  all  the  extravagances — all 
the  well-meaning  extravagances  —  the 
present  Board  had  been  Ted  into.  It 
might  be  that  the  new  School  Board 

rOi.    aCXXXI.       [nilED  SEEIE9.J 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "That"  to  tbe  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  two 
months,  resolve  itself  into  the  said  Com- 
mittee,"   —   {Mr.    Saving,)  —  instead 


Sib  CHAELES  W,  DILKE  said,  he 
was  in  favour  of  the  measure,  e.nd.  V)«- 
lieved  it  would  "b©  carried.  >i"3  tt.TfiSci*mV^ 
2  Q 
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of  the  House.  The  hon.  Member  had 
said  that  there  had  been  no  time  to 
scrutinize  the  Bill,  but  he  would  remind 
him  that  it  had  been  scrutinized  by  the 
elected  representatives  of  the  ratepayers 
of  London,  and  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council*  8  connection  with  it  was  purely 
an  official  one.  When  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber argued  that  the  Bill  should  not  be 
carried  because  there  would  be  a  new 
School  Board  next  November,  he  should 
recollect  that  one  School  Board  carried 
on  the  work  of  its  predecessors.  Would 
the  hon.  Gentleman  contend  that  the 
House  ought  never  to  pass  a  Bill  re- 
lating to  a  borough  because  a  new  Town 
Council  would  be  elected  in  November 
next.  It  would  be  a  very  grievous  mis- 
take if  the  Bill  were  not  allowed  to  pass. 
True,  the  London  School  Board  had  been 
a  little  extravagant ;  but  that  fact  should 
not  be  allowed  to  interfere  with  the  pur- 
chase of  sites  of  this  kind.  A  great 
hardship  would  be  done  to  the  Metro- 
polis if  this  measure  were  not  allowed  to 
pass. 

VI8cou^T  SANDON  pointed  out  that 
the   second   reading    had  been  carried 
without  a  discussion,  but  that  was  an 
accident,  which  had  been  explained,  and 
was  one  which  the  Government  had  very 
much  regretted.     The  Government  had 
been  anxious  to  push  tho  matter  on  fur- 
ther;  but  the  hon.  Member's  Amend- 
ment had  kept  watch  over  tlie  Bill,  and 
at  late  hours  when  it  had  come  on  the 
Government  had  been  unable,  in  con- 
soquonoe,    to    make    progress    with   it. 
Again,  tlie  lamentable  illness  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Francis  Hervey)  had  made 
them  anxious  not  to  press  the  Bill  on 
one  or  two  occasions  when  it  might  have 
been  discussed  and  passed.    It  might  be 
well  to  mention  what  had  taken  place  in 
the    Education   Department    respecting 
the  sites  scheduled  in  this  Bill.      The 
London    School   Board   sent    the   usual 
Notice   to    the    Education    Department 
that    thoy    proposed    to    take    certain 
sites    for    schools,   for   which   they    re- 
quired  compulsory  powers.     The  Edu- 
cation Dopartuicnt  thereupon  sent  an  In- 
spector, who  wont  over  the  ground  and 
reported  to  tho  Lord  President  and  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  the  results  of  his 
survey.     Meanwhile  notice  was  given  in 
the  locality,  that  any  objections  could  be 
made    to    the    Education    Department. 


proposed,  and  the  g^ood  ones  were  ac- 
cepted and  the  bad  ones  rejected.    At  t 
matter  of  fact,  he  believed  he  might  uj, 
that  all  the  cases  to  which  locml  objcc^ 
tions  were  made  to  the  Department  ▼«• 
in  this  instance,  rejected.    The  eligiUitr 
of  these  sites  had,  therefore,  been  mA 
sifted  by  the  representatives  of  the  nts- 
payers  and  by  Her  Maj  esty's  Ch>YenuneiL 
As  to  the  numbers  of  these  sites,  the  Act 
was  that  the  London  School  Board  wsn 
not  providing  accommodation  for  neuAj 
the  number  of  children  for  whom  tfaflj 
ought  to  build,  so  that  if  the  Home  i«- 
fused  to  pass  the  Bill  the  Edncation  De- 
partment would  be  placed  in  a  Terr  1M^ 
plexing  position  as  regarded  the  ScdoqI 
Board.     If  the  Board,  through  the  re- 
jection of  this  measure,  failed  to  pro- 
vide for  the  proper  number  of  chiUrea, 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Departmeot 
to  send  them  a  requisition  calling  upoi 
them    to    build    for    possibly    two  or 
three  times  the  number  of  schools  con- 
tained in  this  Schedule.      Neither  the 
London  School  Board  nor  the  voluntaiy 
schools  had  hitherto  met  the  defidencr 
of  school  accommodation,  so  that  next 
year,  unless  tho  present  measure  paieed, 
the  Department  would  have  to  tell  the 
London  School  Board,  ''  You  must  build 
more  schools/'  and  their  answer  wooU 
then  be  that  Parliament  had  refused  to 
sanction   their  sites ;  and  yet  the  De- 
partment would  be  bound,   under  the 
Act,  to  order  them  to  build  for  all  the 
children  needing  school  accommodation, 
under  pain  of  being  declared  in  default. 
He  entreated  tho  hon.  Member  for  South 
Essex  to  remember  this,  and  also  to  con- 
sider that  the  passing  of  his  Amendment 
would  amount  to  a  vote  of  censure  upon 
the  London  School  Board.    He,  for  one. 
should  be  exceedingly  reluctant  to  see 
any  action  of  this  nature  taken  by  the 
House  just  before  the  School  Board  elec- 
tions were  coming  on.     In  the  interest, 
therefore,  of   the  children   of  London. 
the    Education    Department,    and   the 
School    Board   of   London,   he  trusted 
that,  after  this  explanation,  which  WM 
most    naturally    desired    by    his    hon. 
Friends,   the   Bill  which   had    received 
the  full  and  deliberate  sanction  of  the 
Government  would  now  be  allowed  to 
pass  through  Committee. 

'Mu.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  he  had  in- 
tended  to  move  an  Amendment  which, 


Ultimately,  the   Lord    President    went    amongst  other  things,  asked  for  infor- 
into  the  cases  of  every  one  of  tho  aitea  I  mation.     A  great  part  of  the  information 

Sir  Charles  TT.  Dilke 
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1m  touglit  had  been  given.  His  con- 
tention had  been  that  the  new  Board, 
which  was  to  be  elected  in  November, 
ought  not  to  be  fettered  by  the  action 
of  the  expiring  Board.  He  thought 
tiliere  might  with  advantage  be  omitted 
ftomthe  Bill  the  names  of  the  five  schools 
which  would  cost  £20,000  each,  and  he 
•dggested  that  cheaper  sites  should  be 
pmchased  for  the  future.  But  after  the 
ozplanations  which  had  been  g^ven  he 
wvmld.not  put  the  House  to  the  trouble 
of  a  Division. 

Mb.  CHAELEY  condemned  the  Bill 
as  being  entirely  at  variance  with  the 
principles  which  Conservative  Members 
fapported,  and  moved  the  Adjournment 
of  uie  Debate  on  the  ground  that  the 
measure  had  slipped  through  the  second 
reading  by  aoddent. 

[The  Motion  was  not  seconded.] 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion/' put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  eonndered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
f$rUdf  without  Amendment;  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

IKISH  PEERAGE  BILL.    [Lords.] 
[Bill  149.]     {Mr.  Gibson.) 

OOMHITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

On  Question,  ''  That  the  Preamble  be 
postponed?" 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  moved  that 
the  Chairman  report  Progress  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again.  The  reasons  which 
induced  him  to  make  that  Motion  were 
theae.  The  Bill  upon  which  they  had 
as  yet  had  no  discussion  whatever  was  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  law  concerning  the 
Peerage  of  Ireland,  and  it  also  pro- 
poaed  to  repeal  one  important  clause  of 
ue  Act  of  Union.  His  objection  to  its 
being  now  proceeded  with  was  this — 
that  it  was  one  of  the  most  serious  Acl;^ 
the  Legislature  could  undertake,  and 
there  was  not  time  for  this  House  to 
consider  it.  It  professed  on  the  face  of  it 
to  be  introduced  with  the  sanction  of 
tioth  Houses  of  the  Legislature  ;  but 
it  was  based  on  an  Address  to  the 
Grown  voted   by  the  other  House  of 


Parliament  only,  prayine  that  Her 
Majesty  would  be  eraciously  pleased  to 
place  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament  that 
portion  of  her  Prerogative  and  power 
which  enabled  her  to  create  Irish 
Peerages  now  and  in  the  future. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present, — Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  not  being  present, 

Mr.  Speaker  resumed  the  Chair: — 
House  counted,  and  40  Members  not 
being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock 

till  Monday. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday y  I ith  August y  1876. 


MINXTTES.]— Public  Bills— -^wcwrf  Beading-- 
Committee  negatived — Third  Heading — Chair- 
men's Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  ♦  (236)  ;  Nor- 
wich and  Boston  Corrupt  Voters  ♦  (234) ; 
Pensions  Commutation  Act  Amendment* 
(236). 

Third  Beading— Bow  Street  Police  Court  (Site)* 
(228);  Expiring  Laws  Continuance*  (229); 
Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland)  *  (222) ;  Legal  Prac- 
titioners *  (220) ;  Suez  Canal  (Shares)  *  (221) ; 
War  Department  and  Post  Office  (Remunera- 
tion, &c.)  *  (219) ;  Consolidated  Fund  (Ap- 
priation),*  and  passed. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  BILL. 

CONSIDEBATION  OF  COMMONS  AMENDMENTS 

TO  LORDS  AMENDMENTS. 

Commons  Amendments  to  Lords 
Amendments,  and  Commons  Beason  for 
disagreeing  to  certain  of  the  Amend- 
ments made  by  the  Lords  considered 
(according  to  Order). 

Amendments  and  Heason  read  as 
follows : — 

*'  Pago  12.  In  Clause  (A.)  added  by  the 
Lords,  line  4,  after  ("satisfied")  insert  ("by 
the  production  of  a  foreign  certificate  of  survey 
attested  by  a  British  consular  officer  at  the  port 
of  survey"). 

*'Line6.  After  ("and")  insert  ("are  satis- 
fied ")  and  at  the  end  of  the  clause  insert 
("  provided  that  Her  Majesty  may  by  Order  in 
Council  direct  that  this  section  shall  not  apply 
in  the  case  of  an  official  survey  at  any  foreign 
port  at  which  it  appears  to  Her  Majesty  tlmt 
corresponding  provisions  are  not  e^Ai^svA^  Na 
British  ships  "y 
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"  Page  13.  Line  5.  The  Gommons  propose 
to  restore  the  word  ("such")  omitted  by  the 
Lords. 

"Pago  14.  In  Clause  (C.)  added  by  the 
Lords,  line  1.  the  Commons  propose  to  leave  out 
("January")  and  insert  ("November"),  and 
in  line  2,  to  leave  out  ("seventy-seven")  and 
insert  ("seventy-six"). 

"  The  Commons  disagree  to  the  omission  of 
the  words  ("under  eighty  tons  register")  in 
page  12.  line  24.  and  lines  38.  and  39. 

"  Because  it  is  desirable  that  the  provisions 
relating  to  deck  and  load  lines  should  be 
made  applicable  to  coasting  vessels  above 
eighty  tons." 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Moved f  **  Not  to  insist  on  the  Amend- 
ments to  which  the  Commons  have  dis- 
agreed."— {The  Lord  President.) 

Question  put,  Whether  to  insist  on 
the  said  Amendments  ? 

Resolved  in  the  Negative. 

Moved,  **  In  lieu  thereof  to  insert  the 
following  Clause  as  a  consequential 
Amendment  after  Clause  23 : — 

"  With  respect  to  the  marking  of  a  load  line 
on  British  ships  employed  in  the  coasting  trade, 
the  following  provisions  shall  have  effect : 

"  (1.)  ITie  owner  of  every  British  ship  em- 
ployed in  the  coasting  trade  on  the  coasts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  (except  ships  under  eighty 
tons  register  eniplciyed  solely  in  that  trade) 
shall,  before  proceeding  to  soa  from  any  port, 
mark  upon  each  of  her  sides  amidsliips,  or  its 
near  thereto  as  is  jiracticable,  in  white  or  y(>llow 
on  a  dark  ground,  or  in  black  on  a  light  ground, 
a  circular  disc,  twelve  inches  in  diameter,  with 
a  horizontal  line  oifj:hteen  inches  in  length 
drawn  through  its  centre  : 

"  (2.)  The  centre  of  this  disc  shall  indicate 
the  maximum  load-line  in  wilt  water  to  which 
the  own(T  intends  to  load  the  ship  until  notice 
is  given  of  an  alteration : 

"  (3.)  He  sliall  also,  once  in  evpr>'  twelve 
months,  iuimediately  bt^fore  the  ship  proceeds  to 
BOiu  send  or  deliver  to  the  collector  or  other 
principal  otlicer  of  customs  of  the  port  of  regis- 
try of  tlie  ship,  a  statement  in  writing  ai  the 
distance  in  feet  and  inches  between  the  C(?ntre 
of  the  disc  and  the  upper  edg(i  of  each  of  the 
lint»s  indicating  the  position  of  the  ship's  decks 
which  is  above  that  centre  : 

"  (4.)  "^riio  owner,  Ix^fore  the  ship  proceeds  to 
sea  after  any  renewal  or  alteration  of  the  disc, 
shall  send  (»r  deliver  to  the  collector  or  other 
piincipal  oHicer  of  customs  of  the  port  of 
registiy  of  tlie  ship  notice  in  writing  of  such 
renewal  or  alteniti<in,  together  with  such  state- 
ment in  writing  as  before  mentioned  of  the  dis- 
tance between  the  centre  of  tlie  disc  and  tlie 
upper  edge  of  each  of  the  deck  lines : 

"  (o.)  If  default  is  made  in  sending  or  deliver- 
ing any  notice  or  Btatem(?nt  re(iuired  by  this 
section  to  bo  sent  or  delivered,  the  owntx  tihaiU. 
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be  liable  to  a  penalty  not  ezoeediBgoMfaa- 
dred  pounds : 

"  (6.)  When  a  ahip  has  been  maiM  m  %y 
this  section  rcquirca,  she  ahaO  be  kept  m 
marked  until  notice  ia  given  of  an  thaJ&M." 
—{The  Lord  President.) 

On  Question  ?  Resohed  in  the  Afrwh 
tive. 

Message  sent  to  the  House  of  Con* 
mons,  To  acquaint  them.  That  the  Loidi 
do  not  insist  upon  their  Amendmeoti  to 
which  the  Commons  disagree,  andagne 
to  the  Amendments  made  by  the  Oon- 
mons  to  the  Amendments  made  by  tk 
Lords  to  the  said  Bill,  with  a  oome- 
quential  Amendment,  to  which  they  de- 
sire the  concurrence  of  the  CommouL 

COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  BOU- 
^lANIA.— QUESTION. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  rose  to  ask,  TTbe- 
ther  a  document  which  has  recendj 
appeared  in  The  Morning  Pott  as  a  lete 
from  the  Foreign  Office  to  the  Secnteiy 
of  the  Manchester  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce is  authentic?  The  noble  Lnd 
said :  The  letter  must  have  appeared  ii 
the  first  week  of  August,  but  I  am  mC 
sure  on  what  day  as  it  was  commimi- 
cated  to  me  in  an  extract.  It  is  dated 
July  29th,  signed  Julian  Pauncefote. 
Its  substance  is,  if  I  interoret  it  co^ 
rectly,  that  the  Foreign  Office  are  pre- 
pared to  negotiate  directly  a  Commerciil 
Treaty  with  Eoumania,  in  imitation  of 
tlie  Austrian  example,  of  which  so  mudi 
was  heard  last  Session.  After  the  opi- 
nions I  have  ventured  to  express  upoo 
the  subject,  it  was  not  possible  for  me 
to  pass  the  statement  p<»rfectly  unqnes- 
tioned.  But  I  did  not  wish  ung^ardedh 
or  hastily  to  assume  it  to  be  genuine,  at 
it  has  not  appeared  in  any  Papers  given 
to  the  House.  The  Question  is  int^ided 
rather  to  elicit  facts  than  to  oonTer 
oblique  or  premature  reflection  on  the 
conduct  of  the  Foreign  Office.  Although 
the  letter  has  some  marks  of  authenti- 
city, it  sfteins  improbable  on  tlie  face  of 
it  that  the  Foreign  Office  should  de- 
cidedly abandon  the  ground  on  which 
they  stood  last  year ;  even  in  deference 
to  a  commei*cial  body  whoso  importance 
is  admitted.  It  seems  to  be  improbable 
that  even  if  a  market  was  endangered 
some  better  method  of  retaining  it  would 
not  have  been  arrived  at.  Even  if  t 
YTo\i\\iYloTY  duty  was  impending  from 
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JUDICIAL  BUSINESS  OF  THIS  HOUSE. 

ORDEB. 

Moved  by  the  Lord  Chancellor — 

*'To  resolve,  That  this  House  do  meet  on 
Tuesday  the  2l8t  of  November  next  for  the 
purpose  of  hearing  and  determining  Appeals 
and  Matters  connected  therewith,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  *The  Appellate  Jurisdiction 
Act,  1876/  " 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  ordered  accord- 
ingly. 

JUDICIAL  BUSINESS  OF  THIS  HOUSE. 
STANDING   ORDERS. 

Moved  by  the  Lord  Chancellor — 

"To  resolve,  That  the  following  Standing 
Orders  do  regulate  all  Appeals  presented  to  the 
House  on  and  after  the  1st  day  of  November 
1876: 
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Boumania,  one  wonld  think  the  diplo- 
matic mind  might  reach  a  better  counter 
jttoject  than  capitulation  on  a  principle 

00  recently  maintained  as  indispensable 
to  Treaties.  One  could  not  readily  as- 
anme  that  with  the  talents  and  resources 
trliich  the  Foreign  Office  is  well  known 
to  possess,  on  a  point  so  grave,  a  vassal 
Principality  should  be  able  to  checkmate 
them  by  any  menace  it  resorted  to.  I 
therefore  framed  the  Question  in  the 
way  in  which  I  put  it. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords,  I 
need  hardly  say,  in  answer  to  the  Ques- 
tion, that  the  document  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  refers  is  authentic  and  accu- 
rate in  its  terms.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  policy  which  has  been  raised, 
n  the  noble  Lord  had  been  acquainted 
with  all  the  facts  of  the  case  I  do  not 
think  he  would  have  taken  the  view 
which  he  appears  to  take.  He  has 
spoken  of  a  reversal  of  our  former 
policy  on  the  question,  but  there  really 
nas  been  nothing  of  the  kind.  What 
has  happened  is  this — When  the  discus- 
sion occurred  on  the  subject  of  a  Com- 
mercial Treaty  with  Roumania  last  year, 

1  said  all  along  that  upon  grounds 
of  policy  I  had  no  objection  to  the 
negotiation  of  such  a  Treaty,  but  that 
our  sole  objection  was  that,  according 
to  our  view  of  the  construction  placed 
upon  existing  Treaty  arrangements,  the 
Porte  had  a  right  to  object,  and  there- 
fore such  a  Treaty  ought  not  to  be  con- 
dluded  without  the  consent  of  the  Porte  ; 
and  I  say  the  same  now.  If  the  Porte  is 
willing,  however,  to  give  way,  I  see  now, 
as  I  saw  then,  in  point  of  policy  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  do  so,  nor  do  I  think 
that  any  injury  would  accrue  to  the 
Turkish  Empire  in  consequence.  Com- 
nmnications  have  passed  on  the  subject, 
and  the  result  is  that  while,  from  con- 
siderations which  I  need  not  enter  into, 
the  Porte  is  unwilling  to  make  any 
formal  or  official  change  in  the  relations 
between  it  and  Roumania,  yet,  seeing 
the  difficulties  of  the  case,  and  having 
been  either  imable  or  imwiUing  to  pre- 
vent other  Powers  from  negotiating  such 
Treaties,  the  Porte  has  waived  the  ob- 
jections which  it  entertained,  and  we 
understand  that  no  impediment  will  be 
raised  on  its  part  to  the  conclusion  of  a 
Treaty  of  this  kind.  That  removes  the 
only  obstacles  which  stood  in  the  way, 
and,  therefore,  negotiations  are  going 
on. 


"Standing  Order  I. 

"  Ordered,  that,  except  where  otherwise  pro- 
vided by  Statute,  no  petition  of  appeal  be  re- 
ceived by  this  House  unless  the  same  be  lodged 
in  the  Parliament  Office  for  presentation  to  the 
House  within  one  year  from  the  date  of  the  last 
decree,  order,  judgment,  or  interlocutor  ap- 
pealed from. 

"In  cases  in  which  the  person  entitled  to 
appeal  be  within  the  age  of  one  and  twenty 
years,  or  covert,  non  compos  mentis,  imprisoned, 
or  out  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  such  per- 
son may  be  at  liberty  to  present  his  appeal  to 
the  House,  provided  that  the  same  be  lodged  in 
the  Parliament  Office  within  one  year  next 
after  full  age,  discoverture,  coming  of  sound 
mind,  enlargement  out  of  prison,  or  coming 
into  Great  Britain  or  Ireland :  Bat  in  no  case 
shall  any  person  or  persons  be  allowed  a  longer 
time,  on  account  of  mere  absence,  to  present  an 
appeal,  than  five  years  from  the  date  of  the  last 
decree,  order,  judgment,  or  interlocutor  ap- 
pealed against. — [*  Applicable  to  all  Decreety  ^-c. 
pronounced  on  and  after  the  \st  day  of  November 
1876.] 

"  Standixo  Order  II. 

"Ordered,  that  all  petitions  of  appeal  be 
signed,  and  the  reasonableness  thereof  certified, 
by  two  counsel  who  shall  have  attended  as  coim- 
sel  in  the  court  below,  or  shall  purpose  attend- 
ing as  counsel  at  the  hearing  in  this  House. 

"Standing  Order  m. 

"  Ordered,  that  the  *  order  of  service  *  issued 
upon  the  presentation  of  an  appeal  for  service 
on  the  respondent  or  his  solicitor,  be  returned 
to  the  Parliament  Office,  together  with  an  affi- ' 
davit  of  due  service  entered  thereon,  within  tho 
time  limited  for  the  appellant  to  lodge  his 
printed  cases,  unless  within  that  period  all  the 
Respondents  shall  have  lodged  their  printed 
cases ;  in  default,  the  appeal  to  stand  dismissed. 

"Standing  Order  IV. 

"  Ordered,  in  all  appeals  that  the  Appellant  or 
Appellants  do  give  security  to  tb.e  CW\s.  <A  *Cienk> 
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in  person  or  by  substitute,  to  the  Queen  of  the 
penalty  of  five  hundred  pounds,  conditioned  to 
pay  to  the  Respondent  or  Respondents  all  such 
costs  as  may  be  ordered  to  bo  paid  by  the  House 
in  the  matter  of  the  appeal ;  and  further,  that 
the  Appellant  or  Appellants  do  procure  two 
sufficient  sureties,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Parliaments,  to  enter  into  a  joint 
and  several  bond  to  the  amount  of  two  hundred 
l)ounds,  or  do  pay  in  to  the  account  of  the  Fee 
Fund  of  the  House  of  Lords  the  siun  of  two 
himdred  pounds:  such  bond,  or  such  sura  of 
two  hundred  pounds,  to  be  subject  to  the  Order 
of  the  House  with  regard  to  the  costs  of  the 
appeal ;  Ordered,  that  within  one  week  after 
the  presentation  of  the  appeal  the  Appellant  or 
Appellants  do  pay  in  to  the  account  of  the  Fee 
Fund  of  the  House  of  Lords  the  said  sura  of 
two  hundred  pounds,  or  submit  to  the  Clerk  of 
the  Parliaments  the  names  of  the  sureties  pro- 
posed to  enter  into  the  said  bond ;  and,  in  the 
event  of  a  substitute  being  prox)08ed  to  enter 
into  the  said  recognizance,  the  name  of  such 
substitute ;  two  clear  days  previous  notice  of  the 
names  so  proposeil  for  bond  and  recognizance  to 
be  given  to  the  Solicitor  or  Agent  of  the  Re- 
spondent :  Ordered,  that  the  said  bond  and  the 
recognizance  (whether  entered  into  by  the  Ap- 
pellants or  by  a  substitute)  be  returned  to  the 
Parliament  Office  duly  executed  within  one  week 
from  the  date  of  the  issue  thereof  to  the  Soli- 
citor or  Agent  of  the  Appellant  or  Appellants. 
On  default  by  the  Appellant  or  Appellants  in 
complying  with  the  above  conditions,  the  appeal 
to  stand  dismissed. 

"Standing  Order  V. 

"  1.  Ordered,  that  in  English  appeals  the 
printed  cases  and  the  appendix  thereto  be  lodged 
in  the  Parliament  Office  within  six  weeks  from 
the  date  of  the  presentation  of  the  appeal  to  the 
House ;  in  Scotch  and  Irish  appeals,  within 
eight  weeks ;  and  the  appeal  set  down  for  hear- 
ing on  the  first  sitting  day  after  the  expiration 
of  those  respective  periods  (or  as  soon  before,  at 
the  oi)tiou  of  either  party,  as  all  the  printed 
cases  and  the  appendix  shall  have  been  lodged) ; 
on  default  by  the  AppeUant  the  appeal  to  stand 
dismissed. 

"2.  Ordered,  that  in  all  Appeals  from  Scot- 
hind  the  Appellant  alone?,  in  his  printed  case  or 
in  the  appendix  thereto,  shall  lay  before  this 
House  a  printed  copy  of  the  record  as  authenti- 
cated by  the  Lord  Ordinary ;  together  with  a 
supplement  containing  an  account,  without  ar- 
gument or  statement  of  other  facts,  of  the  fur- 
ther steps  which  have  been  taken  in  the  cause 
since  the  record  was  completed,  and  containing 
also  copi«s  of  the  interlocutors  or  parts  of  in- 
terlocutors coniplain(Kl  of;  and  each  party  shall 
in  their  cases  lay  before  the  House  a  copy  of  the 
case  presented  by  them  respectively  to  the 
(^'Ourt  of  Session,  if  any  such  case  was  presented 
then?,  witli  a  short  summary  of  any  additional 
reasons  upon  which  he  means  to  insist;  and  if 
there  shall  liave  been  no  ease  .presented  to  the 
Court  of  Session,  tlien  each  party  shall  set  forth 
in  his  case  the  reasons  upon  which  he  founds 
his  argument,  as  shortly  and  succinctly  as  pos- 
sible. 

**  3.  Ordered,  that  all  printed  cases  be  signed 
bv  one  or  more  counsel,  who  shall  have  attended 
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"Standixo  Obj)X&  VL 

Ordered,  that  all  cross  appeals  be  pwwBlwI 
to  the  House  within  the  period  aUovvd  \k 
Standing  Order  No.  V .  for  lodging  casa  m  tkv 
original  appeal. 

"Standino  Order  VIL 

"  Ordered,  with  regard  to  appeals  in  vbick 
the  periods  severally  dating  from  the  prfsfntitiot 
of  the  appeal  under  StandLing  Orders  Xoa  IIL 
TV.,  v.,  and  VI.  expire  during  the  reoMi  olthi 
House,  that  such  periods  be  extended  to  ihi 
third  sitting  day  oi  the  next  ensuing  mectiaf 
of  the  House. 

"Standing  Order  ATIL 

"  Ordered,  that  where  any  party  or  pntiei 
to  an  appeal  shall  die  pending  the  same,  nb- 
sequently  to  the  printed  cases  having  bNi 
lodged,  and  the  appeal  shall  be  revived  MpsaA 
his  or  her  representative  or  representatiT«iii 
the  person  or  persons  standing  in  the  pisoe  d 
the  person  or  persons  so  d\nng  as  aforenid,  a 
supplemental  case  shall  be  lodged  by  the  put? 
or  parties  so  reviving  the  same  respectirvh, 
stating  the  Order  or  Orders  respectively  mi^ 
by  the  House  in  such  case. 

*<The  like  rule  shall  be  obser\'ed  by  ihi 
Appellant  and  Respondent  respectively,  vbov 
any  person  or  persons,  party  or  parties  in  t]ie 
court  below,  have  been  omitted  to  be  midf  a 
party  or  parties  in  the  appeal  before  thii 
House,  and  shall,  by  leave  ox  the  House,  npoi 
petition  or  otherwise,  be  added  as  a  psitvar 
parties  to  the  said  Appeal  after  the  printed 
cases  in  such  appeal  shall  have  been  lodged. 

"Standing  Order  IX. 

"  Ordered,  that  when  any  petition  of  sp]K>l 
shall  be  presented  to  this  House  from  ut 
interlocutor}'  judgment  of  either  division  of  the 
Lords  of  Session  in  Scotland,  the  counsel  vW 
shall  sign  the  said  petition,  or  two  of  the  coun- 
sel for  the  party  or  parties  in  the  court  bf-Iow, 
shall  sign  a  certificate  or  declaration,  stating 
either  that  leave  was  given  by  that  di\'U«m 
of  the  Judges  pronouncing  such  int<Tlocut«»T 
judgment  to  the  Appellant  or  AppeUanti  to 
present  such  petition  of  appeal,  or  that  thcfe 
was  a  difference  of  opinion  amongst  the  jodps 
of  the  siiid  division  pronouncing  such  intcrlocn- 
tory  judgment. 

"  Staxdixg  Order  X. 

"  Ordered,  that  in  all  cases  in  which  thii 
House  shall  make  any  order  for  pa}'ment  •jI 
costs  by  any  i>arty  or  parties  in  any  cauK 
without  specifying  the  amount,  the  (."lerk  fi 
the  Parliam«^nts  or  Clerk  Assistant  shalL  npon 
the  application  of  either  party,  appoint  such 
person  as  he  shall  think  fit  to  tax  such  costs 
and  the  person  so  appointed  may  tax  and  as»r- 
tain  the  amount  thereof,  and  shall  rejx)rt  ih- 
same  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  or  Clerk 
Assistant :  And  it  is  further  Ordered,  that  the 
siinie  fees  shall  be  demanded  from  and  paid  by 
the  party  applying  for  such  taxation  for  and  in 
respect  thereof  as  are  now  or  shall  be  fixed  bv 
any  resolution  of  this  House  concerning  sucfi 
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moh  costs  may,  if  he  thinks  fit,  either  add  of 
deduct  the  whole  or  a  part  of  such  fees  at  the 
loot  of  his  report :  And  the  Clerk  of  the  Par- 
liaments or  Clerk  Assistant  may  give  a  certifi- 
oate  of  such  costs,  expressing  the  amount  so 
xeported  to  him  as  aforesaid ;  and  the  amount 
in  money  certified  by  him  in  such  certificate 
•hall  he  the  sum  to  be  demanded  and  paid  under 
or  by  virtue  of  such  order  as  aforesaid  for  pay- 
ment of  costs." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered^  That  the  said  Standing  Orders 
be  entered  on  the  Eollof  Standing  Orders 
of  this  House. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Orders  be 
printed  and  published,  to  the  end  all 
persons  concerned  may  the  better  take 
iiotiGe  of  the  same. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock,  till 
To-morrow,  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  I4th  August,  1876. 


MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Issued— /^or  Done- 
gal, r.  Thomas  Conolly,  esquire,  deceased. 

TJ^rd  Reading  —  Crossed  Cheques  [267J,  and 
putted, 

Witkdraum  —  Toll  Bridges  (River  Thames) 
{re^camm.)  *  [219]  ;  Parliamentary  and  Muni- 
cipal Registration  (Boroughs)  [re-cotnm.)  * 
[294]. 


The  House  met  at  half  after  Two  of 
tlie  dock. 

liAJBOURERS'  DAVELLINGS   (IRELAND). 

QUESTION. 

Me.  butt  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  advising  the  issue 
during  the  Kecess  of  a  Hoyal  Commis- 
siou  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  the 
dwellings  of  the  labouring  classes  in 
Ireland? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
Sir,  I  believe  that  during  the  last  few 
Tears  labourers*  dwellings  in  Ireland 
iiaye  been  greatly  and  generally  im- 
proved ;  but  I  fear  it  must  still  be  ad- 
jBiitted  that  their  condition  is  not  by  any 
means  what  could  be  desired.    I  have 


already  paid  some  attention  to  this  sub- 
ject, but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  much 
doubt  whether  I  could  recommend  to 
the  Government  any  proposals  for  legis- 
lation which  would  be  likely  to  have  any 
practical  effect  with  regard  to  it — un- 
less, perhaps,  by  some  change  in  the 
sanitaiy  laws  which  might  make  it  more 
easy  to  deal  with  dwellings  unfit  for 
human  habitation.  I  will  consider  this 
point  in  the  Kecess,  as  an  opportunity 
for  such  action  might  be  found  in  the 
Bill  to  consolidate  the  Public  Health 
Acts  which  I  hope  to  introduce  again 
next  Session ;  and  I  will  readily,  also, 
look  into  the  suggestion  on  the  subject 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
been  good  enough  to  make  in  his 
Question. 


PARLIAMENTARY  REPORTmO. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  asked.  Whether  the 
Government  will  take  into  consideration 
the  present  system  of  reporting,  for  the 
information  of  the  public,  the  debates 
and  proceedings  in  this  House ;  and, 
what  means  may  be  adopted  for  provid- 
ing full  reports  of  the  debates  as  well 
after  midnight  as  before  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  there  was  some 
little  inconvenience  in  saying  that  a 
subject  would  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion— that  seemed  to  imply  that  the  Go- 
vernment thought  that  some  plan  might 
be  adopted,  and  that  they  would  con- 
sider how  they  best  might  mature  such 
plan,  and  propose  it  to  Parliament. 
Looking  to  the  terms  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's Question,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  not  prepared  to  make 
any  promise  of  that  kind,  especially  as 
it  appeared  that  the  Question  had  refe- 
rence to  some  alteration,  he  supposed,  of 
the  present  system  of  reporting,  not  for 
the  advantage  of  the  House  in  particu- 
lar, but  for  the  information  of  the  pub- 
lic, which  rather  seemed  to  resolve  itself 
intx)  a  question  of  supply  and  demand. 
However,  the  matter  was  one  which  did 
involve  some  considerations  of  impor- 
tance, and,  therefore,  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  the  House  would  understand 
that  in  saying  what  he  did  he  was  not 
to  be  understood  as  sa3ring  more  than  he 
did ;  he  would  say  that  the  matter  was 
one  about  which  the  Government  '^q\]1<1 
think  duxing  Wv^  'B.qqq^. 
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Mr.  WHALLET  tlianked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  his  reply,  and  stated 
that  ho  would  call  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject oa  the  Motion  for  the  Adjournment 
of  the  nouse, 

HYDE  PAEK  CORNER.— QUESTION. 

Lord  ERNEST  BRUCE  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Escbequer,  in  the 
absence  of  the  First  Commisaioner  of 
Works,  not  yet  a  Member  of  the  HouBe, 
Whether,  after  the  repeated  offers  for 
the  last  three  years  of  the  late  Com- 
missioner to  carry  out  some  plan  to 
lessen  the  traffic,  during  the  jjondon 
season,  at  Hyde  Park  Comer  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public,  he  has  any  objec- 
tion to  give  an  assurance  that  the  whole 
subject  will  be  taken  into  the  serious 
consideration  of  Hor  Majesty's  Oovern- 
ment  before  the  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  of  the  importance  of  the  Question. 
It  was  one  which  involved  a  g;reat  deal 
of  difficulty,  but  it  clearly  required  con- 
sideration. He  had  already  been  in 
communication  with  the  present  First 
Commisaioner  of  Works  on  the  subject, 
and  could  assure  the  House  it  was  one 
which  would  obtain  immediate  con- 
sideration. 


Ms.  CHARLEY  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Covernment  Board,  Whe- 
ther it  is  his  intention  to  take  any  steps 
to  carry  out  the  views  expressed  in  the 
Report  of  Mr.  Power,  the  Commissioner 
ailpointed  by  the  Board  to  inquire  into 
the  origin  of  the  Eagley  Milk  Epidemic, 
thai— 

"  'nif  I'iisn  |ii)ints  to  tlio  urjTpnt  nPCPSfity  for 
rpjiiiliitii)n  niid  nrtequatp  niijiprvision  over  the 
Bimitarj-  circumalnncca  o£  dairy  farms." 

Mu.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  no  steps  could  be  taken  to  carry 
out  the  Tiows  quoted  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber without  fresh  legislation,  and  when 
the  Public  Health  Act  was  under  consi- 
deration last  year,  ho  gave  some  atten- 
tion to  t!ie  subject,  but  was  satislied  on 
inquiry  that  it  wns  too  difficult  a  matter 
to  be  properly  attended  to  in  that  Act. 
It  was  one,  however,  of  serious  impor- 
tance, and  should  have  his  attention 
during  tho  Eocoss. 


IM 


PIKENIX  PARK  (DUBLTSl— \rHTTE. 
FIELD   LODGE.— QUESnOS. 

Mb.  butt  asked  the  Secretair  to  [hi 
Treasury,  Whether  it  has  been  bmi^ 
under  the  notice  of  the  Lords  of  tin 
Treasury  that  an  offer  has  beenaocepud 
for  the  letting  of  Whitefield  Lodge.  ■ 
portion  of  the  Phoenix  Park,  for  ■  period 
of  seventy -five  years;  and,  whethndM 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  will  interfere  !• 
prevent  such  alienation  of  the  pmpenf 
of  the  Crown  being  completed  until  thtt 
House  has  an  opportanity  of  ex^swia; 
an  opinion  on  the  subject  ? 

Kb.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  uid, 
the  hon.  and  learned  G^eiitleiau  «H 
correct  in  saying  that  it  was  propowdte 
let  Whitefield  Lodge,  a  poiiion  of  tki 
Phoenix  Park,  for  a  term  of  75  yetn. 
Serious  objections  were,  however,  m- 
pressed  as  to  letting  public  propei^  be 
so  long  a  period  of  time,  and  as  he  (lit. 
Smith)  to  some  extent  concurred  thncii 
he  had  been  in  communication  with  hit 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secietu; 
"    ■      '    ■      regard   to  the  ioei 


for  Ireland   i 


diency  of  alienating  Crown  proper^  nr 

that  period. 

THE    DOGS    REGULATION     (IRELiS^ 
ACT,  1868— PETTY  SESSIOS3  GLEBES, 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'SHAXJGHNESSY  asked  ilw 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  with  refe- 
rence to  "The  DogsRegulation  (Ireland) 
Act,  1868,"  For  an  explanation  of  tha 
circumstances  which  led  to  the  incKiw 
of  the  remuneration  of  petty  sessiou 
clerks  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  dog 
tax  from  £4,968  0».  2-/.  in  1871  to 
£10,932  9«.  4d.  in  1875;  whether  it  is 
not  a  fact  that  in  1S75  £13,700  of  tin 
procec<ls  of  the  tax  went  in  expenses  of 
ailmiuititration  (including  salaries  and 
remuneration)  of  the  Act,  leaving 
£18,300  for  distribution  in  relief  of 
borough  or  county  rates ;  whether  ha 
will  inquire  into  the  possibility  of  re- 
ducing the  expenses  within  narrower 
timita ;  and  whether  the  registrar  under 
the  Act  holds  any  other  office  of  emolu- 
ment under  Qovernment  than  the  r^*- 
trarship ;  and,  if  so,  what  the  salary 
attached  to  such  office  amounts  to  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  in  1872  very  strong  representation! 
were  made  to  the  Qovemment  by  nearly 
aW  \.'q.o  WuiiW.  ct  ma.^ifitratca  through- 
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out  Ireland  pointing  out  the  inadequate 
•alaries  paid  to  clerks  of  petty  sessions 
under  the  Act  of  1858,  and  how  impossi- 
Ue  it  was  to  secure  the  services  of  com- 
petent clerks  for  such  salaries.  The 
clerks  of  petty  sessions  are  county  officers 
mppointed  by  the  magistrates  and  doing 
ooiinty  work.  The  counties  do  not  con- 
tribute any  portion  of  their  salaries, 
and  it  was,  under  these  circumstances, 
considered  a  fair  and  legitimate  applica- 
tion of  a  portion  of  the  money  received 
Ibr  the  registration  of  do^  (which  is 
collected  by  the  clerks,  and  imposes  on 
iheioi  very  heavy  additional  labour  and 
expense)  to  apply  it  to  the  increase  of 
iheir  remuneration.  The  amounts  given 
in  the  second  part  of  the  Question  are 
<»rrect ;  but  they  include,  in  addition  to 
the  remuneration  given  to  clerks  of  petty 
•eeaions,  the  very  considerable  expenses 
necessarily  incurred  under  Sections  11 
and  15  of  the  Act.  The  expenses  could 
not  be  reduced  except  by  reducing  the 
payments  to  the  clerks,  and  I  should  be 
Tory  sorry  to  make  such  a  proposal.  The 
reg^trar  under  the  Dogs  Begulation 
Act  (1865)  is  by  the  Act  made  to  be  the 
registrar  under  the  Petty  Sessions 
GLerks  Act  (1858)  and  the  Fines  Act 
(18,61),  and  a  third  of  his  salary  is  made 
chargeable  on  the  moneys  realized  under 
the  Dogs  Act. 

INSPECTORS  OF  FISHERIES  (IRELAND) 
—BYE-LAWS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  butt  (for  Mr.  O'Shaughnessy) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretarv  for  Ireland,  If 
he  can  state  the  circumstances  which  led 
to  the  delay  of  the  approval  of  the  Irish 
Privy  Council  of  the  two  bye-laws  here- 
inafter mentioned,  namely : — 

1.  Bye-law.  Skibbereen  District,  River 
Hen,  made  by  the  Inspectors  and  dated 
28th  February,  1874;  approved  by  the 
Privy  Council  27th  November,  1875 ; 

2.  Bye-law.  Watcrford  District,  made  by 
the  Inspectors  and  dated  17  th  April, 
1874 ;  approved  by  the  Privv  Council 
13th  January,  1876  J* 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  bye-laws  made  by  the  Irish  In- 
spectors of  Fisheries  are  not  approved 
by  the  Privy  Council  without  first  ob- 
tiuning  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  as  to  their  legality,  and 
until  opportunities  have  been  had  for 
their  consideration  by  a  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council^  which;  of  course,  can 


only  act  upon  a  reference  from  the  Privy 
Council.  With  regard  to  the  particular 
cases  named,  I  am  informed  that  the 
River  Hen  Bye-law,  made  by  the  In- 
spectors on  the  28th  of  February,  1874, 
was  not  received  in  the  Council  Office 
until  the  23rd  of  May,  1874,  as  the  legal 
formalities  as  to  posting  of  notices,  &c., 
which  the  Inspectors  have  to  go  through, 
necessarily  occupy  considerable  time.  It 
was  submitted  to  the  Privy  Council  on 
the  30th  of  June,  at  their  next  meeting 
after  its  receipt.  It  was  then  referred 
to  the  Law  Officers,  and  upon  its  return 
with  their  opinion  was  considered  by  the 
Committee  at  their  next  meeting  on  the 
20th  of  October.  The  Committee  re- 
ported in  its  favour,  and  it  was  approved 
by  the  Privy  Council  at  their  next  meet- 
ing, on  the  27th  of  November,  1874. 
With  respect  to  the  Waterford  District 
Bye-laws,  the  dates  are  as  follows: — 
Made  by  the  Inspectors,  April  17,  1874; 
lodged  in  Council  Office,  November  24  ; 
submitted  to  Privy  Council,  November 
27;  considered  by  Committee,  December 
23;  approved  by  Privy  Council,  January 
13,  1875.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  in 
both  these  cases  some  of  the  intervals, 
particularly  between  the  making  of  the 
bye-law  and  its  lodgment  in  the  Privy 
Council  Office,  appear  longer  than  I 
should  have  supposed  were  necessary.  I 
will  make  further  inquiry  into  the  mat- 
ter, with  a  view  of  preventing  unne- 
cessary delay  (if  any  has  occurred)  in  the 
future. 


H.M.S.    "MONARCH"    AND    THE 
I  "  RALEIGH."— QUESTION. 

Mb.  potter  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  can  state  to  the 
House  any  particulars  respecting  the 
reported  collision  between  Her  Majesty's 
Ships  *' Monarch"  and  **  Raleigh"  in 
the  fleet  now  stationed  at  Besika  Bay  ? 

Mb.  a.  EGERTON,  in  reply,  said, 
that  no  official  communication  had  been 
received  at  the  Admiralty  respecting  this 
collision  ;  but  a  private  letter  had  been 
received  which  stated  that  during  the 
cruise  of  the  Mediterranean  Fleet  the 
steam  steering-gear  of  the  Triumph 
broke,  and  that  the  Monarchy  in  avoiding 
that  ship,  fouled  the  Raleigh,  causing 
the  loss  of  one  boat  and  damage  to  the 
fore-yard  of  the  vessel.  The  matter  was 
being  inquired  into  by  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  on  t\iQ'ML^\,eXt^Ti^«S!L^\A^QrQL. 
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TURKEY— THE  LOANS  OF  1854  ANK 
1855.— QUESTION. 

Sib  CHAKLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  What 
is  the  present  position  of  negotiations  in 
reference  to  the  payment  of  interest  on 
the  Turkish  Loan  of  1855,  and  what  the 
consequent  position  of  the  Loon  of  1654  7 

Tub  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  he  had  nothings 
material  to  add  to  what  he  had  already 
stated  to  the  House,  but  he  would 
briefly  recapitulate  his  former  statement. 
On  the  let  August,  when  the  dividends 
were  duo  upon  the  Guaranteed  Loan  of 
1855,  the  Government  were  informed  by 
the  Bank  of  England  that  no  funds  had 
been  placed  in  their  hands  by  the  Tur- 
kish Government  which  were  applicable 
to  the  loan  upon  which  the  dividend  had 
then  to  be  paid.  The  Treasury  accord- 
ingly authorized  the  Bank  to  make  an 
advance  in  order  that  there  might  he  no 
delay  in  the  payment  of  the  coupons, 
and  he  communicated  with  the  Foreign 
Office  upon  the  subject.  He  stated  to 
tliat  office  that  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  British  Government,  in  the  event  of 
no  funds  being  provided  by  the  Turldsh 
Government,  to  make  good  out  of  the 
Exchequer  the  amount  which  had  been 
so  advanced  by  the  Bank  of  England, 
and  to  call  upon  the  Government  of 
France  to  make  good  one  moiety  of  the 
advance.  Steps  were  about  to  bo  taken 
for  that  purpose,  after  granting  a  suffi- 
cient interval  for  the  purpose  of  allowing 
the  Porte  to  put  the  Hank  in  funds ;  but 
while  those  communications  which  were 
noci'ssarj'  were  going  on  with  the  Porte 
and  the  French  Government,  a  Question 
was  put  to  him  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Excheijuer)  in  that  House  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  I^ongford  (Mr.  Erringtoa), 
nad  in  consequence  of  that  Question,  on 
his  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
asking  for  information  from  the  Bank  on 
the  subject,  an  intimation  was  received 
that  thero  were  in  the  Bank  of  England 
some  £60,000  on  account  of  the  Tribute 
Loan  of  1854,  and  also  an  amount  of 
£116,000  on  account  of  the  Tribute 
Ixian  of  1871.  Vndcr  these  tircum- 
Btances  the  Governmtnt  were  now  taking 
advice,  and  were  in  communication  with 
the  French  (juvi'rniuent  on  tlin  question 
as  to  whether  tlicy  should  make  any 
advance  from  the  Treasury  to  meet  the 
monov  nhifh  liad  been  so  advani.'eAbv 


the  Bonk.  Tha.t  was  the  state  of  dw 
facts,  and  to  them  he  had  notUsg  la 
add. 

METROPOLIS- ARTIZAKS  DWELU5G8 
ACT— LANCASHIRE  COUBT,  BOSD 

STREET.-QUESTION. 
Si»  H.  DRTJMMOND  WOLFF  mW 
the  President  of  the  Local  Goveinmot 
Board,  Whether  ho  will  a«certaiit  bn 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  tluir 
reason  for  neglecting  to  survey  Iam- 
shlre  Court,  Bond  Street,  which  wu  de- 
clared by  the  Medical  Officer  of  EeiliK 
of  St.  George's  Parish  in  Febniaiy  Iwt 
to  be  unfit  for  human  habitation;  ul 
whether  any  steps  will  be  taken  nndrr 
the  Artizans  Dwellings  Act  to  deal  will 
this  case  ? 

Ma.  AS8HET0N  CEOSS  (for  Kr. 
SoLAtEK  Boom),  in  reply,  said  hevmU 
communicate  with  Uie  Metropolilu 
Board  of  Works  on  the  subject.  H« 
might  add  that  it  was  their  intention  to 
decu,  he  did  not  know  whether  with  tlui 
particular  caae,  but  with  a  great  muv 
cases,  under  the  Artizans'  DwellingsAct 
in  the  course  of  the  year. 


POOR  LAW  (SCOTLAND).— QUESnOS. 

Mr.  hope  JOHNSTONE  asked  t!i( 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  tho  Government  in  the  ensuio; 
Session  to  re-introduce  the  provisiunf  lA 
the  Poor  Law  (Scotland)  Bill  in  regsrl 
W  medical  relief  and  the  appointmeEt 
.ind  emoluments  of  medical  officers? 

The  lord  ALVOCATE,  in  reply. 
said  it  was  tho  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  re-introduce  the  prori- 
sions  of  tho  Poor  Law  (Scotland)  Bill  u 
regarded  the  subject  mentioned  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member. 

IIETROPOLITAX   HOARD   OF   WOKK^ 

FINANCE.— QUESTION. 
Mr.  HAYTElt  asked  Mr.  ChaDceU<ff 
of  the  Eschequer,  Whether  he  will  cot- 
sider  during  the  Recess  the  propriety  of 
withdrawing  the  assent  of  the  Treasury 
to  the  moneys,  varying  from  one  to  tw) 
millions,  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  being  kept  at  the  London  and 
Westminster  Joint  Stock  Bank ;  anit. 
whether  ho  will  consider  the  question  of 
urging  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Worki 
to  place  them  in  the  Bank  of  England. 
W\u\4  Te5,Q.i;4  to  the   increase  of  the 
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balance  since  the  Treasury  was  asked  to 
sanction  the  original  deposit  made  under 
the  41st  section  of  the  32  and  33  Yic, 
cap.  102? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB,  in  reply,  said,  he  had  looked 
into  the  Act  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred,  and  he  did  not  think  it 
was  competent  under  the  provisions  of 
that  Act  for  the  Treasury  to  consider 
the  propriety  of  withdrawing  its  assent 
to  the  moneys  being  deposited  in  the 
bank  referred  to.  The  question  raised 
for  the  consideration  or  the  Treasury 
under  the  Act  was  simply  this — that  the 
Metropolitan  Board  should  pay  the 
moneys  they  received  under  the  Act  to  a 
bank  to  be  approved  of  by  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury.  A  formal  application  was 
made  by  the  Board  to  the  Treasury  to 
aanction  the  employment  of  the  London 
and  Westminster  Joint  Stock  Bank. 
That  assent  was  given,  and  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  Treasury  had  now,  under 
the  statute,  nothing  more  to  do  in  the 
matter.  It  was,  however,  a  question 
whether  it  was  not  desirable  that  the 
Treasury  should  be  withdrawn  by  some 
alteration  of  the  statute  from  any  con- 
nection with  any  particular  Bank,  be- 
cause it  did  not  appear  to  him  that  it 
was  altogether  a  convenient  position 
that  the  Metropolitan  Board  should 
have  the  apparent  sanction  of  the  Trea- 
smy  in  such  a  matter. 


Q^e9tum. 
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H.M.S.  "  THUNDEREK."— QUESTION. 

Me.  E.  J.  EEED  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  statement  in  **  The  Times  "  of  that 
day,  in  which  the  Coroner  who  is  con- 
ducting the  inquiry  into  the  **  Thun- 
derer explosion  is  represented  to  have 
said  that  the  assessor  prevented  him 
from  proceeding  to  take  evidence,  and, 
whether  it  is  true  that  an  assessor  has 
the  power  to  overrule  the  Coroner  in 
that  repect  and  to  cause  the  further  ad- 
journment of  the  inquest  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  seen  the  statement  referred 
to,  but  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
oonsulting  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  on  the  subject. 
He  had  no  doubt  himself,  however,  that 
the  sole  control  of  the  inquiry  was  in  the 
hands  of  the  Coroner. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  —  DRAINAGE  AND 
WATER  SUPPLY  OF  UPPINGHAM— 
RETURN  OF  THE  SCHOOL. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  WHITWELL  asked  the  Presi- 
dent  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
If  he  is  aware  whether  the  local  authori- 
ties of  Uppingham  have  taken  steps  to 
commence  the  drainage  works  sanctioned 
by  the  Local  Government  Board ;  whe- 
ther they  have  deferred  advertising  for 
tenders  for  the  work  till  the  operations 
for  the  water  supply  of  the  town  have 
been  provided  ;  whether  the  iown  is 
liable  for  the  costs  incurred  by  the  local 
authority  in  opposing  the  Water  Supply 
BiU,  or  by  further  procrastination  ;  and, 
whether  the  return  of  the  school  to  the 
town  has  been  postponed  thereby  till 
next  year;  and  what  steps  the  Local 
Government  Board  has  taken  to  enforce 
the  completion  of  the  sanitary  measures 
at  Uppingham  urgently  necessary  for 
checking  the  continued  loss  of  life  and 
injury  to  the  school  by  the  dangerous 
state  of  the  drains  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  postponement  of  the  re- 
turn of  pupils  to  this  school  was  not  due 
exclusively  to  the  non-completion  of 
drainage  works. 

GREECE— THE  ".AGRIGENTI"  AND  THE 
"HYLTON  CASTLE."— QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  T.  E.  Smith, 

Mr.  BOURKE  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  as  yet  aware  whether  the 
accused  would  be  tried  for  murder  or 
manslaughter.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  already  given  instructions  to 
our  Minister  at  Athens  not  only  to  watch 
the  case  narrowly,  but  to  take  care  that 
a  proper  means  of  defence  should  be 
given  to  the  captain. 

^lERCAXTILE  MARINE— THE  CASE  OF 
HORATIO  WALTERS.— QUESTION. 

Captain  PIM  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 
will  take  into  consideration  the  case  of 
Horatio  Walters,  late  master  of  the  ship 
**  Emily  Augusta,"  of  Liverpool,  now 
imdergoing  a  sentence  of  penal  servitude 
for  fifteen  years.  He  was  found  guilty 
of  manslaughter  in  November,  1874, 
several  of  the  crew  having  died  on  th^ 
passage  from  \^«  «^<d^<^&  ^xsl^X:^^  ^- 
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though  the  real  cause  of  death  was  never 
proved,  and  the  men  were  known  to  have 
been  shipped  in  a  badly  diseased  state. 
Horatio  Walters  brought  the  *' Emily 
Augusta  "  from  Akyab  to  England  with 
the  greatest  difficulty,  after  a  stormy 
voyage  of  nearly  six  months.  The  crew, 
thirty-three  in  number,  were  all  Lascars 
and  blacks,  the  mates,  one  a  German, 
the  other  a  naturalized  American ;  the 
only  Englishman,  besides  Horatio  Wal- 
ters, being  quite  a  lad.  It  was  neces- 
sary to  maintain  a  severe  discipline  under 
such  very  adverse  circumstances,  or  the 
ship  would  have  been  lost  more  than 
once ;  and,  if  satisfied  of  these  facts,  will 
the  right  honourable  Gentleman  take 
the  case  of  the  unfortimate  man  into 
consideration,  and  if  convinced  that 
justice  has  been  fully  vindicated  by  the 
penal  servitude  already  endured  by 
Horatio  Walters,  recommend  him  for  a 
pardon  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  hitherto  no  official  representa- 
tions had  been  made  to  the  Home  Office 
on  the  subject,  but  that  inquiries  would 
be  made. 


CROSSED   CHEQUES   BILL.      [Lords.'] 

[Bill  267.]     {yfr.  Attonicy  General.) 

TIIIKD   READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  said:  Sir, 
the  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  protect  the 
community  against  the  dangers  affect- 
ing crossed  cheques,  arising  from  dis- 
honesty in  tliieves  and  carelessness  in 
bankers ;  and  it  has  been  introduced  in 
response  to  the  dissatisfaction  occasioned 
by  the  decision  in  the  case  of  "  Smith  v. 
the  Union  Bank  of  London."  In  that 
case  a  cheque  of  £21  9^.  was  drawn  by 
!Mills  and  Co.  upon  the  Union  Bank  of 
London,  payable  to  Smith  or  his  order. 
Smith  received  the  cheque,  endorsed  it, 
and  crossed  it  *  *  London  and  County 
Bank."  Tlio  cheque  was  stolon  by  a 
thief,  whoso  transferee  paid  it  into  the 
London  and  Westminster  Bank  to  his 
own  credit.  The  London  and  West- 
minster Bank  improperly  presented  the 
cheque,  and  the  Union  Bank  improperly 
paid  it,  and  returned  it  to  Mills,  to  wkosvj 


debit  it  was  placed.  Mills,  poMOwiag  t 
genuine  acquittance  from  Smith,  ii 
satisfied ;  but  Smith,  not  having  receifvd 
the  amount,  claims  it  from  the  Unioi 
Bank,  who  paid  it  wrongfully.  The 
Court  of  Common  Pleas  negatived  Smxtii^i 
claim,  and  that  decision  was  iipon  appetl 
confirmed  by  the  Supreme  Conit  npot 
these  grounds: — 1st,  that  the  negoda* 
bility  of  the  cheque  was  not  restnined 
by  the  crossing;  2ndly,  that  the  cim- 
tomer  of  the  London  and  Westminster 
Bank  was  the  lawful  owner  of  the 
cheque ;  Srdly,  that  Smith  had  no  pm* 
perty  in  the  cheque;  and,  4thlv,  thtt 
Mills  and  Co.,  as  drawers,  were  aloM 
qualified  to  bring  an  action  upon  it  To 
amend  the  law  as  thus  expounded,  tht 
Bill  before  the  House  was  introduced; 
its  earlier  clauses  define  the  terms  nstd, 
and  in  the  7th  clause  it  recites  the  lawn 
already  expressed  in  the  Statute  Book; 
but  it  adds,  in  the  10th  clause,  the  need- 
ful enforcement  of  the  law  in  the  foDov- 
ing  terms : — 


"  Any  banker  payinp^  a  cheque  croaacd  %^ 
rally  otherwise  tiiaii  to  a  bftnkcr,  or  a  cheqM 
crossed  specially  otherwise  than  to  the  buk<T. 
to  whom  the  same  shall  be  crooned,  or  his  if^ 
for  collection,  being  a  banker,  shall  be  liablf  1a 
the  true  owner  of  the  cheque  for  any  \m  hfi 
may  sustain,  owing  to  the  cheque  ha^iiig  btcn 
so  paid." 

Up  to  that  point  I  think  the  Bill  is  per- 
fectly clear  and  satisfactory,  and  at  tha; 
point  I  should  have  been  satisfied  to 
stop.  I  had  introduced  a  Bill  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session  to  plt}Ti«ie 
that  bankers  should  not  with  impnmty 
neglect  the  instructions  upon  a  cheque; 
but  I  withdrew  my  own  Bill  in  conse- 
quence of  a  measure  having  been  intro- 
duced in  the  House  of  Lords  which  bad 
the  advantage  of  summing  up  the  whole 
law  into  one  statute,  and  of  making  t 
clear  exposition  as  to  what  was  here- 
after to  be  a  guide  to  commercial  men 
and  bankers.  The  author  of  the  Bill  in 
the  House  of  Lords  did  not  think  it 
sufficient  to  leave  the  declaration  of  th« 
law  in  that  particular  shape.  It  appe<in 
to  have  been  thought  necessary  to  at-fine 
who  was  the  **  true  owner  *'  of  a  cheque; 
and  that  attempt  no  doubt  may  have 
been  rendered  necessary  by  the  circum- 
stance that  in  the  judgment  dehveredin 
the  case  of  **  Smith  r.  the  Union  Bank.*' 
the  Court  declared  that  Smith,  the 
plaintiff,  could  not  maintain  an  action 
tor  the  cheque  stolen  fiom  him,  and  it  had 
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>«oognized  in  the  person  who  received  it  quer  Courts,  and  in  that  case  it  was 

from  the  thief  the   ''true   and  lawful  declared  that — ''a  crossed  cheque  pre- 

owner."     Therefore,  if  that  view  were  seated    with    the    crossing    obliterated 

accepted,  it  would  become  necessary  to  might  be  justifiably  paid  to  a  stranger." 

define  the  **  true  owner  "  referred  to  in  The  judgment  was  unimpeachable  as  to 

the  10th  chnise.     I  should  have  thought  the  point  of  law  which  it  decided,  but 

that  the  true  owner  would  have  been  ad-  the  language  of  the  judgment  went  far 

nutted  to  be  the  person  from  whom  the  beyond  the  particular  necessity  of  the 

cheque  was  stolen ;  but  the  decision  in  case,    and    the  learned  Judge  (Baron 

the  case  of  ''  Smith  v.  the  Union  Bank,"  Bramwell)  enimciated  a  dictum  of  a  most 

eeems  to  have  been  based  upon  the  one  important  character.     He  stated  on  that 

assumption,  that,  however  clear  the  in-  occasion — ''The    negotiability    of  the 

structions  given  to  the  banker  by  the  cheque  is  not  and  never  was  affected  by 

*     crossing,   "they  could  not  restrain  the  crossing ;"  and  he  added — "Itisimpos- 

negotiability  of  the  cheque,"  a  phrase  sible  to  make  the  crossing  a  part  of  the 

which  recognized  the  title  of  the .  actual  instrument  and  yet  preserve  its  nego- 

possessor,  and  I  anxiously  call  the  at-  tiability."     Baron  Bramwell  could  not 

tention  of  the  House  to  the  grounds  on  reconcile  the  negotiability  of  a  cheque 

which  the  negotiability  of  cheques  is  with  the  operative  power  of  the  crossing, 

assumed,  because — if,  as  I  think  it  can  but  what  was  the  action  taken  by  the 

be  shown — there  is  no  antecedent  neces-  mercantile  community  after  that  ruling 

sity  for  ascribing    the    especial  nego-  had  been  laid  down  ?    The  ohiter  dictum 

tiability  to  crossed   cheques,   then  the  of  Baron  Bramwell  led  to  the  immediate 

difficulty  felt  by  the  Court  in  the  case  to  introduction  of  a  Bill  into  this  House — a 

which  1  have  referred,  need  not  have  Bill  that  was  passed  into  law  in  the  same 

existed,  and  the  true  ownership  in  the  year,  1858.   Tliis  Act,  20  &  21  Fic^.  c.  79, 

cheque  might  easily  have  been  settled,  was  perfectly  clear  and  most  stringent 

r     The  oases  cited  in  the  Court  of  Appeal,  in  its  terms  with  regard  to  the  efficacy 

as    establishing    the    negotiability    of  of  crossing.     The  Act  declared — 
erossed  cheques  were  "  Bellamy  v,  Ma- 

joribanks,"  "  Carlvon  v,  Ireland,"  and       "  That  the  crossing  should  be  deemed  a  mate- 

it  Qi^^^^A^    «      rn««ir*«  >>     T    \^^^^   ««  rial  part  of  the  cheque,   and  that  no  banker 

•^Simmonds    t;     Taylor.       I    have  re-  s^ouldpay  a  cheque  croUed  *&  Co.'  except  to 

,.     lerrea  to  tne  Law  Keports,   and  i  tmd  a  banker ;  or  should  pay  a  cheque  crossed  to 

■     that    the    case    of    ''Bellamy    v.    Ma-  a  particular  banker  except  to  that  banker." 

>^    joribanks"   was  tried  as  far  back  as 

!"     1852 ;  its  purport  was  to  recover  from  As  between  the  assumed  negotiability 

"     Ck>atts  &  Co.   the  value   of  a  crossed  of  a  crossed  cheque  and  the  efficacy  of 

dieque  paid  over  the  counter,   and  in  the  crossing,  the  commercial  community 

the  judgment  it  was  laid  down  by  Baron  decided  in  favour  of  the  efficacy  of  the 

Parle—  crossing.     One  might  have  thought  that 

,.,^  ,  ,^  .        ,       ,  ,,    ^  the  fact  of  two  separate  Acts  having 

"That  the  crossing  of  a  cheque  payable  to  ,  nniwAd  in   orcfpr   to    noo-ative    the 

liearer  with  the  name  of  a  banker  does  not  re-  °®®P.   ?^^  i^  order   to   negative   tne 

stnin  the  negotiabUity  of  the  cheque  to  that  particular  attribute  of  negotiability  judi- 

iMmker.'*  cially  assigned  to  crossed  cheques  would 

-^-  i»../>ii  Tij»  have  been  sufficient;  but  the  judgment 

Ja  the  case  of      Carlyon  r.  Ireland,  ^  ^j^^  ^^^^  ^^  .<  g^^^^  ^    The  Union 

toed  in  January,   1866,  the  Judges  m  ^^^^  ^j  Lo^^^„  „   j^^^  exhibited   the 

the  Queen's    Bench    agreed    "that    a  ^^^^.^  ^^^  ^^^-^  ^^  t^^  ^^^  „f 

dieoue  payable  to  'bearer    was  nego-  Waf  traditions,    and    has  shown  that 

faable,  and  that  the  crossing  left  it  nego-  ^^l        ^^^^  ^^^^^j^^^  ^^  ^^^^^ 

■  t^*?^-  o«  "*  ""  1866  the  statute  19  &  20  ^^^/^  veneration  to  what  they  call  the 

Vut.  c  25,  was  passed  for  the  purpose  of  ..  „egotiabUity  of  cheques."    And  upon 

oorrecting  the  effect  of  those  particular  ^j^^f  authori^  is  this  quality  of  nego- 

deoisions,  and  It  enacted-  ^^^^^^^  j^    ^^^^^   ^^^^^^    ^^^^^ 

"That  a  cheque  which  was  crossed  either  in   the  judgment    delivered   by    Baron 

*k  Co.'  or  with  the  name  of  a  particular  bank  BramweU  in  *'  Smith  r.  The  Union  Bank 

should  only  be  paid  to  or  through  some  banker.  ^^  j^^^^^  ?  "     The  cases  -  Bellamy  r. 

Subsequently  to  the  passing  of  that  Act  Majoribanks,"  **Carlyont7. Ireland,"  and 

In  May,  1857,  the  case  of  **  Simmonds  v.  **  Simmonds  v.  Taylor,"    are  cited   as 

Taylor"  was  brought  before  the  Exche-  **  clearly  diomn^  \\i«.\.,  V<a»X«^^t  tsvk:^ 
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have  been  the  effect  of  a  crossing,  the 
negotiability  of  the  cheque  was  not 
thereby  restrained  " — that  is  to  say,  the 
decisions  delivered  in  1852  and  in  1856, 
and  corrected  by  legislation  in  1 856  and 
1858,  and  a,  dictum  enunciated  in  1858, 
and  specifically  corrected  by  legislation 
in  the  same  year,  are  cited  in  1 876  in  sup- 
port of  a  theory  which  has  been  repu- 
diated by  the  mercantile  community,  and 
again  and  again  discountenanced  by  sta- 
tute law.  And  what  is  the  force  and  mean- 
ing of  the  term?  When  cheques  are  called 
**  negotiable,"  we  must  remember  that 
the  word  is  one  of  very  doubtful  import 
as  applied  to  such  documents.  There 
are  cheques,  there  are  bank  notes,  and 
there  are  bills  of  exchange,  and  they 
have  all  been  called  **  negotiable,"  but 
they  are  severally  documents  of  entirely 
different  characters.  A  bank  note  is 
as  paper  money  a  part  of  the  circula- 
ting medium,  of  which  the  title  passes 
with  possession  from  hand  to  hand, 
a  bill  of  exchange  may  with  perfect 
accuracy  bo  described  as  a  *'  negotiable" 
document,  for  its  transfer  is  matter  of 
bargain,  in  which  interest  of  money  and 
period  of  maturity  are  elements  in  the 
negotiation ;  but  a  cheque  stands  be- 
,tween  the  two.  It  does  not,  like  a  bank 
note,  circulate  from  hand  to  hand  upon 
its  intrinsic  security,  nor  is  it  like  a  bill 
of  exchange,  negotiable  at  a  discount — 
it  is  a  document  which  only  passes  at  its 
value  from  the  drawer  to  the  payee,  the 
transfer  of  its  amount  being  its  sole  pur- 
pose. That  being  the  case,  it  is  gravely 
inaccurate  to  say  that  a  cheque  ought 
of  course  to  be  negotiable  like  a  bill  of 
exchange,  or  to  circulate  like  a  bank 
note,  when  in  its  nature  and  its  office  it 
is  essontiallv  different  from  both  the  one 
and  the  other.  The  judgment  in  *  *  Smith 
r.  the  Union  Bank  of  London"  concludes 
with  the  remark  that — 

"If  tlici  Htatuto  hud  meant  to  prevent  any 
person  from  becoming?  lawful  holder  of  a  crossed 
cheque,  unless  he  derived  tith.'  throup^h  lawful 
holders — this  ouj^ht  to  have  been  expressed;" 

and  a  Ic^arned  writer  (B),  in  a  letter  to 
J'he  Economist  oi  1st  January  last,  sug- 
gested these  words — 

"Any  person  taking  a  cheque  crossed  with  a 
banker  8  name  or  «.Sl  (-o.  in  transverse  lines,  shall 
have  no  better  titb*  to  it  than  the  person  of 
whom  he  took  it  had." 

Assuming  the  necessity  for  some  defini- 
tion  oi  the  **true  owner,"  this  clause 
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seems  well  fitted  for  its  puipoM,  ni 
it  appeared  in  the  Lord  Chaneeikf'i 
Bill,  out  with  the  substitution  of  ^ 
words  ''  crossed  specially  "  for  the  wort 
**  crossed."  The  word  "specially" 
struck  out  when  the  clause  mvt  canw 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Commit- 
tee, was  re-inserted  when  the  BOl 
came  again  unexpectedly  under  reti- 
sion  in  a  thin  House.  Not  one  tnm&i 
cheque  out  of  100  is  crossed  "  spedaDy.** 
The  cheques  used  in  payment  of  tlu 
dividends  of  the  public  funds,  of  the 
dividends  of  railway  companies  and 
others,  are  cheques  payable  to  "  order" 
and  crossed  "&  Co."  —  it  cannot  be 
otherwise.  The  Bank  of  England  and 
the  various  public  companies  know  the 
names  of  their  payees,  but  they  do  not 
the  bankers  of  those  payees — ^many  of 
whom  indeed  have  no  oanker — but  the 
system  pursued  has  been  found  con- 
venient, and  has  been  thought  to  be 
secure.  The  insecurity  disclosed  by  the 
judgment  in  Smith's  case,  it  has  been 
professedly  the  object  of  the  present  Bill 
to  remove ;  but  by  the  insertion  of  the 
word  **  specially"  in  the  12th  clause  the 
great  mass  of  crossed  cheques  are  de- 
prived even  of  the  protection  which 
earlier  statutes  were  supposed  to  give 
them,  for  in  accordance  with  the  legal 
axiom  ^^  exprefmio  unius  est  ercIu»io  eni* 
riu8^*  the  thief  barred  from  a  title  through 
possession  of  a  cheque  crossed  specia^, 
is  recognized  as  acquiring  a  title  through 
possession  of  a  cheque  crossed  genendlj. 
This  result  seems  a  remarkable  and 
highly  unsatisfactory  achievement  of  a 
Bill  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting crossed  cheques  from  loss  arising 
in  tlie  carelessness  of  bankers  and  the 
dishonesty  of  thieves.  Apprehenaioni 
have  been  expressed  that  the  busineei 
efi'ected  through  the  medium  of  crossed 
cheques,  passing  from  hand  to  hand, 
against  wliich,  when  once  paid,  value  is 
freely  given  without  the  fear  of  ulterior 
risk,  would  be  materially  obstructed  if 
invalidity  of  title  to  a  cheque,  or.  in 
other  words,  the  disrovery  that  it  had 
beon  stolen,  were  to  be  the  occasion  of  a 
call  for  restitution  from  the  receiver  of 
the  amount.  That  transactions  adjusted 
through  such  a  medium  take  place,  may 
be  admitted,  but  I  contend  that  it  is 
neither  necessary,  expedient,  nor  just, 
that  a  circulating  medium  of  crossed 
cheques  should  be  substituted  for  the 
le^al  currency  of  coin  or  bank  notes  in 
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■maU  transactions  or  for  the  use  of 
otheques  drawn  for  the  occasion  in  larger 
onee.  A  qualified  purchaser  can  have 
no  difficulty  in  proriding  a  legitimate 
means  of  payment.  No  public  advan- 
taffe  is  attained  by  prolonging  the  cir- 
eiuation  of  a  cheque,  while  every  days' 
delay  in  its  presentation  is  injurious  to 
the  drawer,  since  the  failure  of  the 
iMmker  on  whom  he  draws  would  leave 
the  intended  payment  unaccomplished. 
The  payee  whose  definitive  acquisi- 
tion of  its  amount  is  thus  post- 
S^ned  is  also  injuriously  affected  by 
e  deferred  satisfaction  of  a  cheque, 
and  no  one,  in  truth,  benefits  by  its 
circulation  except  the  banker,  who  re- 
tains its  amount  for  his  own  benefit. 
oontrary  to  the  interest  and  intention  of 
his  depositor.  This  benefit  is  no  legiti- 
mate banking  profit.  In  *  *  another  place ' ' 
an  eminent  lawyer  expounding  the 
Iiord  Chancellor's  Bill,  remarked — 


**  That  the  object  of  the  Cheque  Bank  was, 
tbatits  cheques  crossed  generally  should  pass 
over  the  counter  and  from  hand  to  hand  like 
aumey," 

and  he  deprecated  any  interference  with 
that  practice;  but,  Sir,  I  venture  to  assert 
that  this  practice  is  a  distinct  evasion  of 
the  Ourrency  Laws,  which  prohibit  the 
ereation  of  a  spurious  paper  currency  for 
private  advantage,  and  claim  the  right 
of  issuing  credit  notes  for  the  Crown 
alone  in  the  interest  of  the  community. 
I  commend  the  doctrine  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  on  this  subject  to  the  serious 
consideration  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
XSschequer.  There  may,  I  will  admit, 
be  inconvenience  in  a  sudden  change  of 
system,  even  though  it  be  a  mi^nifest 
miprovement,  and  I  have  already  inti- 
mated that  I  should  be  satisfied  if  the 
12th  clause  commenced  thus — '' A  person 
taking  a  crossed  cheque  'payable  to  order' 
shall  not  have,"  &c. — the  effect  of  this 
discrimination  would  be  to  leave  cheques 

Cyable  to  **  bearer  "  subject  to  the  free 
ndling  and  consequent  risks  which 
aow  affect  them,  but  it  would  secure  to 
the  drawer  of  the  cheque  to  **  order"  the 
power  of  effectually  indicating  that  the 
Older  for  the  transfer  of  a  given  sum 
from  himself  to  the  payee  should  be 
oonsommated  at  the  earliest  moment. 
This,  surely,  is  no  unreasonable  demand. 
A  crossed  cheque  to  ''order"  need  not  be 
stamped  with  the  words  * '  not  negotiable, ' ' 
itsoonstruction  ought  to  suffice  to  indicate 
its  proper  treatment.    It  may,  and  must 


in  some  cases,  as  heretofore,  find  persons 
ready  to  assist  the  payee,  and  become 
the  medium  through  whom  it  would  be 
realized,  but  it  would  be  taken  by  each 
intermediary,   including    the    receiving 
banker  in  dependence  upon  the  giver, 
whose  indorsement  should  furnish  a  ready 
resort  for  redress  in  case  of  theft  if  such 
occurred,  but  thefts  which  could  not  be 
utilized  would  quickly  cease.     My  pro- 
posal has  not,  however,  been  accepted 
oy  the  Government,  and  therefore  to 
return  to  this  Bill,  I  have  to  say  that 
Clause  12  is  at  variance  with  the  earlier 
part  of  the  Bill  and  with  itself.     The 
7th  and  10th  clauses  protect  all  crossed 
cheques ;    the    12th  clause    limits    its 
protection  to  cheques  crossed  specially. 
The  same  individual  who,  as  the  *'  per- 
son" taking  from  the  thief  the  stolen 
cheque,   is   in  the  first   paragraph   of 
the  12th  clause   declared    to  have  no 
title  to  the  cheque,  is  in  the  second  pa- 
ragraph, as  a  "  banker,"  absolved  from 
all  liability  to  the  true  owner  of  the 
cheque,  of  which  he  (the  banker)  has 
received  the  amount.    I  think,  there- 
fore, that  the  proper  course  would  be  this 
— either  to  let  the  whole  Bill  stand  over 
(as  the  matter  is  one  of  great  moment), 
or  to  let  the  first  1 1  clauses,  which  are 
perfectly  unimpeachable,  stand  by  them- 
selves and  become  law  ;  and  in  another 
year,  if  it  be  necessary,   the   measure 
that  is  now  passed  could  be   supple- 
mented.    On  these  grounds  I  have  to 
move  that  this  Bill  be  re-committed,  and 
if  is  re-committed,  I  shall  move  the  ex-  * 
elusion  of  the  12th  clause.     I  will  only 
add  one  word  in  conclusion.     I  hope  I 
shall  not  be  supposed  to  be  arguing  this 
question  with  a  feeling  adverse  to  the 
bankers.     It  would  be  absurd  for  me  to 
do  that.     I  have  for  many  years  myself 
been  connected  with  a  banking  institu- 
tion quite  as  important  as  any  repre- 
sented in  this  House,  I  mean  the  Bank 
of  England,  of  which  I  was  Governor  in 
1854,  when  the  Bill  passed  which  origi- 
nated the  use  of  **  cheques  to   order," 
and  it  was  upon  my  suggestion  that  the 
19th  section  was  inserted,  giving  a  pro- 
tection to  bankers,  without  which  they 
could  not  have  accepted  the  working  of 
such  cheques  at  aD.     But  deeply  as  I 
am  interested  in  the  Bank  of  England, 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  even  if  it 
incurred  any  risk  through  the  provisions 
which  I  advocate,  such  a  consideration 
would  never  induce  me  \ft  \.«)BLft  ^  wsva^^ 
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which  I  did  not  think  would  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  whole  community.  I 
have,  Sir,  only  now  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  re-committed. 

Mr.  E.  HUBBAED  seconded  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "now  read  the  third  time,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  word  **  re-committed." 
--{Mr,  J,  O.  Hubbard,) 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL,  in  op- 
posing the  Amendment,  said,  he  had  a 
compromise  to  propose  which  he  hoped 
would  meet  with  general  acceptance.  The 
necessity  for  that  Bill,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard)  stated, 
had  been  occasioned  by  reason  of  the 
decision  in  Smith  against  the  Union 
Bank  of  London.  A  cheque  in  that  case 
was  given  by  Mill  to  Smith,  or  rather 
was  made  payable  to  the  order  of  Smith, 
and  was  crossed  to  a  particular  banker. 
It  was  drawn  upon  the  Union  Bank  of 
London.  When  it  got  into  the  hands 
of  Smitli,  the  payee,  he  endorsed  it,  and 
it  became  payable  to  bearer  and  a  nego- 
tiable instrument.  It  was  then  stolen 
and  passed  through  various  hands  until 
it  came  into  the  hands  of  a  person  who 
gave  value  for  it  and  took  it  without 
notice,  and  who  was,  therefore,  entitled 
to  it.  It  was  presented,  not  to  the  Bank 
to  which  it  was  crossed,  but  to  the 
London  and  Westminster  Bank,  and  by 
an  error  on  the  part  of  the  Union  Bank 
of  London,  it  was  paid  to  the  London 
and  WoKtmiuster  ]:5ank.  Smith  then 
brought  his  action  against  the  Union 
Bank  of  London  because  it  had  disobeyed 
the  injunction  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 
by  paying  the  cheque  to  the  London  and 
Westminster  Bank  instead  of  to  the 
l^ank  to  which  it  was  crossed.  The 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  and  afterwards 
the  Court  of  Appeal,  decided  that  Smith, 
who  liad  lost  his  cheque,  could  not  recover 
against  the  T'^nion  Bank  of  London, 
because  if  that  Bank  had  not  paid  the 
choquo  to  the  London  and  Westminster 
l^ank  the  cheque  would  liave  been  in  the 
hands  of  a  person  who  had  a  title  to  it ; 
that  Smith,  therefore,  could  not  have 
got  it ;  and  that  thus,  though  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  had  been  disobeved, 
Smith  had  not  been  damnified.  That 
decision,  which  seemed  to  him  in  strict 
accordance  with  law,  gave  rise  to  much 
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alarm  among  the  oommercial  commTudtr. 
which  desir^  that  some  mode  Bhonldbe 
invented  by  which  a  cheque  should  be 
made  safe,  and  a  remedy  given  to  die 
person  from  whom  it  had  been  stolen  ii 
the  paying  bank  chose  to  disregard  tiie 
provisions  of  the  statute.     To  accomplish 
that  object  this  Bill  had  been  introdneed. 
But  it  was  also  desirable,  as  far  as  poe- 
sible,    to    avoid    interfering    with  the 
negotiability  of  cheques.     It  would  be 
most  disastrous  to  trade  if  within  kx 
years  somebody  could  come  down  on  i 
firm  which  had  received  a  cheque  as  » 
much  money,  and  had  applied  it  to  the 
benefit  of  a  customer,  and  require  them 
to  refund.    What  they  wanted  wu  i 
means  by  which  a   cheque   should  be 
secure  from  the  depredation  of  thiem 
and  from  the  carelessness  of  banken. 
He  therefore  proposed  to  re-commit  the 
Bill,  in  order  so  to  frame  the  12th  dame 
as  that  the    person    taking    a    cheque 
should  not  have  a  better  title  in  it,  cr 
be  capable  of  giving  to  another  penoa 
a  better  title  to  it  than  the  man  from 
whom  he  took  it,     and   to  make  that 
provision  applicable  to  a  cheque  croflMd 
generally  or  specially,  and    oearing  ia 
either  case  as  part  of  the  crossing  Ae 
words  '^  not  negotiable."     He  would  in 
such    cases    exempt    them     from  lia- 
bility, unless   they    should   be  proved 
to      have      acted      with       negligence. 
He    thought   that    what    he    proposed 
would  meet  the  views  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  and  of  those  who  desired  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  should  not  nn- 
necessarily  restrain  the  negotiabiUtr  of 
a  cheque.    Cheques  crossed  generally  or 
specially  ho  would  leave  as  they  were 
now.     If  that  proposal  would  meet  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
re-committal  of  the  Bill  would  be  as- 
sented to. 

Question,  **  That  the  words  'now read 
the  third  time,'  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion," put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
'  rc-committed '  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
he  was  opposed  to  undue  restrictions  on 
cheques  generally  crossed,  which  consti- 
tuted the  large  bulk  of  cheques.  He 
therefore  thought  that  Clause  12  should 
be  restored  to  its  original  form  by  leav- 
ing out  the  words  **  specially  crossed.*' 
V  It  would  be  an  injury  to  the  public  to 
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prerent  the  circulation  of  sucli  cheques 
and  to  compel  them  to  resort  to  bank- 
notes and  gold  in  lieu  of  them.  He  be- 
lieved the  words  suggested  would  remove 
all  difficulty,  and  he  therefore  trusted 
they  would  he  accepted,  and  the  omission 
of  the  12th  clause  resisted.  It  gave 
what  we  did  not  now  possess — a  form  of 
oheque  which  was  absolutely  protected; 
Jbr  at  present  a  cheque  specially 
€K088ed  was  not  so  protected.  We  should 
then  have  four  kinds  of  cheques — open, 
payable  to  bearer;  open,  payable  to 
order,  which  could  not  be  cashed  by  the 
wrong  person  without  his  committing 
fergery;  generally  crossed,  payable  to 
order,  which  must  be  paid  by  banker  to 
lianker;  and  crossed  specially,  in  which 
the  holders  would  have  no  more  right 
than  the  persons  from  whom  they  re- 
ceived them,  and  which  would  facilitate 
tiie  payment  of  large  sums  direct  to  the 
haiiKers  of  the  persons  entitled  to  the 
money. 

Mb.  EUSSELL  GUENEY  thought 
that  they  were  under  very  great  obliga- 
tion to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Hubbard)  for  bringing  the  subject  for- 
ward, and  he  trusted  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  accept  the  Amendment 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General,  for  it  would,  at  all  events, 
meet  the  greater  part,  if  not  aU,  of  his 
objection. 

The  LOED  MAYOE  (Mr.  Alderman 
Cotton)  said,  the  Bill  ought  to  be  more 
truthfully  described  as  a  Bankers*  Bill, 
its  main  object  being  their  protection ; 
indeed,  Clause  12  was  the  only  clause 
which  could  be  said  to  protect  the  public. 
The  argument  had  been  that  unless  the 
word  "specially"  were  in  Clause  12  it 
would  prevent  the  due  circulation  of 
idieques  crossed  ''and  Co.,"  but  that 
womd  not  be  so,  because  there  was  the 
fiudlity  of  crossing  cheques  paying  to 
b^urer.  Cheques  crossed  **and  Co" 
ought  not  to  be  taken  over  the  counter 
except  from  a  person  who  was  well 
known.  He  did  not  exactly  know 
what  was  meant  by  the  words  ''not 
negotiable,"  for  crossed  cheques  ought 
to  be  negotiable.  They  ought  to  be 
content  to  have  the  word  "specially" 
taken  out  of  the  clause,  and  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  consented 
to  the  omission  of  that  word  he,  and 
those  who  concurred  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend    the    Member    for  the  City  of 

VOL,  CCXXXL     [third  seuieb.] 


London,  would  be  perfectly  content  with 
the  Bill.  If  not,  however,  they  would 
prefer  that  the  Bill  should  stand  over 
until  next  Session. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  thought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General's 
words  were  rather  too  restrictive,  and 
suggested  the  words,  "  not  otherwise 
negotiable."  He  entirely  agreed  in 
the  opinions  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Hubbard). 

Mr.  MAETEN  thought  the  proposed 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  would  meet  the  object 
in  view,  which  was  to  protect  cheques 
against  thieves.  As  to  the  general  ques- 
tion of  negotiability  of  cheques,  he  had 
communicated  with  several  persons  of 
experience  in  the  country,  and  they 
agreed  in  thinking  that  as  to  many  parts 
of  the  country  it  would  be  most  uuad- 
visable  that  the  negotiability  of  cheques 
should  be  interfered  with,  except  by 
some  such  process  as  that  proposed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  was  willing  to  agree  that  the  Bill 
should  be  re-committed  for  the  purpose 
of  making  alterations  in  Clauses  4,  5, 
and  12,  and  would  move  accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment  to  add,  at  the  end, 
the  words  "in  respect  of  Clauses  4,  5, 
and  12." — {Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  said,  he  should 
have  preferred  the  re-commitment  of 
the  Bill  generally. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed  in  respect  of  Clauses  4, 
5,  and  12. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4  (General  and  special  cross- 
ings). 

The  attorney  GENERAL  moved, 
as  an  Amondmeiit,  \\i  '^«».^'b  \,\\\\si^\^ 
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to  insert  after  the  word  "banker'*  the 
words  "and  either  with  or  without  the 
words  *  not  negotiable.'  " 

The  LOED  MAYOE  (Mr.  Alderman 
Cotton)  wished  to  know  how  the  Amend- 
ment would  affect  Clause  12  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  he  wanted  Clause  12  to  apply  only 
to  cheques  crossed  specially  or  gene- 
rally, but  bearing  the  words  "  not  nego- 
tiable." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Crossing  after  issue). 

The  attorney  GENERAL  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  2,  after 
**  collection,"  to  insert  as  a  separate 
paragraph,  "where  a  cheque  is  crossed 
generally  or  specially  the  lawful  owner 
may  add  the  words  *  not  negotiable.'  " 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Title  of  holder  of  cheque 
crossed  specially). 

TuE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  3,  line  10, 
after  the  word  "cheque,"  to  insert  the 
words  "crossed  generally  or  specially, 
and  bearing  in  either  case  the  words 
*not  negotiable,' "  in  lieu  of  the  words 
"  crossed  generally  or  specially  to  him- 
self." 

lln.  BUTT  observed,  that  the  effect 
of  the  Amendment  would  be  to  exempt 
from  liability  a  careless  banker,  who, 
receiving  a  cheque  from  a  person  who 
had  st(>km  it,  collected  the  amount  and 
handed  it  over  to  the  thief. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  banker  would  rely  upon  the  re- 
spectability of  his  customer.  He  would 
only  collect  a  cheque  for  a  person  whom 
he  knew,  and  that  person  would  be 
liable,  as  he  ought  to  be,  in  the  case 
suf^Cgested  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend. 

8ru  JOSEPH  Ma^ENNA  said,  that 
if  the  banker  accounted  to  the  wrong 
perscm  he  oii^lit  to  be  held  responsible. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  if  he  had  two  cheques,  one  not 
crossed  and  the  other  crossed  in  the 
manner  contemplated  by  the  Amend- 
ment, and  that  he  brought  them  as  he 
would  do  to  his  bankers,  they  would  in 

2'he  Attorney  General 


due  course  collect  the  amounts  and  Imd 
them  over  or  place  them  to  hiB  credit, 
and,  having  done  all  that  they  ooold  ht 
reasonably  called  upon  to  do,  theyofogfat 
not  to  be  held  responsible. 

Mb.  J.  G.  HUBBABD  observed,  tbt 
if  one  of  the  two  cheques  had  b«ei 
stolen  and  came  into  the  hands  of  tin 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and  thronrii 
him  to  his  banker,  such  banker  oo^ 
to  be  primarily  liable  to  be  the  tnie 
owner  for  the  amount  of  the  Mm 
cheque. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  mi 
in  the  case  suggested,  the  trae  owmt 
would  have  his  remedy  as  against  hiB 
(the  Attorney  General),  and  if  he  bid 
received  the  stolen  cheque  from  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  then  the  remedv  would  1m 
against  both  of  them,  even  if  he  hW 
received  the  cheque  h<md  fide  from  til 
right  hon.  Friend. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  and, 
that  the  banker  would  know  his  €•!• 
tomer,  and  they  could  not  suppose  bi 
would  not  give  up  the  name. 

The  LORD  MAYOE  (Mr.  Aldsnno 
Cotton)  said,  the  banker  would  hafeao 
right  to  present  a  cheque  from  a  dise- 
putable  person,  and  if  the  cheqne  wot 
stolen  the  owner  could  fall  back  mwt 
the  customer  from  whom  the  banker  had 
collected  the  amount. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  Question,  ''That  the  clause,  u 
amended,  be  agreed  to?^^ 

Mr.  butt  suggested  the  propriety 
of  omitting  the  last  five  lines  of  th« 
clause.  He  said  that  the  clause  pro- 
vided that  a  person  who  took  a  cheqw 
marked  **not  negotiable,"  should  not 
have  or  be  capable  of  giving  a  better 
title  than  that  which  the  person  from 
whom  he  took  it  had ;  but  there  was  i 
further  provision,  which  he  thought  it 
would  be  desirable  to  omit.  It  was  to 
this  effect — that  a  banker  who  had  in 
good  faith  and  without  negligence  re- 
ceived payment  for  a  customer  of  snch 
a  cheque  should  not,  in  case  the  title  to 
the  cheque  should  prove  defective,  inenr 
any  liability  to  the  true  owner  of  the 
cheque  by  reason  only  of  having  received 
such  payment. 

Mr.  WHITWELL  advised  that  legis- 
lation on  tho  subject  should  be  suspended 
until  next  Session,  and  moved  to  report 
V  Progress. 


1S91    Phamix  Park  ilMUn)—    lAirooaT  14,  1876]         WhUtfiM  Lodgi.        1222 

,,        Thb  attorney  general  Baid, 
,    Aat  the  House  was  quite  competent  to 

4m1  with  the  matter  nt  once. 

The   deputy   CHAIRMAN   (Mr. 

W.  H.  Smith)  said,  he  muat  remind  the 

OoQUnittee  that  there  was  no  Amend- 

Sient  before  them. 


Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

House  rttumed. 

Bill  reported. 

HoHon  made,  and  Question,  "That 
flie  Bill,  as  amended,  be  considered," 
^^Jfr.  Attorney  General,) — put,  and 
mfrted  to. 

Mb.  BUTT  said,  that  he  did  not  see 
why,  if  they  made  every  other  person 
who  took  a  cheque  marked  "notnef^o- 
tiable "  answer  for  the  channel  from 
which  it  had  come,  they  should  stop  at 
tite  banker,  and  place  him  in  a  posi- 
tion of  non-resfMnsibUity  in  negotiating 
dieqaes  which  had  been  crossed.  He 
WDDid  therefore  move  that  the  last  para- 
graph of  the  clause  be  omitted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  8,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"had"  to  the  word  "payment,"  in 
line  13,  incluaive.— (J/r.  Butt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
iBKmosed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

8m  GEORGE  BOWTER  said,  the 
Iwnker  received  the  money  on  a  cheque 
for  a  customer,  and  therefore  the  custo- 
mer ought  to  be  held  liable. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QU£b  said,  that  the  matter  had  been 
argued  at  considerable  length,  and  was 
ripe  for  decision.  The  point  was  that 
the  banker  stood  in  a  different  position 
from  the  customers  inasmuch  as  he 
merely  received  the  money  for  his  custo- 
mer, who  certainly  ought  to  bear  the 
neponsibility  in  the  event  of  the  cheque 
having  been  improperly  obtained. 

Qaeetion  put. 

!the  House  divided: — Ayes  61 ;  Noes 
16:  Uajority  45. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pautd, 


MERCHANT  SHIPPING  BILL. 

LOEDS'  CONSEDUEHTUL  AMENDMENT. 

Mk.  SPEAKER  said,  that  the  Lords 
had  agreed  to  the  Amendments  in  this 
Bill  which  this  House  had  made  in  their 
Amendments,  and  did  not  insist  on  those 
to  which  this  House  had  disagreed,  but 
had  made  a  consequential  Amendment 
to  which  they  desired  the  concurrence  of 
this  House. 

Said  consequential  Amendment  read 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table. 

Sir  CHARLES  ADDERLET  moved 
that  the  House  agree  with  the  Lords  in 
the  said  Amendment.  The  new  clause 
ran  in  the  same  form  as  the  clause  re- 
lating to  foreign-going  vessels,  its  terms 
being  only  adapted  to  coasters. 

Mr.  T.  E.  smith  said,  the  clause 
appeared  to  him  to  he  suited  to  attain 
the  object  in  view. 

Mr.  PLIMSOLL  expressed  his  satis- 
faction that  the  penalty  attached  to  sub- 
merging a  vessel  below  the  load-hno 
would  be  applicable  to  coasters  as  well 
as  to  foreign-going  ships. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


ELEMEHTAHY  EDUCATION  BILL. 
CONSIDEEATION    OF    LOEDs'    AMENDMENTS. 

Lords'  Amendments  eoiuidered. 

Viscount  8AND0N,  in  moving  that 
the  Lords'  Amendments  be  agreed  to, 
explained  that  they  were  all  of  a 
simply  formal  and  verbal  character, 
and  did  not  involve  any  question  of 
principle. 

Mr.  WHALLET  took  occasion  to 
offer  his  humble  protest  against  the 
whole  Bill,  from  the  Preamble  to  the 
Schedules.  It  was  not  an  Education 
Bill,  and  it  was  in  no  sense  elementary. 

Mr.  speaker  called  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  Order,  observing  that  his  obser- 
vations were  not  relevant  to  the  specific 
Amendments  under  consideration. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PH(ENIX  PARK  (DUBLIN)  —  WHITE- 
FIELD  LODGE.— MOTION  FOR  PAPERS. 
Me.  BUTT  moved  for  Copies  of  any 
Correspondence  between  the  Lords  of 
the  Treoeuiy  and  t^«  QiwomuKkKi^isn  ciV 

2'B.I 


1223 


Prorogation  of 


[LORDS] 


the  ParliwmmL 
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Public  Works  in  Ireland  on  the  subject 
of  letting  Whitefield  Lodge,  Phoenix 
Park. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present— 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
said,  he  had  not  been  aware  that  it  had 
been  decided  to  let  Whitefield  Lodge  for 
so  long  a  term  as  75  years,  and  saw  no 
objection  to  the  production  of  the  Cor- 
respondence. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CJopies  ordered,  "of  any  Correspondence  be- 
tween the  Lords  of  the  TVeasury  and  the  Com- 
missioners of  Public'  Works  in  Ireland  on  the 
subject  of  letting  Whitefield  Lodge  in  the 
Phoenix  Park :  " 

*'  Of  any  Minutes  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  relating  thereto :  " 

**  Of  the  advertisement  offering  the'lands  for 
letting : " 

**  And,  of  any  proposals  made  for  the  taking 
of  the  house  and  lands." 


LAND  TENURE  (IRELAND). 

ADDBESS  FOB  A  BOTAL  COMMISSION. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  rose  to  call  "at- 
tention to  the  state  of  Land  Tenure  in 
Ireland,  and  to  move — 

"That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  prapng  that  She  may  be  graciously 
pleased  to  issue  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  and  report  upon  the  state  of  Land  Tenure 
in  Ireland  and  the  condition  of  the  occupiers  of 
land." 

The  question  was  a  most  important  one 
to  the  occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland,  who 
numbered  650,000,  and  amongst  whom 
there  was  but  one  opinion,  and  that  was 
that  the  present  state  of  the  question 
could  not  be  endured  by  them.  On  the 
other  hand,  it  was  said  by  the  landlords 
that  the  condition  of  the  occupiers  of 
land  under  them  in  Ireland  was  one  that 
they  ought  to  bo  satisfied  with,  and  such 
as  any  man  of  industry  might  reason- 
ably be  satisfied  with.  The  occupiers  of 
land,  on  their  part,  stated  that  they  had 
no  security  of  tenure  but  what  the  land- 
owners choose  to  give  them.  The  farmers 
complained  of  their  uncertainty  of  tenure, 
and  that  while  they  occupied  their  land 
at  a  fair  rent,  they  were  yet  in  a  state 
requiring  security  for  their  holdings, 
and  they  were  therefore  deeirou^  t\iat  a 

Mr.  Butt 


Eoyal  Commissioii  shotild  iasae  to  i 
quire  into  the  Land  Tenure  qnestiaB 
Lreland. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  wi 
not  present;    House  counted,  tod 
Memoers  not  being  present, 


House  acyonmed  at  ten 

after  Six  o*do( 
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Tuesday,  I5th  August,  1876. 


E 


MINUTES.]— ruBLic  BiLLft— J2oy«/  Atmti 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation}  [38 
40  Vict.  c.  60] ;  Exhausted  Buish  ha 
39  &  40  Vict.  c.  621;  Poor  Law  Amendme 
]39  &  40  Viet.  c.  61 J ;  Agricultural  HoUiB 
jland)  Act  (1875)  Amendment  [S9 
40  Vict.  c.  74]  ;  Police  (Expenses)  Act  Go 
tinuance  [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  64] ;  legtl  ?n 
titioners  [39  &  40  Viet.  c.  66] ;  Soei  On 
(Shares)  "39  &  40  Viet.  c.  67]  ;  War  Dcpn 
ment  and  Poet  OfiBce  (Remuneratko,  k 
[39  &  40  Vict.  c.  68] ;  Crossed  Cheques  [39 
40  Viet.  c.  81] ;  Juries  Procedure  (Iran 
39  &  40  Vict.  c.  78] ;  Notices  to  Quit  Oi 
[and)  [39  &  40  Viet.  c.  63] ;  Merchant  &' 
ping  [39  &  40  Viet.  c.  80]  ;  Elementarr  Ed 
cation  [39  &  40  Viet.  c.  79];  Pollution 
Rivers  [39  &  40  Viet.  c.  75] ;  Munidptl  P 
vileges  (Ireland)  [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  :( 
Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland)  [39  &  40  Ti 
c.  70] ;  Expiring  Laws  Continuance  [39 
40  Vict.  c.  69] ;  Cruelty  to  Animals  {39 
40  Vict.  c.  77] ;  Pensions  Oommutatioii  i 
Amendment  [39  &  40  Viet.  c.  73] ;  Chainne 
Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  [39  &  40  Viet,  c  71 
Norwich  and  Boston  Corrupt  Voters  [39 
40  Vict.  c.  721;  Tramways  (Ireland)  A 
Amendment  (Dublin)  [39  &  40  Vict,  c  61 
Erne  Lough  and  River  [39  &  40  Fi 
c.  ccxxxvii] ;  Ardglass  Harbour  [39  & 
Vict.  c.  ccxxxvi];  Bow  Street  PoUoe  On 
rSite)  [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  ccxxxviii];  L© 
Government  Board's  Pro>'i8ional  Orders  Co 
firmation  (Artizans  and  Labourers  DwelliBii 
[39  &  40  Vict.  c.  ccxxxv] ;  Elementary  Ed 
cation  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (Lc 
don)  [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  ccxxxix]. 


PROROGATION  OF  THE  PARLIAMENT 
HER  MAJESTY'S  SPEECH. 

The  PARLIAMENT  was  this  di 
prorogued  by  Commission. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  t. 
quainted  the  House  that  Her  Majest 
ll^.d.  b^^Ti  -^l^QAQd  to  ^rant  two  seren 


^ 
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Cbnmiiasioiis.  one  for  dedaring  Her 
Bojal  Assent  to  several  Acts  agreed 
iqpon  by  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
•ad  the  other  for  proroguing  the  Farlia- 
Sient : — And  the  Lords  Commissioners 
•— namely^  The  Lord  Chancellor  ;  The 
ILoRD  President  of  the  Council  (The 
Duke  of  Eichmond  and  Gbrdon) ;  The 
IiORD  Chamberlain  (The  Marquess  of 
Hertford) ;  The  Earl  of  Hardwicke  ; 
and  the  Earl  of  Bradford — being  in 
tiieir  Bobes,  and  seated  on  a  Form 
between  the  Throne  and  the  Woolsack ; 
and  the  Commons  being  come,  with  their 
Speaker,  and  the  Commission  to  that 
purpose  being  read,  the  Botal  Assent 
given  to  several  Bills. 


\- 


ip 


Then  The  LORD  CHANCELLOR 
JUUv&red  Her  Majesty's  Speech,  as 
fidlows: — 

'^  My  LordSf  and  Oentlemen^ 

*'  I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  release 
yoa  from  your  attendance  in  Parlia- 
Bient 

"My  relations  with  all  Foreign 
lowers  are  of  a  friendly  character) 
and  I  look  forward  confidently  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  good  understanding 
which  now  prevails. 

"  The  efforts  which,  in  common  with 
oCher  Powers,  I  have  made  to  bring 
•bout  a  settlement  of  the  differences 
unfortunately  existing  between  the 
Porte  and  its  Christian  subjects  in 
Bosnia  and  Herzegovina  have  hitherto 
been  unsuccessful,  and  the  conflict 
begun  in  those  Provinces  has  been  ex- 
pended to  Servia  and  Montenegro. 
Should  a  favourable  opportunity  pre- 
sent itself,  I  shall  be  ready,  in  concert 
mth  My  Allies,  to  offer  My  good 
offices  for  the  purpose  of  mediation  be- 
tween the  contending  parties ;  bearing 
m  mind  alike  the  duties  imposed  upon 
Ke  by  Treaty  obligations  and  those 
which  arise  from  considerations  of 
humanity  and  policy. 

**A  difference  has  arisen  between 
My   Government   and   that   of  the 


I 


United  States,  as  to  the  proper  con- 
struction of  that  Article  of  the  Treaty 
of  9th  August  1842,  which  relates 
to  the  mutual  surrender  of  persons 
accused  of  certain  offences.  The  in- 
conveniences to  both  countries  which 
would  follow  on  a  cessation  of  the 
practice  of  extradition  are  great  and 
obvious,  and  I  entertain  the  hope  that 
a  new  arrangement  may  soon  be 
arrived  at,  by  which  this  matter  may 
be  placed  on  a  satisfactory  footing. 

"I  am  deeply  thankful  that  My 
dear  Son,  the  Prince  of  Wales,  has 
returned  in  good  health  from  his 
lengthened  journey  through  India. 
His  presence  in  that  part  of  My  do- 
minions has  given  occasion  for  the 
expression  of  feelings  of  loyalty  and 
devotion  to  My  Throne  which  I  highly 
value. 

"In  pursuance  of  the  power  con- 
ferred upon  Me,  I  have,  by  Proclama- 
tion, assumed  the  title  of  Empress  of 
India.  In  making,  as  regards  India, 
this  addition  to  the  ancient  style  of 
My  Crown,  I  have  desired  to  record, 
on  an  occasion  of  peculiar  interest  to 
Me,  the  earnest  solicitude  which  I 
feel  for  the  happiness  of  My  Indian 
people. 

"  I  trust  that  peace  and  order  are 
re-established  in  the  Malay  Peninsula, 
and  that  the  Bulers  of  the  Native 
States  will  cheerfully  accept  the  re- 
conunendations  and  assistance  of  My 
officers  for  the  better  government  of 
their  territories. 

"The  visit  to  this  country  of  the 
President  of  the  Orange  Free  State 
has  resulted  in  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  the  long  controversy  which 
has  existed  with  reference  to  the  Pro- 
vince of  Griqua-Land,  and  an  im- 
portant advance  \^&a  >i!!Evw&  \fi)^\i  \£)S^<^ 
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towards  that  friendly  and  cordial  co- 
operation of  neighbouring  States  which 
is  essential  to  the  interests  of  South 
Africa. 

"  The  Conference  on  South  African 
affairs,  with  regard  to  which  Papers 
have  already  been  laid  before  you,  is 
now  sitting  in  London,  and  cannot 
fail  to  contribute  largely  to  the  settle- 
ment of  various  important  questions. 

"  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of 
Commons, 

"  I  thank  you  for  the  liberal  sup- 
plies which  you  have  voted  for  the 
public  service. 

"  The  additional  outlay  required  to 
place  My  army  and  navy  upon  a 
proper  footing  of  efficiency,  and  the 
check  which  has  been  given  to  the 
advance  of  the  revenue  by  the  com- 
parative stagnation  of  trade,  have 
compelled  me  to  propose  to  you  an 
increase  of  taxation.  I  desire  to  ac- 
knowledge the  readiness  with  which 
you  have  responded  to  that  appeal, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  assure  you 
that  no  effort  shall  be  wanting  to  keep 
the  expenditure  of  the  countiy  within 
the  bounds  of  moderation. 

"  I  notice  with  satisfaction  the  in- 
creasing attention  paid  by  you  to  the 
question  of  Local  Finance,  and  your 
greater  watchfulness  over  the  cost  of 
services  which  are  every  year  becoming 
more  important,  and  the  consideration 
of  which  ought  not  to  be  dissevered 
from  tliat  of  Imperial  expenditure. 

"  3Iy  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

^*  The  Act  which  you  have  passed 
for  the  amendment  of  the  Laws  re- 
lating to  Merchant  Shipping  will,  I 
trust,  promote  the  safety  of  our  ships 
and  seamen,  without   imposing  \m- 
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necessary  restrictionB  npon  fheoondod 
of  a  service  in  the  prosperity  of  "wtiA 
our  national  interests  are  in  aomaf 
ways  involved. 

"  The  measure  for  making  ba&m 
provision  respecting  the  El^nentaj 
Education  of  the  conntiy  is  one  of 
great  importance,  and  will  oonqikti 
the  work  on  which  successive  Paifii- 
ments  have  for  many  years  bea 
engaged,  by  securing  a  dae  attendanoe 
at  school  of  the  children  for  who* 
benefit  the  means  and  the  mschmeiy 
of  Education  have  been  so  lazgdf 
supplied. 

"  I  have  readily  given  My  assent  fo 
a  Bill  for  facilitating  the  BegoIiiiQi 
and  Improvement  of  ConmiODS,  anl 
for  making  such  amendments  in  tb 
Inclosure  Acts  as  will,  I  hope,  tend  h 
the  preservation  of  open  spaces  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  large  towns,  and  to 
the  increase  of  the  health  and  onnfort 
of  My  people. 

*^  The  serious  evils  arising  from  the 
Pollution  of  Kivers  have  long  been  the 
subject  of  public  complaint,  and  I  re- 
joice that  you  have  passed  a  measoR 
which,  by  checking  those  evils,  wiD 
improve  the  sanitary  condition  of  the 
country. 

"  I  have  observed  with  much  satis- 
faction the  arrangements  which  yoa 
have  made  for  maintaining  and  m- 
creasing  the  efficiency  of  the  Tribunal 
of  Ultimate  Appeal  for  the  United 
Kingdom,  by  which,  at  the  same  time, 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  My  Privy 
Council  and  My  Intermediate  Court 
of  Appeal  will  be  improved  and 
strengthened. 

"  I  anticipate  the  best  results  from 
the  Act  which  you  have  passed  pro- 
viding safeguards  against  painful  ex- 
^rimenta  upon  Living  AniTnalfl 


ASM 


^ekmi-^The 
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^'I  regret  that  pressure  of  other 
liQfliness  has  prevented  the  completion 

jonr  labours  upon  several  measures 
.cf  much  importance.  Among  these 
I  specially  notice  the  Bills  relating  to 
Ihe  Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge, to  the  Administration  of  Pri- 
^'sons,  and  to  the  Law  affecting  Mari- 
'time  Contracts.  I  trust,  however, 
^;  lliat  the  attention  which  you  have 
^iven  to  these  questions  in  the  past 
Session  may  facilitate  their  settlement 
in  the  next 

[■■  "In  bidding  you  farewell,  I  pray 

^  that  the  blessing  of  Providence  may 

^j  test  on  your  recent  labours,  and  ac- 

^  company  you  in  the  discharge  of  all 

•  your  duties." 
t 

Then  a  Commission  for  proroguing 
.  the  Parliament  was  read. 


After  which. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said— 

Jtfy  Lords,  and  Gentlemm, 

By  virtue  of  Her  Majesty's  Commis- 
flbn,  under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  and 
crfher  Lords  directed,  and  now  read,  we 
do,  in  Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in 
obedience  to  Her  Commands,  prorogue 
this  Parliament  to  Tuesday  the  thirty- 
first  day  of  October  next,  to  be  then 
Iiere  holden;  and  this  Parliament  is 
accordingly  prorogued  to  Tuesday  the 
thirty-first  day  of  October  next. 


F 
f 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday ,  Ibth  August,  1876. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Member  Sworn— Emile 
Algernon  Arthur  Keppell  Cowell  Stepney, 
eiqiiire,/>r  Carmarthen  Borough. 


The  House  met  at  half  after  One  of 
the  dock. 

SOUTH    KENSINGTON  MTJSETJEM— 
GRATUITIES  TO  THE  POLICE. 

QUESTION. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  gratuities  to  the  Police  doing  duty 
at  the  South  Kensington  Museum  are 
less  than  those  received  hy  the  consta- 
hles  at  the  National  Gallery,  British 
Museum,  and  India  Museum ;  and,  whe- 
ther a  suggestion  to  equalize  them  has 
been  made  oy  the  Education  Department 
to  the  Treasury  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  said, 
that  it  was  true  that  the  gratuities  to  the 
police  on  duty  at  South  Kensington  Mu- 
seum were  less  than  those  which  were 
received  at  some  other  public  institu- 
tions. A  suggestion  on  the  subject  had 
been  made  by  the  Education  Depart- 
ment to  the  Treasury  to  have  those 
gratuities  equalized;  but  it  had  been 
pointed  out  that  the  matter  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Police. 

IRELAND— THE  CORPORATION  OF 
DUBLIN.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  Whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  Ireland  have 
taken  any  steps  to  compel  the  Public 
Health  Committee  of  the  Corporation  of 
Dublin  to  co-operate  with  the  Sanitary 
Board  of  the  North  Dublin  Union  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  much- 
needed  sewerage  of  Drumandra,  already 
strongly  recommended  by  the  Local  Go- 
yemment  Board  to  the  Sanitary  Com- 
mittee of  the  North  Dublin  Union  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
was  not  aware  that  this  Question  would 
be  asked  until  I  saw  it  on  the  Notice 
Paper  this  morning,  and  consequently  I 
am  not  in  a  position  to  give  that  definite 
information  in  reply  to  it  without  which 
any  answer  might  be  only  misleading. 
But  I  should  hope  that  the  sanitary 
authority  of  the  City  of  Dublin  would  be 
disposed  without  compulsion  on  the  part 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  to  afford 
to  their  neighbours  any  aid  in  such  a 
matter  as  this  which  the  law  may  re- 
quire, so  far  as  it  is  possible  for  them  to 
do  80. 
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COiyrMON  PLEAS  (IRELAND)— 

RESIGNATION  OF  CHIEF  JUSTICE. 

MOTION  FOR  A  PAPEE. 

Mr.  butt,  in  moving  for  a  .Copy  of 
the  Letter  of  Eesignation  of  the  late 
Lord    Chief   Justice    of   the    Common 
Pleas,  Ireland,  said,   his    intention    in 
making  that  Motion   was    to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land to  the  fact  that  a  vacancy  had  been 
created  in  the  Court  by  the  elevation  of 
Chief  Justice  Morris  to  the  Chief  Jus- 
ticeship, and  that  that  vacancy  had  not 
been  filled  up.     It  was  not  his  intention 
to  go  into  the  general  question  of  the 
reduction  of  the  number  of  Judges  in 
Ireland,  which,  he  believed,  was  con- 
templated by  the  Judicature  Bill,  and 
was  urged  by  certain  parties.  He  would 
only  say  he  was  himself  opposed  to  that ; 
but  if  it  was  to  take  place,  he  certainly 
considered  that  it  was  not  in  the  Court 
of   Common   Pleas  that  this  reduction 
should  be  made.  He  thought  so  because 
it  was  that  Court  that  had  the  trial  of 
Election    Petitions,   and    that   for  that 
reason  it  should  have  its  full  comple- 
ment of  Judges.     This  was  not  a  matter 
of  mere  speculation.     Immediately  after 
the  last  Election  a  Petition  was  lodged 
against   the   return  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Dr.  G'Loary)  for  the  borough  of  Drog- 
hoda.  The  Judge  wlio  tried  the  Petition 
tliought  the  case  so  important  that  he 
reserved   it  for  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  to  determine  how  far  the  irregu- 
larities alleged  to  have  taken  place  in 
the    mode    of     conducting    the    Ballot 
vitiated  the  return.     The  Court  of  Com- 
mon Pleas  was  divided  on  the  question. 
Chief  Justice  Monahan  and  Mr.  Justice 
^lorris   were  of  opinion   that   they   did 
not  vitiate  the  election,  and  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson  and  Mr,  Justice  Keogh  thought 
they  did.    The  Court  being  tlius  equally 
divided,  the   question  was   left   to    Mr. 
Justice  Barry,  who  originally  heard  the 
case,  and  ho,  after  reviewing  the  whole 
proceeding,  decided  that  his  hon.  Friend 
(Dr.    O'Leary)    was    properly    elected. 
Had,    however,    the   Court  of  Common 
Pleas    been    constituted   as     it   was   at 
present,  with  three  Judges,  the  majority 
would  liave  carried  the  point  against  the 
third  Judge,  and  his  hon.  Friend  now 
sitting  for  the  borough  he  represented, 
and  proposed  sitting  for  it,  would  have 
been  unseated.     Ho  thought  tlio  leeonv- 


mendation  made  last  year  on  ilui  Mb- 
ject  would  be  acted  upon,  and  that  At 
vacancy  should  be  filled  up. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propond, 

"  That  there  be  laid  before  this  H<niM,iC«|T 
of  the  Letter  of  Resignation  of  the  late  loit 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas,  IrelinL**-. 
{Mr.  Butt.) 

Sib    MICHAEL    HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  this  was  hardly   a   matter  npai 
which  he  could  give  the  hon.  and  lenM 
Gentleman  any  definite   reply,  as  tb 
appointment  of  the  Judges  in  IrdtBl 
rested  not  with  himself,   but  with  Hs 
Majesty,  acting  on  the  advice  of  the  Go- 
vernment.   He  did  not  precisely  gt^ 
from    the    remarks   of    the    hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  what  his  point  mi; 
but  he  thought   his  object  in  caDiig 
attention  to  the  subject  was  to  obtiii 
a  promise  from  the  Govemment  that 
the  vacancy  would  not  be  allowed  to 
continue  beyond  a  certain  period.    Tk 
circumstances  of  the  case  would  be  fredi 
in  the  recollection  of  the  Hoose.    'bf 
the  Irish  Judicature  Bill  it  was  propoMd 
to  deal  with  the  number  of  Judges  i& 
Ireland.     They  had    hoped    that  that 
measure  would  have   become  law  this 
Session.     That,  unfortunately,  had  nol 
been  tho  caso,  and  perhaps  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  could  explain  aswdl 
as  anybody  else  why  the  Bill  had  not 
passed  ?    However,   though   that  good 
fortune  had  not  attended  it  this  year,  he 
hoped  it  would  next  year.     The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  in  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  matter  referred  to  the  duty 
imposed  on  the  Court  of  Common  Pleaa 
of  trying  Election  Petitions.     That  waa 
undoubtedly  a  duty  in  addition  to  the 
ordinary  work   of  the  Court,  and  one 
which  it  might  bo  called  upon  to  per- 
form at  any  period  of  the  year ;  but  it 
was   obvious  that  that  duty  was  one  of 
comparatively  less   importance    at   the 
present  time  than  it  would  be  if  there 
was   any   early   prospect   of   a  General 
Election.     He  confessed  that  he  failed 
to     see     from     tlio     circumstances    to 
which  tho  lion,  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  called  attention  any  special  reason 
for  filling  up  the  vacancy  immediately. 
Altliough  the  Court  was  not   up  to  its 
full  strength  it  was  composed  of  most 
able    and    most   fearless    men.     Their 
ability,  indeed,  was  such   as   to  entitle 
them    in    an    eminent   degree    to   the 
keou^^^Tic-ci   q1  l\ia   Ii\&\3l  igubUc^   and 
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pJMi  belieyed  the  general  opinion  of  them 
ini  Ireland  would   be  that   they  were 
ong   the  most  competent    members 
\iBif  the  Irish  judicial  bench.     He  quite 
jftdmitted  that,  owing  to  the  failure  of 
ittke  passing  of   the  Bill  to  which  he 
Jkmd  referred,  it  was  unfortunate  that  the 
^€36urt  must  remain  for  some  time  longer 
jfthom  of  its  full    strength.     He  only 
Olmsted  that  hon.  Members  now  repre- 
^^Mnting  Irish  constituencies  would  be 
j^fcirtanate  enough  to  retain  their  seats 
^jiuring  the  autumn  and  the  winter,  and 
Ast  tne  Court  would  thus  be  not  cialled 
upon  to  perform  any  extra  work  of  the 
^  land  they  had  been  considering.     He 
;  teuated  they  might  be  able  early  next 
lion  to  give  to  the  subject  the  atten- 
^  lion  which  its  importance  merited,  so 
tiiat  the  present  anomaly  might  not  be 
oontinuea  too  long. 

8iB  JOSEPH  M'KENNA :  Am  I  to 

I:  understand  from  the   statement  of  the 

light  hon.  Baronet  that  it  is  the  intention 

'  €ifthe  Gbyemment  to  keep  the  Judgeship 

Tacant  until  next  Session  ? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  I 
IdUeye,  so  far  as  I  knpw,  that  is  the  in- 
tention. 

Dr.  ward  said,  he  believed  the 
general  opinion  entertained  in  Ireland 
with  regard  to  the  Judges  was  very  diflPer- 
ent  from  that  which  had  been  expressed 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  On  tne  con- 
trary, it  was  notorious  that,  from  what- 
ever circumstances,  many  of  the  Judges 
were  utterly  without  the  confidence  of 
flie  general  bulk  of  the  population.  He 
referred  in  particular  to  Mr.  Justice 
Keogh  and  Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  the  dis- 
tmst  in  whom  arose  from  the  very  cir- 
cumstances they  had  been  discussing — 
I  namely,  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions. 
For  those  Judges,  not  content  with  pro- 
nouncing their  judgments,  entered  into 
tirades  against  those  they  had  decided 
ag^nst,  tirades  involving  large  social 
and  religious  questions,  and  they  had 
thereby  stripped  themselves  of  the  con- 
l    fidence  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  CALTjAN  shared  most  fully  in 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  as  to  the  statement  made 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  It 
Borprised  him  very  much  that  a  states- 
man generally  so  discreet  should  have 
made  an  assertion  so  rash  and  incon- 
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siderate.  The  Judges  referred  to  were 
able,  certainly,  and  fearless,  if  audacity 
could  be  properly  so  termed.  At  the 
last  Election  he  had  the  honour  of  being 
elected  for  two  places,  and  he  estimated 
that  honour  still  more  because,  according 
to  the  Constitution,  one  Petition  only 
could  be  tried,  and  he  was  sure  that  if 
his  election  came  before  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson,  no  matter  what  the  evidence 
might  be,  he  (Mr.  Callan)  would  be  un- 
seated. 

Mk.  WHALLEY  rose  to  Order.  It 
was  not  usual,  nor  was  it  desirable,  that 
hon.  Members  should  discuss  matters  in 
which  they  were  personally  concerned. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  was  per- 
sonally concerned  in  this  matter,  and  his 
case  had  been  properly  investigated. 

Mr.  callan  :  I  was  not  interested, 
and  there  was  no  case  tried. 


PROROGATION  OF  THE  PARLIAMENT. 

Message  to  attend  The  Lords  Commis- 
sioners : — 

The  House  went ; — and  a  Royal  Com- 
mission to  that  purpose  having  been 
read,  the  Royal  Assent  was  given  to 
several  Bills. 

And  afterwards  Her  Majesty's  Most 
Gracious  Speech  was  delivered  to  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  by  the  Lord  High 
Chancellor  (in  pursuance  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Command). 

Then  a  Commission  for  proroguing 
the  Parliament  was  read. 

After  which, 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said— 

My  Lords  J  and  Gentlemen  j 

By  virtue  of  Her  Majesty's  Commis- 
sion, under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  and 
other  Lords  directed,  and  now  read,  we 
do,  in  Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in 
obedience  to  Her  Commands,  prorogue 
this  Parliament  to  Tuesday  the  31st  day 
of  October  next,  to  be  then  here  holden  ; 
and  this  Parliament  is  accordingly  pro- 
rogued to  Tuesday  the  31st  day  of 
October  next. 


PROTESTS. 


DIE    MARTH,   4°   JULII    1876. 


SLAVE    TRADE    BILL. 


THIRD    BEADING. 


DISSENTIENT: 

*'  Because  Clause  1  proposes  to  enact  thatwliich  the  Law  of  NationB  does  not 
permit — namely,  to  confer  jurisdiction  on  British  Courts  of  Law  over  the  subjedto 
of  Foreign  States  without  the  consent  of  their  Rulers,  these  States  being  States  ii 
alliance  with  Her  Majesty,  and  bound  by  certain  Treaties,  which,  however,  do 
not  deprive  them  of  the  administration  of  justice,  and  of  other  attributes  of  Bora- 
reignty. 

**  Because  the  proposed  infraction  of  the  Law  of  Nations  is  unnecessaiy,  noeo 
the  Eao  of  Cutch,  the  Euler  of  the  subjects  principally  concerned,  has  signified 
his  readiness  to  confer  the  jurisdiction,  which  it  is  sought  to  assume  by  thu  BiO, 
and  since  the  consent  of  the  other  Eulers  might  be,  and  ought  to  be,  obtained, 
before  such  jurisdiction  can  be  conferred  upon  British  Courts  of  Law. 

*' STANLEY  OF  ALDEBLET." 


DIE  JOVIS,   10^  AUGUSTI,   1876. 


APPELLATE    JURISDICTION    BILL 


COMMONS    AMENDMENTS. 


DISSENTIENT: 

'^  Because  no  provision  is  made  for  hearing  of  Appeals,  either  during  the 
Session  of  the  House  or  after  a  Prorogation  or  Dissolution,  by  any  two  Peen 
whom  the  parties  on  each  side  may  think  competent,  and  who  may  be  willing  to 
sit  in  aid  of  one  Law  Lord  in  a  case  of  public  or  private  interest  in  which  mj 
have  no  knowledge  of  the  parties. 

''  DENICAH.'' 


APPENDIX. 


ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION   BILL. 


The  following  is  a  fuller  Report  of  the  Speech  of  the   Right 
Honourahle   Viscount   Sandon,   on   moving    for    Leave    to 


hring  in  the  Bill: — 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Thurtday,  \Uh  May,  1876. 

Vi800UNT    SANDON     rose,     amidst 

cheers,   to    bring   in  a  Bill    to    make 

ftirther  provision  for  Elementary  Edu- 

eation.     The  noble  Lord  said :     I  hope 

the  kindness  with  which  I  have  been 

received  is  a  good  omen  of  the  friendly 

qpiiit  in  which  this  great  and  important 

•abject  will  be  dealt  with  by  the  House. 

Many  of  my  Friends  have  asked  me 

whether  I  was  fully  aware  of  the  ereat 

importance  of  the  subject  which  I  am 

about  to  open,  and  of  the  risk  which 

Her  Majesty's  Gk)yemment  would  have 

to  encounter  in  touching  it.  I  can  assure 

those  who  put  the  question  to  me  that 

after  the  experience  I  have  had  during 

the  past  two  years  no  one  can  be  more 

fully  alive  to  the  importance  and  the 

gravity  of  the  subject  than  I  am ;  but, 

on  the  other  hand,  remembering  the 

calmness  with  which  it  had  been  treated 

II  1870, 1  do  not  think  that  the  risk 

"^cr  Majesty's  Government  will  have  to 

I  in  dealing  with  it  will  be  very  great, 

^  Hn,  satisfied  that,  on  this  occasion 

^ambers  on  both  sides  of  the 

It  a^f  measure  affecting 


the  education  of  our  children  in  the 
most  careful  and  most  considerate 
manner,  and  with  the  earnest  desire 
to  shape  it  in  a  form  that  will  best  meet 
the  real  requirements  of  the  country. 
I  am  also  quite  sure  of  another  point—- 
namely,  that  the  parents  of  this  country 
will  look  with  disapprobation  on  anyone 
who  attempts  to  turn  this  great  ques- 
tion into  anything  like  a  Party  matter. 
It  is  now  well  understood  to  be  a  subject 
of  far  too  much  importance  to  the  inte- 
rests both  of  the  working  classes  and  of 
the  employers  of  labour,  and  to  the 
future  interests  of  the  country  at  large 
to  make  people  tolerate  that  it  should 
be  treated  as  a  Party  question.  I,  at 
any  rate,  shall ^  on  the  part  of  the  Qo- 
vemment,  endeavour  to  rob  the  subject 
of  anything  like  a  Party  character^  and 
I  have  a  good  hope  that  hon.  Qentlemen 
opposite  will  aid  me  in  maintaining  that 
spirit  of  impartiality  throughout  our 
debates  on  the  subject. 

I  should  like,  at  the  outset,  to  lay 
before  the  House  a  sort  of  picture  of  the 
position  in  which  the  Gk)vemment  found 
themselves  with  regard  to  education 
when  they  looked  into  the  matter  with 
a  view  to  possible  legislative  action. 
The  Lord  President  and  I  have  given 
the  question  our  most  anxious^  careful^ 
and  conetaxit  aVtocL^on  ioT  VbY^T^.'^^nsA. 


(    n    ) 


We  have  looked  at  it  primarily  in  the 
interest  of  the  children  ;  and,  secondly, 
in  the  interest  of  the  country  as  a 
whole.  We  have  received  considerable 
assistance  from  different  sources  in  the 
course  of  our  labours.  There  is,  in  the 
first  place,  the  mass  of  evidence  bearing 
on  the  subject  which  has  been  collected 
by  the  Factories  Commission,  whose  Re- 
port has  only  recently  been  laid  before 
the  House.  We  have  also  had  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  judgment  of  that  most 
able  body  of  Commissioners  —  whom  I 
must  take  this  opportunity  of  thanking, 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  for  the 
untiring  labour,  ability,  and  zeal  they 
have  displayed,  although  I  do  not  en- 
tirely concur  in  all  their  recommenda- 
tions. I  am  satisfied  that  both  sides  of 
the  House  must  be  proud  of  such  Col- 
leagues in  Parliament  as  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  West  Biding  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish),  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wigan  (Mr.  Knowles),  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roscommon  (The  0* Conor 
Don),  to  whom  the  country  owes  a  debt 
of  gratitude  for  their  labours  on  this 
Commission,  and  wiU  regret  with  me 
that  the  other  Commissioners,  Sir  James 
Fergusson  and  Sir  Charles  Ducane,  are 
not  stiU  Members  of  this  Assembly. 
We  have  also  had  the  assistance  of  the 
elaborate  Eeport  of  the  former  Commis- 
sion on  the  Employment  of  Women  and 
Children  in  Agriculture.  We  have  had 
ample  opportunities  also  of  becoming 
aware  of  the  opinions  of  most  of  Her 
Majesty's  Inspectors  of  Schools  with 
regard  to  the  treatment  of  the  leading 
educational  problems  which  are  now 
before  the  country.  The  measure,  there- 
fore, will  not  fail  from  lack  of  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  on  the  part  of  its 
framers.  Wo  have,  in  addition  to  all 
this  evidence,  received  an  infinite  num- 
ber of  communications  on  the  subject 
from  persons  of  all  shades  of  political 
opinions,  many  of  whom  have  great 
knowledge  and  experience  regarding 
these  matters,  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  carefully  considered  the 
suggestions  which  those  communications 
contained.  As  to  the  Government  mea- 
sure itself,  I  wish  at  once  to  warn  the 
House  that  it  does  not  pretend  to  be  a 
proposal  for  a  general  re-construction  of 
our  educational  system,  and  further, 
that  it  is  not  intended  to  be  a  reversal 
of  the  policy  of  the  Act  of  1870.  The 
House  will,  I  am  sure,  agree  mt\i  me 


that  it  would  not  only  be  very  hazardou, 
but  would  also  be  very  wrong,  fbr  amy 
Government  to  attempt  to  rerene  a 
policy  on  a  leading  question  which  bad 
received  the  formal  approval  of  tlie 
country,  unless  they  had  the  strongcit 
evidence  that  the  mind  of  the  oountiy, 
as  to  that  policy,  had  undergone  an  ea- 
tire  change.  Now  that  the  franchise  hai 
been  lowered  and  the  system  of  Ballot 
has  been  adopted,  the  danger  is,  d 
course,  considerably  increased  of  rapid 
and  violent  oscillations  in  the  opiniou 
of  the  electoral  bodies,  and  it  would  be 
most  imwise  to  lead  the  people  to  beHen 
that  there  would  be  a  general  revenil 
of  poUcy  whenever  there  was  a  chaogv 
of  Government.  To  propose  such  a  w- 
versal  could  only  be  justified  on  tba 
ground  of  a  great  change  in  the  nadonil 
wish ;  and,  though  it  would  be  the  heigbt 
of  pedantry  to  say  that  if  the  comttj 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  a  mistakt 
had  been  made  by  former  legiaUtion  it 
should  be  tied  down  for  all  time  bj  tba 
judgment  of  a  past  Parliament,  still  I 
think  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  a  Go- 
vernment ought  not  to  propose  a  funda- 
mental change  in  the  broad  lines  of  a 
policy  adopted  formerly  by  the  coimtiy 
and  by  Parliament  on  any  g^at  subject, 
unless  the  nation  has  made  it  quite  dear 
that  it  desires  the  reversal  of  its  fonner 
deliberate  judgment.  Her  Majefit/i 
Government  do  not  propose,  therefore, 
any  such  reversal  as  regards  the  Act  of 
1870;  but  they  believe  that  it  is  their 
duty  to  carry  into  effect  what  appears  to 
be  the  deliberate  wish  of  the  countir, 
as  has  been  clearly  shown  by  the  manj 
discussions  on  education,  both  outside 
Parliament  and  within  its  walls,  during 
the  last  three  years — namely,  that  no 
child  in  this  Realm  should  hereafter 
enter  on  the  struggle  of  life  without 
being  in  possession  of  those  simple  toob 
needed  by  our  present  civilization  to 
enable  him  to  work  his  way  in  later 
life  : — this  I  take  to  be  the  determined 
and  final  and  settled  wish  of  the  whole 
country,  and  not  merely  of  any  particu- 
lar section  of  it. 

I  know  that  some  people  have  de- 
murred to  this  being  the  real  wish  of 
the  country,  but  I  think  I  can  test  it  by 
taking  the  case  of  an  individual  child. 
Suppose  a  child  came  before  a  farmer  at 
the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  that  the 
child  was  found  imable  to  read  or  write 
y  ot  \.o  ^o  \.\i^  ^vai?^\^%t  ^Mm.  in  arithmetic, 
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would  not  the  fanner  speak  in  the 
■trongest  manner  of  the  p^ross  and  cul- 
pable neglect  displayed  by  the  parents 
<if  that  child  ?  Take  the  case  of  an  em- 
ployer of  labour  in  our  towns  :  I  doubt 
if  one  employer  of  labour  could  be  found 
who  would  not  speak  in  equally  strong 
terms  of  parental  neglect  if^  when  sitting 
on  the  bench  of  magistrates,  a  child  was 
Inrought  before  him  totally  ignorant  of 
tile  elements  of  learning.  Take  the 
oase  of  a  country  gentleman  at  petty 
•eoaions.  From  my  knowledge  of 
those  gentlemen  I  haye  not  the  slight- 
est doubt  that,  if  an  agricultural 
child  came  before  him  in  a  state  of  gross 
ignorance  he  would  remonstrate  strongly 
with  the  parent  for  his  disgraceful 
and  culpable  neglect.  If  we  should  not 
tolerate  a  single  child  being  kept  in 
a  state  of  gross  ignorance,  why  should 
we  tolerate  whole  masses  of  children 
being  kept  in  such  a  condition  ?  To  go 
fbrther,  we  have  had  several  debates 
in  Parliament  on  the  subject,  and  Mem- 
bers will  recollect  that  there  was  a  re- 
markable concurrence  of  opinion  on  both 
sides  that  the  time  had  come  to  secure 
by  legislation  that  a  sound  elementary 
education  should  be  universal.  It  may 
be  said  it  is  all  very  well  to  talk  in  the 
abstract ;  but  is  there  any  tangible  evi- 
dence that  the  country  is  actually  willing 
to  make  sacrifices  for  this  object?  The 
evidence,  I  beg  leave  to  remind  the 
House,  is  overwhelming  on  this  point. 
Nothing  can  afford  stronger  evidence  of 
the  wish  of  the  country  to  forward  any 
particular  object  than  its  willingness  to 
spend  money  upon  it.  Well,  then,  since 
the  year  1839  there  has  been  spent  upon 
school  buildings,  by  voluntary  effort,  the 
sum of£l3,000,000,  of  which  £8,000,000 
were  expended  before  the  Education  Act 
of  1870,  and  to  meet  this  enormous 
Bom  of  £13,000,000  sterling,  only  some 
£1,700,000  has  been  granted  by  Govern- 
ment. Then  to  maintain  the  schools, 
putting  aside  the  cost  of  repairs,  &c.,  the 
annual  (Government  grant  amounts  to 
£1,000,000,  a  similar  sum  is  obtained 
from  the  school  fees  paid  by  the  parents, 
and  for  this  object,  too,  £660,000  is  col- 
lected annually  by  voluntary  subscrip- 
tions. 

The  result  of  this  expenditure  has 

been  to  provide  school  accommodation 

for  the  enormous  number  of  3,150,000 

diildren.     Therefore  it  appears,  from 

4uiieT6r  point  of  view  you  look  at  the 


matter,  whether  you  judge  from  common 
opinion  in  the  country,  from  the  debates 
in  Parliament,  or  from  the  pecuniary 
sacrifices  made  on  behalf  of  education, 
whether  by  the  vast  private  subscriptions 
or  by  Government  grant,  that  the  coun- 
try is  in  thorough  earnest  upon  this 
question.     I  ask  the  House  to  look  at 
the  manner  in  which  the  wish  of  the 
country  on  this  subject  has  been  met. 
There  are  only  two  classes  of  schools 
which  we    need   take    into   considera- 
tion.    First,  there  are  the  private  ad- 
venture   schools,   which    are    kept    by 
private  individuals  for  their  own  profit. 
These  schools  are  very  numerous,  and 
often  exceedingly  bad.     They  are  kept 
by  people  who  generally  know  nothing 
about  teaching,  and  who  frequently  have 
little  knowledge  themselves.     They  are 
often  very  crowded,  they  have  little  dis- 
cipline or  moral  or  religious  training, 
and  are  injurious  both  to  the  health  and 
the  instruction  of  the  children.      Then 
there  are  the  public  elementary  schools 
which  receive  the  Government  annual 
grant,  and  which  are  obliged  to  have  a 
Conscience  Clause  and  certificated  teach- 
ers. There  are,  of  course,  another  class  of 
schools  which  are  efficient,  but  which 
receives  no  Government  money,  and  are 
not  under  regular  Government  inspec- 
tion.  These  for  my  present  purpose  may 
be  put  aside,  because  they  are  compara- 
tively very  few,  and  are  year  by  year 
diminishing  in  number.   To  treat,  there- 
fore, the  two   first  classes  of  schools, 
which  we  need  only  take  into  account  on 
the  present  occasion ;  there  has  been  a 
large  decrease  in  the  attendance  at  the 
private    adventure    schools,   and    they 
are  now  dwindling  more  and  more  in 
most  places.     The  number  of  private 
adventure  schools  in  the  year  1871  was 
6,153;  in  1875  the  number  was  4,849, 
being  a  decrease  of  1,304.    The  number 
of  children    attending    private    adven- 
ture   schools    in    the   year    1871    was 
151,955;     in    1875     the    number    was 
130,571,   being  a   decrease  of  21,384. 
I  hope  most  of  these  schools — at  any 
rate,  the  inefficient  ones — will  ultimately 
disappear  altogether.   Well,  then,  allow- 
ing for  these  private  adventure  schools, 
and  going  on  to  the  public  elementary 
schools,  how  do  children  attend  and  take 
advantage  of  school  accommodation  now 
everywhere  supplied  to  them :  how  do 
they  comply  with    the  wishes  of  the 
natLon  that'WQ  %\\o\]l<i  \i^iDJc^i<(^ 
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an  educated  people  ?  We  ought,  at  the 
lowest  calculation,  to  have  3,250,000 
children  in  daily  attendance  at  our 
schools;  whereas  we  have  1,800,000,  so 
that  there  remains  1,450,000  to  be  ac- 
counted for.  I  think  we  could  not 
account  for  them  in  the  private  adven- 
ture schools,  even  if  we  granted  that 
attendance  at  these  schools  was  gene- 
rally of  any  real  value,  and  I  am  at  a  loss 
to  say  where  these  children  are.  With 
regard  to  the  1 ,800,000  under  instruction, 
do  they  get  suflB.cient  instruction  from 
their  schooling  ?  There,  again,  I  regret 
to  think  the  figures  are  not  satisfactory. 
Only  200,000  of  them  offered  themselves 
for  examination  in  the  three  upper 
Standards,  and  800,000  for  examination 
in  the  three  lower  Standards.  I  need 
hardly  ask  how  many  of  the  children 
passed  who  offered  themselves  for  exa- 
mination in  those  Standards.  The  re- 
sult, therefore,  is  not  at  all  satisfactory 
as  to  the  schools  which  have  been  pro- 
vided at  so  much  expense  for  the  chil- 
dren of  this  country.  I  think  I  have  a 
right  to  say  that  the  quiet,  sober  wishes 
of  the  country  have  been  very  greatly 
disappointed  in  this  matter.  What  sort 
of  education  is  it  that  the  sober,  quiet, 
right-thinking  people  of  this  land  wish 
to  be  supplied  to  the  children  of  the 
working  classes  ?  I  have  not  a  shadow 
of  doubt  that  it  is  the  settled  sentiment 
of  this  country  both  that  sound  elemen- 
tary instruction  should  be  provided  even 
for  children  of  the  most  ordinary 
abilities;  and,  beyond  this,  that  such 
further  instruction  should  be  within 
reach  of  all,  so  that  all  talent  and  merit 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  rising. 
This  is  no  novel  doctrine.  It  has  pre- 
vailed over  since  the  revival  of  learning 
in  the  time  of  the  Reformation.  It  is 
now,  I  believe,  as  of  yore,  the  settled 
wish  of  the  country,  and  since  we  have 
been  in  Office  we  have  shown  our  anxiety 
in  the  Education  Department  to  meet 
this  wish  by  the  very  large  improve- 
ments introduced  into  the  Code  of  last 
year.  Assuming,  then,  that  it  is  the 
wish  of  the  country  that  all  children  of 
talent  should  have  an  open  career  before 
them,  I  think  the  sentiment  of  the 
country  with  regard  to  children  who 
have  no  particular  talents — and  I  be- 
lieve they  constitute  the  great  bulk 
of  children— is  that,  at  any  rate,  a 
simple  modicum  of  learning  should  be 
/secured  to  them.    The  kind  of  education 


which  the  country  wishes  to  be  ffiven  to 
the  great  mass  of  children  who  have  no 
particular  ability  or  aspiration«,  vu 
very  well  sketched  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birminghun 
(Mr.  John  Bright),  who  had  said — 

"  What  I  would  wish  to  see  in  this  conntiTit 
that  every  child  should  be  able  to  read,  aad  to 
comprehend  what  he  reads ;  that  he  thonU  be 
able  to  write,  and  to  write  so  well,  that  what  he 
writes  can  be  read ;  and  that,  at  the  same  tine. 
he  should  know  something  of  the  simple  nlei 
of  arithmetic,  which  might  enable  him  to  km 
a  little  account  of  the  many  transactiooB  wUch 
may  happen  to  him  in  the  coune  at  his  life.**— 
[3  Hansard^  ccxxviii.  1289.] 

I  cannot,  while  on  this  branch  of  the 
subject,  omit  to  recall  to  the  recoUectioa 
of  the  House  the  earnest  desire  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London  (Mr.  Lowe), 
when  holding  the  office  I  nowoocapj, 
to  secure  a  solid  education  for  all  the 
children  of  this  country.  At  a  time 
when  people  were  running  wild  aboot 
fanciful  schemes  of  education  that  light 
hon.  Gentleman  had  the  courage  to  ttj 
that  he  wished,  above  all  things,  thit 
all  children — not  only  a  few  picked  hot- 
house plants — should  receive  the  simple 
elements  of  instruction.  I  would  sek 
the  House  seriously  to  consider  whether 
it  would  be  right  or  wise  on  the  pazt  of 
the  State  to  create,  I  may  call  it  arti- 
ficially, by  State  regulations,  a  whole 
population  whose  great  ambition  would 
be  merely  to  wield  the  pen,  instead  of 
the  plough  or  the  shuttle,  as  if  the 
former  occupation  was  necessarily  and 
in  the  nature  of  things  superior  to  the 
latter.  I  can  hardly  think  that  any 
nation  in  its  sober  senses  would  for  a 
moment  lay  down  that  as  the  object  of 
its  legislation  ;  but,  without  intendinf? 
it,  unwise  theoretical  legislation  might 
easily  have  this  result,  which  I  am  sure 
the  country  would  greatly  deplore,  as  no 
one  could  imagine  that  it  would  be  for 
the  general  advantage  of  a  country  that 
its  population  should  be  brought  up  in 
the  false  idea  that  there  is  something 
very  superior  in  using  the  pen  instead 
of  the  implements  of  the  mechanic,  the 
artizan,  or  the  farm  labourer. 

This,  then,  is  the  present  state  of  the 
case :  the  kind  of  education  which  the 
country  wants  is  ready  for  all  the  children 
of  the  country.  We  have  schools  open 
for  all  the  children  of  the  country.  We 
have  teachers,  and  in  almost  all  the 
i  schools  the  teachers  are  well  able  to  give 
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iiiBbraotion.  Everything  is  there  ready 
except  the  children  to  whom  we  wish  to 
fpyre  the  benefit  of  this  education. 

As  the  wish  of  the  country  is  perfectly 
dear,  and  the  education  is  pei'fectly  ready 
f  Ibr  all  classes  of  children  that  desire  it, 
L  I  should  like  the  House  to  review  rapidly 
!:■  with  me,  if  they  do  not  think  I  am 
\  oooupying  too  much  of  their  time,  the 
;  present  state  of  the  law  with  regard  to 
:  the  labour  and  education  of  children. 
By  the  action  of  school  boards  under  the 
'-  Education  Act  of  1870  bye-laws  have 
'  been  passed  with  regard  to  the  compul- 
Bory  education  of  children  to  a  very 
large  extent.  At  the  present  moment 
the  children  of  a  population  of 
10,000,000,  out  of  a  population  of 
22,000,000,  are  kept  from  work  and  are 
kept  in  school  to  the  age  of  10.  They 
are  only  free  to  labour  on  receiving  a 
certificate  of  having  passed  a  certain 
Standard,  and  they  are  then  subject  to 
a  modified  half-time  system,  unless  they 
receive  a  certificate  of  having  passed 
another  Standard.  How  is  that  provi- 
sion enforced  ?  It  is  enforced  by  visits 
to  the  homes  of  the  children  by  attend- 
'anoe  officers,  who  also  look  after  children 
in  all  the  streets  and  alleys  of  a  town, 
by  bringing  the  parents  before  magis- 
trates, by  fmes,  &c.  In  the  Scotch  Act 
of  1873  the  duty  of  a  parent  is  declared 
to  be  to  provide  for  his  child  elemen- 
tary instruction  in  reading,  writing, 
and  arithmetic  j^m  5  to  13  years  of 
age,  unless  a  certificate  be  given  by  one 
m  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  that  the 
ehild  is  able  to  read  and  write  and  has 
.a  knowledge  of  elementary  arithmetic. 
Under  the  Scotch  Act  all  reasonable 
fees  are  paid  by  the  parochial  autho- 
rities alone,  for  poor  parents  who  they 
consider  cannot  pay  them.  Further,  in 
I  SSngland,  the  Act  of  1 873  to  amend  the 
Education  Act  of  1870  enacted  that 
the  children  of  out-door  paupers  from 
6  to  13  years  of  age  must  go  to 
Bohool,  unless  a  certificate  of  having 
passed  a  Standard  has  been  obtained 
nom  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors. 
I  then  come  to  the  factories  and  work- 
shops, putting  aside  textile  factories. 
No  child  can  be  employed  under-  8 
years  of  age.  There  is  no  education 
certificate  required  at  8  years;  but 
from  8  to  13  years  there  must  be 
half-time  certificates.  In  the  glass, 
metal,  and  fustian  trades  there  are 
special  later  ages  fixed    for  the  com- 


mencement of  employment.  Then,  in 
mines  no  child  can  be  employed  under  10 
years  of  age ;  but  there  is  no  certificate 
needed  at  10  years;  and  certificates  of 
half-time  attendance  are  required  up  to 
12  years.  Next  comes  the  Textile  Fac- 
tories Act  (1874),  passed  by  the  present 
Government,  by  which  no  child  under  10 
years  can  be  employed.  No  certificate 
is  needed  at  10,  so  that  the  child  may 
begin  to  work  at  10  in  complete  igno- 
rance. The  child  must  then  continue 
half-time  attendance  up  to  14  years  of 
age,  unless  he  gets  a  certificate  of  pro- 
ficiency in  reading,  writing,  and  arith- 
metic. It  should  be  noticed  that  the 
regulations  of  children's  labour  under  the 
various  Factory,  Mines,  and  Work- 
shops' Acts,  are  primarily  sanitary ; 
education,  as  I  imagine,  being  their 
secondary  object.  I  next  come  to  agri- 
cultural gang^,  in  which  no  child  can 
be  employed  under  10  years  of  age. 
Then  there  is  the  Agricultural  Children 
Act,  passed  in  1873,  but  which  only 
began  to  be  fully  in  operation  in  1875. 
Under  that  Act  no  child  can  be  em- 
ployed under  8,  and  cannot  then  be 
employed  unless  it  brings  a  certificate  of 
250  previous  school  attendances  (or  six 
months).  After  12  months'  labour  it 
must  have  a  certificate  of  school  at- 
tendance for  another  250  times,  or  it 
cannot  work  under  10  years  of  age. 
After  another  12  months'  labour  it  must 
attend  school  for  150  times,  and  get  a 
certificate,  or  it  cannot  work  under  12 
unless  it  has  passed  Standard  lY .  This 
Act  is  enforced  by  a  fine  of  £5  on  an 
employer  of  an  uncertificated  child.  As 
no  one  is  bound  to  enforce  the  Act,  it  is 
put  in  force  very  partially — in  fact,  in 
only  some  11  or  12  counties — and  in 
these  counties  it  is  generally  worked  by 
the  police.  I  have  now  given  the 
House  a  sketch  of  the  Acts  which  regu- 
late the  education  of  children  at  the 
present  time.  I  would  ask  the  House 
to  consider  what  we  find,  from  this 
review,  is  the  position  of  the  children 
under  the  existing  law.  The  great  mass 
of  the  children  now  in  employment  are 
hampered  as  to  the  age  at  which  they 
may  go  to  work ;  in  many  trades  the 
limit  is  fixed  at  10  years,  and  none  can 
go  to  work  without  some  certificate  of 
school  attendance,  or  without  having 
passed  a  certain  Standard.  Do  these 
Acts  give  sufficient  security  that  the 
children  of  thi&  coMTitrj  ^q  \a  ^i^^^^y^  ^x 
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get  good  instruction  elsewhere  ?  I  fear 
not.  They  illustrate,  I  think,  the  Eng- 
lish habit  of  very  slow  and  cautious  pro- 
gress in  these  matters;  and  they  also 
read  us  the  lesson  that,  in  all  our  opera- 
tions touching  these  difficult  subjects, 
we  cannot  be  too  gradual.  But  they 
also  give  the  impression  of  general  con- 
fusion, general  inconvenience,  and  very 
inadequate  results.  We  have,  for  in- 
stance, a  school  board  on  one  side  of  a 
river  and  none  on  the  other  side ;  and 
parents  may  cross  the  stream  and  escape 
from  its  rules.  Again,  between  the  dif- 
ferent kinds  of  labour — that  of  textile 
factories,  of  workshops,  and  of  mines — 
we  have  constant  conflict  and  confusion, 
the  employers  frequently  complaining  of 
the  injury  inflicted  on  their  various  in- 
dustries by  the  inequalities  as  to  age 
and  other  matters ;  while,  for  the  pa- 
rents, nothing  can  be  more  vexatious 
than  to  And  that,  on  a  change  of  their 
abode,  they  are  brought  under  different 
rules,  of  which,  probably,  they  have 
previously  heard  nothing.  Why  should 
a  parent,  in  choosing  a  particular  in- 
dustry for  the  employment  of  his  child, 
be  hampered  by  having  to  calculate  how 
far  his  choice  would  be  affected  by  these 
conflicting  rules  ?  Surely  what  we  want 
in  these  matters  is,  as  far  as  possible, 
simplicity  and  uniformity  of  arrange- 
ment. 

Let  me,  then,  recapitulate  for  a  moment 
the  state  of  things  at  which  we  have 
arrived.  We  find  ourselves  in  the  face 
of  a  country  which  has  made  enormous 
sacrifices  for  education ;  and,  while  I 
acknowledge  that  the  employers  of 
labour  have  made  sacrifices,  that  the 
country  gentlemen  have  made  sacrifices, 
that  the  ministers  of  the  various  Non- 
conformist bodies  have  made  sacrifices, 
I  can  never  omit  to  bear  my  testimony 
to  the  enormous  pecuniary  sacrifices 
which  the  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church  have  made,  often  from  miserably 
small  incomes,  made  on  behalf  of  educa- 
tion. The  ministers  of  all  denominations 
have  done  much  in  that  great  work,  but 
I  still  claim  the  palm  for  those  of  the 
Church  of  England.  Let  it  never  be 
forgotten  that  the  clergy  of  England 
have  done  all  in  their  power,  not  to  shut 
the  book  of  knowledge  to  the  working 
classes,  but  to  throw  it  widely  open  to 
them.  By  means  of  the  great  sacrifices 
made  by  these  various  upper  classes  of 
society,  with  the  aid  of  the  comparatively 


small  contribution  fof  ihe  State,  sdiools 
have  been  provided  for  3,150,600  diil- 
dren;    yet  these  schools   are  attended 
day  by  day  by  only  1,800,000  children. 
We  are  then  again  brought  face  to  tttt 
with  the  great  irregularity  which  I  hnve 
before  alluded  to,  and  which  arisee  bom 
various  causes :  it  is  caused  partly  bj 
the  neglect  of  the  parents,  partly  by  the 
great  value  of  the  children's  wages,  and 
likewise  often,  I  have  a  strong  imprn- 
sion,  in  no  slight  degpree  by  the  absordlr 
low  fees  charged  in  the  schools  for  the 
excellent  education  they  g^ye,  for  when 
the  parents  see  how  ridiculously  cheip 
the  education  is  they  often  treat  it  as  in 
itself  of  no  value.     On  the  other  hand, 
I  find  in   case   after   case    which  hu 
been  brought  before  me  from  all  parts 
of  the  country,  that  where  the  fees  nan 
been  raised  to  a  sensible  amount  there 
they  get  a  regular  and  fixed  attendance. 
Looking,   then,   at  the  irreg^olarity  of 
school  attendance  which  causes  the  sacri- 
fices of  the  country  to  produce  so  small 
a  return,  I  think  I  have  made  out  a  case 
to  show  that  some  further  legisLation 
is  really  needed,  and  that  any  Gorem- 
ment  which    does  not    bring   forward 
some  scheme  for  amending  this  state 
of  things  would  be  grossly  neglecting 
their  duty. 

How  are  we,  then,  to  deal  with  thiu 
great  difficulty?  There  are  different 
modes  of  treating  it.  We  might  propoce 
universal  school  boards  and  tell  the 
boards  that  they  must  adopt  a  system 
of  universal  direct  compulsion  by  means 
of  universal  bye-laws.  This,  of  coarse, 
is  simple  enough  in  its  way.  But  theu 
we  have  to  remember  that,  although 
this  proposal  has  been  brought  before 
the  House  three  times,  1 64  Members  is 
the  largest  number  which  has  ever  been 
found  to  vote  for  'it.  And  even  out  of 
these  164  some,  whom  I  may  call  the 
leading  spirits  of  the  movement,  said 
that  they  voted  for  universal  school 
boards  with  the  simple  wish  that  the 
children  might  be  sent  to  school,  and 
that  they  would  readily  accept  any  other 
machinery  that  was  offered  in  the  place 
of  the  school  board.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Forster)  expressed  that  opinion  very 
strongly ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hadkney  (Mr.  Fawcett)  stated,  if  I 
rightly  understood  him,  that,  if  they 
could  secure  the  piimary  object  of  get- 
ting the  children  to  school,  he  did  not 
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how  they  attained  that  object  or 
what  schools  they  had  to  attend,  and 
I  expressed  no  warm  feeling  in  favour  of 
"file  machinery  of  a  school  board.  Now, 
at  to  oniyersal  school  boards,  the  House, 
I  am  sure,  will  not  think  that  I  have 
^i4lTer  shown  any  hostility  to  school  boards. 
On  the  contrary,  on  many  occasions  I 
jkaye  defended  their  action  in  regard  to 
bje-laws  when  I  thought  them  right, 
"Wld  *I  have  lost  no  opportunity  of  ex- 
jreasing — what  I  believe  to  be  the  fact 
—that  the  country  owes  a  very  great 
debt  of  gratitude  to  the  gentlemen 
•erying  on  school  boards — whether  the 
^mntry  likes  the  policy  of  having  school 
boards  or  not — for  their  self-devotion  to 
the  task  of  providing  schools  and  getting 
tlie  children  into  them  in  the  large  towns 
ot  the  country.  They  have  done  a  great 
work ;  they  were  called  upon  by  Parlia- 
ment to  do  it,  and  it  would  be  exceed- 
ingly shabby,  because  of  a  little  wave  of 
'unpopularity,  not  to  acknowledge  their 
labour  to  be  generally  honest  and  good. 
Bat  that  does  not  alter  the  view  of  the 
Government  as  to  the  very  serious  danger 
which  hangs  around  any  proposal  for 
ereating  a  system  of  universal  school 
iKMirds  ;f  yet,  of  fcourse,  there  may  be 
nniyersal  school  boards  without  board 
aohools.  But  surely  no  one  would  think 
;.  of  establishing  all  over  the  country  so 
^;  aofltly  a  machinery,  inflicting  everywhere 
4he  turmoil,  the  expense,  the  animosity 
of  feeling,  and  perhaps  the  disturbance, 
of  triennial  elections,  in  order  to  create 
wliat  is  in  fact  a  new,  and  a  sort  of  rival 
amnicipality,  merely  for  the  simple  ob- 
ject of  getting  the  children  of  a  place  to 
wAool.  I  cannot  but  think  that  it  will 
be  generally  agreed  that  such  a  ma- 
chinery is  quite  out  of  proportion  to  the 
work  it  would  have  to  perform,  except 
in  the  considerable  towns.  Moreover, 
we  have  been  told,  when  a  universal  sys- 
tem of  school  boards  was  urged  upon  us 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Dixon),  the  representative  of  the 
Birmingham  Education  League,  that  it 
would  not  be  unreasonable  to  ask  that  a 
board  school  should  be  within  reach  of 
erery  parent  in  the  land ;  that  it  wotdd 
not  he  unreasonable  to  ask  that  no  Go- 
vernment grants  should  be  made  to  any 
sohobls  except  those  which  were  under 
the  management  of  the  ratepayers ;  and 
alec  that  it  might  even  be  profitable  to 
the  cause  of  religion  itself,  and  would 
not  be  unreasonable^   to  insist  on  all 
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school-board  schools  being  secularized — 
that  is  to  say,  being  obliged  to  banish 
the  Bible  and  religious  teaching  from 
their  Time  Tables.  So  that  I  have  surely 
good  cause  for  expressing  my  firm  belief 
that  if  the  Government  were  to  propose 
a  universal  system  of  school  boards,  try- 
ing in  a  feeble  manner — because  hereafter 
the  restrictions  would  be  easily  swept 
away  by  fresh  legislation — to  confine 
them  only  to  the  duty  of  securing  the 
attendance  of  the  children  at  the  schools, 
they  would  be  sounding  the  knell  of 
every  voluntary  school  in  the  country, 
and  that  the  proposal  would  probably 
lead  in  the  long  run  to  the  one  thing 
which  I  am  confident  the  country  would 
detest  and  abhor  if  it  was  put  in  black 
and  white  before  them — namely,  one 
general  system  of  secular  instruction.  I 
put,  aside,  therefore,  at  once  and  for 
ever  the  proposition  of  universal  school 
boards  as  the  way  of  meeting  the  diffi- 
culty. Should  we,  then,  oblige  existing 
local  authorities  to  pass  bye-laws  for 
universal  direct  compulsion?  Hitherto 
direct  compulsion  has  not  been  enforced 
in  any  part  of  the  country,  excepting  by 
those  who  directly  represent  the  rate- 
payers ;  that  is  to  say,  no  locality  is 
under  the  law  of  direct  compulsion  unless 
at  the  will  of  the  people  of  that  locality. 
Direct  compulsion  means,  it  may  be  well 
to  remind  the  House,  laying  down  by 
law  that  every  child  of  the  labouring 
class  shall  attend  school,  unless  other- 
wise well  instructed,  or  having  a  reason- 
able excuse  for  absence,  for  so  many 
hours  every  week  the  school  is  open. 
To  enforce  this  law  direct  compulsion 
means  constant  visits  to  the  houses 
and  streets  where  the  people  live ;  it 
means  a  large  body  of  visitors  and 
attendance  officers,  who  have  the  duty 
imposed  upon  them  of  going  constantly 
to  the  parents  and  questioning  them  as 
to  the  attendance  of  their  children  at 
school.  This  is  what  I  may  call  a 
system  of  domiciliary  visitation.  Now, 
if  the  people  of  any  particular  place 
wish  to  put  themselves  under  this  sys- 
tem, I  have  nothing  to  say  against  their 
doing  so  ;  but  it  would  be  a  very  serious 
thing  for  Parliament  to  say  that,  as  the 
law  of  the  land,  this  system  of  constant 
visitation  should  be  imposed  upon  the 
people  without  their  consent.  I  am  sure 
that  even  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  can- 
not like  direct  compulsion  in  itself,  and 
can  only  regaxOL  il  «l"s  z.  \siA'^x^%  \^  \wi  ^tA, 
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Supposing  we  were  to  establish  univer- 
sal direct  compulsion  and  to  oblige  the 
existing  local  authorities  to  enforce  it,  is 
it  quite  clear  that,  by  accustoming  our 
working  classes  to  this  daily  supervision 
and  interference  at  the  hands  of  what 
must  be  called  Government  officers,  we 
might  not,  as  time  goes  on,  be  affecting 
very  largely  the  national  character  of 
the  English  people,  who  have  always 
prided  themselves  on  their  independence 
and  self-reliance,  which  have  been  the 
most  essential  elements  of  our  national 
strength?  It  is  not  a  sufficient  argu- 
ment to  say  that  direct  compulsion 
exists  in  foreign  countries.  It  may  or 
may  not  be  good  for  them ;  but  I  have 
always  understood  that  one  of  the  points 
on  which  we  plume  ourselves  as  a  nation 
is  that  we  are  unlike  other  countries  and 
Races,  and  are  accustomed  to  be  led  but 
not  to  be  driven.  Parliament  would  be, 
consequently,  taking  on  itself  a  great 
responsibility  if  it  decreed  that  there 
should  be  this  daily  interference  with 
the  liabits  of  the  people,  and  that  parents 
should  thus  be  relieved  by  Government 
officers  of  their  proper  responsibilities. 
I  put  aside,  therefore,  the  system  of  direct 
compulsion  as  unsuitable  for  this  country, 
and  contrary  to  the  genius  of  our  people. 
Supposing,  then,  we  endeavour  to  solve 
the  difficulty  by  having  one  Act  for  the 
country  and  another  for  the  towns, 
dealing  with  them  separately  by  Labour 
Laws  like  the  Factory  Acts — adopting, 
say,  the  10  years'  limit  for  town  indus- 
tries, and  in  the  country  giving  effect  to 
the  Agricultural  Children  Act  by  pro- 
viding some  authority  to  enforce  it  ? 
Well,  in  tliat  case,  we  should  be  cre- 
ating by  law  a  fresh  fatal  inconvenience 
to  the  employers  of  labour,  and  there 
would  follow,  as  a  certain  result,  the 
tendency  to  make  children  shift  from 
town  to  country,  and  vtce  versd.  That 
system,  tlierefore,  would  not  be  a  sound 
one.  !NIoreover,  is  the  Agricultural 
Children  Act  of  such  a  nature  tliat  the 
Govorument  would  be  justified  in  adopt- 
ing it  as  tlieir  own  ?  As  the  House  is 
aware,  cliildren  under  that  Act  have  to 
be  provided  with  three  certificates  of 
school  attendance  —  first  at  8  years  of 
ago,  secondly  at  10,  and  last!}' at  12.  It 
is  impossible  for  me,  in  speaking  of  this 
Act,  not  to  give  a  large  meed  of  praise 
to  my  hon.  Fiiends  the  Members  for 
South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare  Eead)  and 
South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell>,  wko  in  a 


most  gallant  manner  stepped  fenrard 
and  determined  to  do  their  best  to  se- 
cure the  advanta^^es  of  education  for  the 
whole  of  the  agricultural  children.   Bnt 
it  appears  to  me  that  Parliament  wonM 
not  be  justified  in  inflicting  permanenth 
some  of  the  leading  provisionB  of  th» 
Act  upon  the  farmers  of  the  cdutiT: 
and,  after  all,  what  should  we  gain  by 
having  two  periods  of  250  attendance! 
and  one  period  of  150   attendanoei  it 
considerable  intervals  of  time  ?    Wooll 
this  plan  insure   a  fair   knowledge  of 
reading,  writing,  and  arithmetic  on  tb 
part  of  the  children  ?     I  am  sore  tb 
House  will  agree  with    me,  that  this 
system  is  not  one  which  ought  to  be 
made  permanent.     There  is  also  a  fiitil 
flaw  in  the  scheme  of  dealing  with  tbi 
question  merely  as  one  of  labour,  be- 
cause if  Parliament  does  not  interfoi 
with    the    schooling  of    idle   childnB, 
parents  would    have  a   strong  induce- 
ment to  keep  their  children  ftom  work. 
Children,  then,  being  neither  at  sdiool 
nor  at  work,  would  in  all  probabOitr 
become  bad  and  mischievous,  and  that, 
as  the  direct  effect  of  legislation.   None 
of  these  plans,  in  short,  appeared  to  the 
Government   satisfactory.      I  therefbie 
put  them  aside :  and  X  will  now  nm 
over  rapidly  the  proposals  which  the 
Government  has  to  make  to  the  House. 
In  the  first  place,  I  would  say  that, 
profiting  by  the  example  of  the  Factopr 
Acts,  we  intend  that  our  course  should 
be  a  very  gradual  one.     The  (Jovern- 
ment  has  looked  most  carefully  into  the 
evidence  given  by  Messrs.  Hedgrave  and 
Baker  before  the  Factories  Commiseion 
— who,  I  suppose,  will  bo  acknowledged 
to  be  about  the  best  judges  of  the  labour 
and  educational  condition  of  the  coostrr 
—  and  from  considering    that  full  and 
valuable  evidence,  we  were  more  than 
ever  impressed  with    the    necessity  of 
dealing  with  the  subject  very  graduaKj 
and  cautiously.     Our   proposals,  there- 
fore, will  not  come  to  their  maturity  for 
five  years — namely,  till  the  year  1S81. 
T  should  also  say  that  all  children  noc 
11    years  of  age   would   be  exempted 
from  the  operations  of  the  Bill.     As  \o 
the    school   board  system,   we   propose 
that  all  localities  may  in  the  future  have 
a  school  board  in  the  same  wav  as  ther 
may  have  them   now.      We  leave  the 
power  to  set  up  a  school  board  to  the 
free  choice  of  the  locality,  and  we  retain 
I  t\iQ  '^o^^x  vvilhi^  hands  of  the  Education 
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Department  to  oblige  localities  to  have 
school  boards  if  thej  do  not  supply  suf- 
ficient school  accommodation.  We  pro- 
pose to  repeal  the  Agricultural  Children 
Act,  while  adopting  certain  portions  of 
it.  Then,  to  Town  Councils,  and  Boards  of 
Gaardians,  on  the  requisition  of  a  parish, 
made  in  the  same  way  as  the  demand 
under  the  present  law  for  a  school  board, 
"Will  be  given  the  power  to  pass  bye-laws, 
just  as  school  boards  now  can,  proride 
for  compulsory  school  attendance  for  full 
or  half-time,  but  they  will  have  no  power 
to  establish  or  maintain  schools.  The 
€K>yemment,  in  other  words,  are  of  opi- 
nion that  the  representatives  of  the  in- 
habitants of  municipal  boroughs — that 
iBf  the  Town  Councils,  who  are  now  en- 
trusted with  the  power  of  asking  for  a 
school  board,  and,  therefore,  of  enforcing 
direct  compulsion  if  they  like,  may  very 
well  be  themselves  entrusted  with  these 
apedal  powers  of  a  school  board ;  and 
that  Boards  of  Guardians,  who  are  now 
practically  the  rural  municipalities,  may 
well  be  entrusted  with  the  passing  of 
bje-laws,  not  on  their  own  spontaneous 
aaggestion,  but  for  any  parish  in  their 
XTnion  which  asks  for  such  bye-laws  in 
Ibe  same  way  as  it  now  asks  for  a  school 
1>oafd.  A  meeting  of  ratepayers  in  a 
rural  parish  may  at  present  ask  for  a 
aohool  board,  and  therefore  for  direct 
compulsion,  and  this  is  the  only  way 
under  the  Act  of  1870  by  which  attend- 
ance at  school  can  now  be  enforced  in 
any  part  of  the  country  which  is  not 
under  a  Town  Council.  The  Govern- 
ment proposes  that  this  same  meeting 
of  ratepayers  shall  be  able  to  say — **  We 
should  like  to  have  bye-laws  for  compul- 
mon.  We  ask  the  Board  of  Guardians 
to  pass  these  bye-laws,  but  we  wish  to 
have  them  without  the  burden  of  a 
school  board."  So  far  the  whole  country 
would  be  put  on  the  same  footing  as  to 
the  power  to  have  bye-laws  for  compul- 
sion. Now  comes  a  more  important 
provision.  The  House,  no  doubt,  feels 
that  much  more  is  wanted  to  secure  that 
all  children  have  the  advantage  of  the 
education  now  offered  to  them  by  our 
schools.  The  Government,  therefore, 
propose  that  no  person  shall  be  allowed 
to  take  into  his  employment  at  all,  any 
children  under  1 0  years  of  age,  under 
the  same  penalty  as  is  provided  in 
the  Factory  Acts,  or  to  take  into  employ- 
ment any  child  of  10  years  of  age  and 
under  14  years  of  ago  without  a  certifi- 


cate. This  certificate  may  be  of  one  of 
two  things.  It  may  be  a  certificate  of 
efficiency  in  reading,  writing,  and  arith- 
metic, ascending,  in  five  years'  time,  to 
Standard  IV.,  or  it  may  be  a  certificate 
of  attendance,  for  250  times  in  five  pre- 
vious years  in  not  more  than  two  public 
elementary  schools.  The  reason  for  this 
alternative  certificate  would  be  obvious. 
It  is  impossible  to  shut  our  eyes  to  the 
fact  that  there  are  a  great  number  of 
stupid  children.  If  hon.  Members  will 
look  at  the  evidence  of  the  Factory  Com- 
mission they  will  see  that  the  leading 
Inspectors  have  all  acknowledged  this 
fact — that  in  any  legislation  with  regard 
to  education  allowance  must  be  made 
for  what  they  call  **  dunces."  Now  this 
double  certificate  will  have  a  Very  im- 
portant effect  upon  the  education  of  the 
children  both  as  to  regularity  and 
quality.  The  parent  will  not  like  to 
risk  his  child  passing  in  Standard  lY. 
prescribed  for  children  of  10,  but  he 
will  wish  to  have  two  strings  to  his  bow, 
so  as  to  secure  that  his  child  should  be 
able  to  get  out  to  labour  at  10  years  of 
age.  He  will  therefore,  in  addition, 
take  care  that  the  child  makes  the  neces- 
sary attendances  for  the  five  years.  On 
the  other  hand,  he  will  not  trust  to  the 
250  attendances  in  each  of  the  five  pre- 
vious years,  because  he  will  fear  that 
illness  may  come  and  interrupt  one  of 
the  necessary  sets  of  attendances  in  one 
of  the  years,  and  thus  the  parent  will 
have  a  strong  inducement  to  push  on 
the  instruction  of  the  child,  so  that  he 
may  anyhow,  if  possible,  also  secure  the 
standard  pass.  Thus  we  believe  that 
the  strongest  pressure  will  be  put  in- 
directly upon  parents  by  this  certificate 
system  to  give  their  children  both  good 
and  regular  instruction.  What  is  wanted 
is  to  fix  the  responsibility  of  the  child's 
receiving  instruction  primarily  on  the 
parent,  with  whom  it  ought  to  rest ;  and 
the  whole  key  of  the  present  Bill  is  that, 
instead  of  its  being,  as  is  too  often  the 
case  at  present,  the  parent's  interest  to 
keep  the  child  from  school,  and  to  dodge 
the  compulsion  officer,  in  order  that  he 
may  earn  a  trifle,  the  parent's  attitude 
as  to  his  child's  education  will  be  com- 
pletely altered,  and  it  will  be,  not  only 
his  interest  to  compel  the  child  to  go  to 
school,  but  to  question  the  child  as  to 
how  he  is  getting  on  with  his  reading, 
writing,  and  arithmetic,  because^  «i»  V^a 
will  te\i  t\io  ii\iM.— ^^\  \?^\iX.  ^^  \is^>^ 
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and  support  of  your  labour  as  soon  as 
you  become  10  years  old."     The  effect 
of  this  clause  will  therefore  be  of  the 
greatest  importance,  and  I  repeat  again 
it  may  be  said  to  be  the  very  key  of  the 
Bill.     Of  course,  there  must  be  certain 
exceptions  to  the  clause.      One  standard 
lower  would  be  accepted  for  a  certificate 
where  half-time  had  been  secured  under 
the  Factory  Workshops  Act,   &c.,  Acts, 
and  in    any    locality  where   any  local 
bye-laws  have  been  passed  which  secure 
the  attendance  of  children  at  half-time 
up  to  13  years  of  age.     I  need  hardly 
say,  further,  that  it  will  be  necessary 
to  accept  reasonable  excuses  such  as  are 
to  be  found  in  the  Education  Acts.     The 
clause,  for  example,  will  not  be  enforced 
on  parents  or  employers  where  there  is 
not  a  public  elementary  school  within 
two  miles.     Again,  out  of  school  hours, 
or  in  the  scliool  holidays,  a  child  might 
be  employed,  as  I  need  hardly  say  that 
the  Government  does  not  wish  to  take 
so  unwise  a  course  as  to  prevent  the  use- 
ful and  healthy  employment  of  children, 
who  are  attending  school,  in  occasional 
jobs,  which  would  bring  some  little  gain 
to  the  parents  and  be  of  use  to  the  com- 
munity, such  a  pulling  turnips  or  keep- 
ing away  the  crows,  or  helping  in  house- 
hold work  ;  and  the  Bill,  therefore,  will 
not  interfere  with  their  casual  employ- 
ment at  any  odd  times,  so  long  as  that 
employment  does  not  interfere  with  the 
proper  periods   of  efficient   instruction. 
The  clause   goes  on  to  make  another 
exception  with  regard   to   the  employ- 
ment of  children  during  the  hay  liarvest, 
the  grain  harvest,  and  generally  during 
the  in-gathering  of  the  crops.     This  is, 
doubtless,  a  large  excex)tion  ;  but  it  is  a 
reasonable  exception ;  and   I  think  the 
House   will   agree   with   me   that   it  is 
most  necessary,  in  order  to  obtain  the 
result  we  desire,  to  avoid  anything  like 
pedantry  in  the  treatment  of  the  sub- 
ject; and  it  is  obvious  that  the  special 
conditi(ms  of  agriculture,  which  make  it 
essential  to  have  labour  at  special  seasons 
which  will  not  wait  for  man's  pleasure, 
make   it   absolutely   essential   to   make 
particular  provisions  respecting  the  popu- 
lation engaged  in    this  great  industry. 
To  proceed  further — No  one  can  doubt 
but  that  it  will  be  a  great  convenience 
to  the  employers  of  labour  if  they  can 
fiimply  say,  when  a  child  seeks  employ- 
ment   from    them  —  "Where    is    your 
labour  pass  ? ''     The  employer  m  \\val 
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case  need  not  inquire  whether  a  diild 
has  passed  Standard  TV.,  or  whether  b« 
has  satisfied  the  law  as  to  the  proper 
number  of  school  attendances.  All  he 
would  have  to  say  would  be,  whether  it 
town  or  country — whether  he  was  t 
farmer,  manufacturer,  or  any  other  em- 
ployer of  labour — "Where  is  yow 
pass  ?  "  The  question  now  aiisee,  bor 
is  the  child  to  get  this  pass  ?  It  is  pr»» 
posed  that  the  one  certificate — ^that  ii^ 
that^of  proficiency — shall  be  given  at  tk 
examination  by  Her  Majesty's  Inipn^ 
tors,  or  by  those  whom  they  maydepnte; 
and  the  other — that  is,  respecting  at- 
tendance— ^by  the  teachers  of  the  schJMds, 
and  that  the  State  should  supply  a  rm 
simple  card  such  as  has  been  reoom- 
mended  by  Mr.  Bedgrave,  upon  whiek 
should  be  stated  the  age  of  the  child, 
and  that  this  card  should  he  giTeato 
him  when  he  has  either  passed  th« 
Standard  or  has  made  the  proper  num- 
ber of  attendances.  This  will  be  a  great 
relief  to  the  employers  of  labour,  aad 
especially  to  the  farmers,  who  wonU 
much  prefer  this  labour  pass  to  thedotj 
now  imposed  upon  them,  under  Hm 
Agricultural  Children  Act,  of  asking 
children  three  times  over,  as  it  miglit 
be  under  that  Act — "Have  you  sot 
your  certificate?"  To  forbid  all  ha- 
bitual labour  under  10  years  of  agt 
is,  I  am  well  aware,  a  very  impor- 
tant step  to  take.  The  House  will 
therefore,  perhaps,  allow  me  to  quote 
the  evidence,  which  shows  the  necesaitr 
of  establishing  a  general  uniform  age 
below  which  a  child  should  not  go  to 
labour.  Mr.  Bedgrave  was  asked  bj 
the  Factory  Commissioners — 

'  *  Would  you  recommend  a  proneral  unifonnitr 
of  age  for  commencini?  labour  on  any  account  r" 
He  replied: — '*  Certainly,  including  agiicultunl 
labour.'* 

"AVliat  would  be  that  limit  of  ape:— Tea 
years,  subject  of  course  to  exceptions  in  the  cut 
of  trades,  which  I  mentioned  before. 

"  WTiat  are  your  reasons  for  selecting  the  tgf 
of  10 !' — Because  it  seems  to  be  the  genoml  is^ 
which  is  selected  throughout  the  country." 

Mr.  Redgrave  also  stated  that  chil- 
dren under  10  were  little  employed  in 
agriculture — 
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As  to  the  question  of  ajpicultural  labour. 
your  belief  is  that  there  are  hardly  any  childra 
employed  iu  agriculture  at  the  age  of  eight  f— 
The  law  says  eight  years  of  ago ;  but  the  fa/d  u 
no  children  }ire  employed  in  f^^caltore  at  thit 
age.     In  the  Census  Hetums  the  ntunbenaiVM 
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^  They  are  employed  at  nine,  are  they  not  P — 
Tery  few  indeed  under  10.  When  Mr.  Pell 
Inonght  his  Motion  forward  I  went  fully  into 
tte  question  and  prepared  statistica  for  Mr. 
CkoiB,  and  I  was  suipriBed  to  find  how  very 
Jvw  children  under  12  were  employed  in  agri- 
•nltnre." 

^I  have  also  myself  inquired  very  care- 
faHj  into  tliis  subject,  and  although 
aome  children  of  less  age  may  be  desired 
to  be  employed  in  certain  manufactures, 
I  believe,  and  I  am  confirmed  in  this 
belief  by  the  testimony^of  the  Eoyal 
Commission  as  to  the  Employment  of 
Women  and  Children  in  Agriculture, 
iliat  the  best  feeling  of  the  farmers  and 
the  labourers  is  at  one  in  declaring  that 
under  10  no  children  need  be  habitually 
employed  in  agriculture.  I  now  come 
to  the  enforcing  authority.  This  will 
be,  in  the  first  place,  the  school  boards, 
which  now  exist  or  which  may  hereafter 
be  created,  and  which  will  have  the 
■ame  power  as  at  present  of  enforcing 
more  stringent  provisions  than  will 
be  found  in  the  present  Bill.  They 
would  not,  however,  be  allowed  to  go 
below  its  provisions.  The  other  en- 
forcing authorities  will  b^  the  Town 
Councils  and  the  Boards  of  Guardians, 
both  of  which  may,  if  they  please,  act 
by  committees.  The  Town  Councils 
inll  be  able  to  appoint  a  School  Attend- 
ance Committee,  and  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  may  appoint  a  special  com- 
mittee for  the  Union,  and  also,  if  they 
please,  for  every  parish  in  the  Union. 
That  is  a  matter  for  the  local  authori- 
ties to  settle  among  themselves ;  but  in 
all  the  reg^ated  industries  of  the  land — 
aach  as  factories,  workshops,  and  mines 
«— the  Government  Inspectors,  and  not 
the  local  authorities,  will  enforce  the 
Act.  It  would  be  undesirable  that  the  em- 
ployers of  labour  should  be  annoyed  by 
the  visits  of  two  classes  of  Inspectors. 
The  Gt>vemment  Inspectors  will  there- 
fore alone  be  responsible  for  the  work- 
ing of  the  Act  in  these  great  industries. 
The  House  will,  I  doubt  not,  now  wish 
to  know  what  security  will  be  taken  that 
the  local  authorities  shall  do  their  duty 
in  prosecuting  the  employers  of  uncer- 
tificated children,  and  in  looking  after 
neglectful  parents,  and  neglected  chil- 
dren. We  propose  that  the  same  strong 
"towers  shall  be  taken  in  regard  to  the 
IT  school  authorities,  as  are  now  given 
4e  Department  respecting  school 
lunder  the  Education  Act.  The 
^epartment  has  the  power  of 


declaring  the  school  boards  in  default 
if  they  neglect  their  duty,  just  as  the 
Local  Government  Board  has  a  similar 
power  in  regard  to  Boards  of  Guardians 
in  certain  cases  of  neglect  of  duty ;  and 
if  the  provisions  of  this  Act  are  not 
carried  out,  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
Department  to  see  that  this  should  be 
done  by  such  persons  as  the  Department 
may  choose  to  appoint  and  to  pay  out  of 
the  local  rates,  for  a  period  of  not  more 
than  two  years.  The  responsibility  will 
then  again  fall  upon  the  local  authori- 
ties. Under  these  circumstances,  de- 
fault is  not  likely  to  occur,  and  I  have 
the  fullest  confidence  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  will  be  carried  out  by  the 
Town  Councils  and  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians. The  Town  Councils  are  well  in- 
formed as  to  the  wants  of  their  respec- 
tive boroughs,  and  no  body  of  men  are 
better  acquainted  with  the  needs  of  their 
districts  than  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
throughout  the  country.  There  is  still 
another  point  of  great  importance — the 
case  of  totally  neglected  children  whe- 
ther under  or  over  1 0  years  of  age,  and 
of  children  being  imder  14  years  of  age, 
who  do  not  go  to  work,  nor  school,  nor 
are  under  proper  instruction  elsewhere, 
even  when  they  have  got  a  certificate. 
It  may  be  said  that  this  Bill  does  not 
adequately  provide  for  this  class,  and 
that,  as  we  do  not  compel  daily  direct 
compulsion,  if  the  parents  neglect  them, 
our  new  school  authorities  will  not  look 
after  them.  On  the  contrary,  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  class  of  persons  more  in- 
tolerant of  the  idle,  wandering,  good-for- 
nothing  class  of  children  than  Town 
Councils  and  Boards  of  Guardians.  The 
employers  of  labour  know  that  these 
children  generally  come  to  no  good.  The 
ratepayer  looks  upon  these  children  as 
certain  hereafter  to  increase  the  rates, 
and  the  farmer  views  them  as  ne'er-do- 
weels,  who  rob  his  orchards  and  become 
poachers  or  tramps  afterwards.  This  is 
a  class  of  child  whose  case  we  are  most 
anxious  to  meet,  and  whose  treatment 
under  this  Bill  I  will  next  explain.  I 
hardly  know  what  to  call  them ;  I  would 
venture  to  use — not  in  the  Act,  of  course, 
but  in  the  observations  I  have  now  to 
make — the  old  English  term  **  wastrel." 
If  it  appears  to  the  local  authorities  that 
the  parents  of  any  child  who  is  under 
the  Act  prohibited  from  being  taken  into 
employment   continued   habitually  ^w!L 
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such  reasonable  instruction  as  would  en- 
able it  to  obtain  a  certificate,  or  if  such 
child  was  found  habitually  wandering 
about,  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  local 
authorities  to  take  certain  steps,  which 
I  will  presently  explain.  But  these  chil- 
dren are  not  to  be  dealt  with  unless 
there  is  a  school  within  two  miles  reach, 
or  if  the  child  is  kept  away  from  sickness 
or  any  other  unavoidable  cause.  But  if 
no  reasonable  excuse  can  be  given  for 
absence,  the  local  authority  is  bound 
to  take  this  action — first,  warn  the 
parents  of  the  wastrel  children  that  they 
ought  to  be  sent  to  school,  or  be  other- 
wise instructed,  in  compliance  with  the 
Act ;  and  if  the  parent  does  not  see 
that  the  Act  is  complied  with  it  is  to  be 
the  duty  of  the  local  authority  to  bring 
him  before  a  Court  of  summary  juris- 
diction. Hero  comes  in  the  only  direct 
compulsion  in  the  Bill,  and  it  only  comes 
in  on  the  order  of  a  Court.  The  Court 
may  then  order  regular  attendance  at 
some  school,  and  a  fine  of  5«.  may  be 
imposed.  But  whether  a  fine  is  imposed 
or  not,  the  local  authority  may  commit 
the  parent,  on  further  default,  to  an  in- 
dustrial school.  \_Laughter.']  I  mean, 
of  course,  commit  the  child ;  I  am  not 
sure  that  it  would  not  do  the  parent 
good  to  commit  him.  Then  we  make 
an  alteration  witli  regard  to  the  Indus- 
trial Schools  Act,  which  we  have  boon 
urged  to  do  by  persons  of  great  expe- 
rience in  dealing  with  this  class  of  chil- 
cb'cn.  We  provide  that  the  managers 
of  industrial  schools,  on  the  application 
of  the  local  authority,  may  give  a  licence 
to  the  childrc-n  to  leave  after  one  month, 
instead  of  18  months.  This  has  been 
strongly  urged  upon  us  by  some  of  the 
school  boards,  which  have  been  very 
anxious  to  try,  with  regard  to  this  diffi- 
cult class  of  children — the  wastrels — the 
effect  of  the  temporary  seclusion  and 
training  of  the  cliild  in  an  industrial 
school  without  going  to  the  extent  of  18 
nioutlis.  The  Bill  also  makes  provision 
that  any  person  may  call  the  attention 
of  tli(i  local  autlioritics  to  cases  of  neg- 
lected children,  so  as  to  give  a  locus 
Ktandi  to  benevolent  persons  who  take 
an  interest  in  cliildren,  and  will  be  likely 
to  look  them  up  for  the  local  autliority. 

The  method  of  working,  as  well  as  the 
object  of  the  measure,  is  now,  I  trust, 
pretty  clear — we  put  the  whole  respon- 
sibility for  the  education  of  the  cliildren 
in  tie  hands  of  the  existing  aut\ioi:\\itt» 
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in  the  locality,  who  have  not  only  to 
carry  out  this  Act,  but  they  are  alio 
made  responsible  for  canying  out  the 
Industrial  Schools  Act,  and  in  this  vij 
we  hope  to  strike  a  greater  blow  tliu 
has  been  hitherto  struck  at  that  daas  of 
wandering  children  who  so  long  ban 
been  the  despair  of  those  who  cared  for 
their  welfare. 

Now  as  to  the  modifications  which  vt 
propose  to  introduce,  so  as  to  make  tlie 
measure  gradual  in  its  operation  and  to 
prevent  a  sudden  shock  to  the  habits  of 
the  population.  The  Act  will  not  come 
into  full  operation  till  1881.  In  1877 
children  of  9  years  of  age,  and  not 
those  of  10,  will  be  prohibited  from  em- 
ployment. In  that  year  the  Standud 
which  the  cliild  will  have  to  pass  will 
be  only  the  Second,  and  the  attondancei 
will  only  be  for  two  previous  years.  For 
safe  progress  we  feel  it  essential  to  begm 
very  low,  and  I  would  ask  to  be  aUowed 
to  strengthen  the  position  the  Govemmeot 
have  taken  up  as  to  the  absolute  neces- 
sity for  beginning  with  a  low  Standard 
by  quoting  from  the  evidence  of  Ur. 
Kedgrave,  who  was  asked — 

'*  AVould  you  not  bo  in  favour  of  tome  edncs- 
tional  stundard  to  b«  exacted  fzx>m  the  child  at 
tho  age  of  10,  before  ho  is  allowed  to  go  tovok 

ad  a  half-timer  \  " 

He  replied — 

"  I  think  voii  niav  be  able  to  do  that  erenl- 
nally ;  but,  unless  you  had  the  very  lowert  jw- 
siblo  Htandard,  you  could  not  do  it  now.'* 

This  is  fully  borne  out  by  the  testimony 
of  other  important  witnesses,  in  the 
Factory  Commissioner's  Heport  as  to  the 
condition  of  the  people  in  the  great  cen- 
tres of  industry.  In  1879  and  1880 
they  will  rise  to  Standard  III.,  and  in 
1879  the  attendance  will  be  required  for 
three  previous  years,  and  in  1880  for 
four  previous  years.  So  in  1881  no 
child  will  be  employed  under  10  yean 
of  age,  and  not  then  without  a  eerti£cate 
of  having  passed  Standard  IV.,  or  of 
having  made  250  attendances  in  ^t^ 
previous  years.  Before  closing  this  part 
of  my  remarks,  I  will  i»oint  out  what 
is  rec^uired  under  Standard  IV.  It  se- 
cures that  a  cliild  can  read  with  tho- 
rough intelligence,  write  small  hand, 
and  do  the  four  lirst  rules  of  arithmetic, 
and  the  compound  rules  as  well  as  far 
as  money  is  concerned.  I  think  tliis  is 
very   good    outfit    for    the  ordinaiy 
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V'       I  may  sam  up,  then,  the  great  main 
"^   HMtores  of  the  scheme  as  follows: — 
.,  I9  aohool  boards  as  now,  if  desired  or 
mdered;   2,  direct  compulsion,  full  or 
t  Iialf  time,  if  desired  by  the  localities,  to 
be  administered  by  existing  local  autho- 
litiea ;  8,  existing  local  authorities  con- 
•litated  as  protectors  and  guardians  of 
diUdren,  and  liable  to  be  superseded  if 
in  default  as  such. 

There  are  two  or   three  subsidiary 
proposals   in    the    Bill  which  I    have 
sow  to  lay  before  the  House.     Those 
irho  are  aware  of  the  working  of  Go- 
^amment  grants  must  know  that  there 
is  one  weak  point  which  has  been  felt, 
I  beUeve,   by  hon.  Members  on  both 
irides  of  the  House.     The  poorer  districts 
luiTe  the  least  aid  given  to  them.    In 
plaoee  like  Bethnal  Qreen,  where  they 
oannot  ask  for  large  fees,  and  where 
they  cannot  get  subscriptions,  there — 
*  kowerer  well  the  children  may  do— and, 
liAppily,    in    Bethnal    Qreen,    as   also 
r  among  the  agricultural  districts,  many 
'  diildren  do  very  well — still,   owing  to 
their  poverty,  the  Government  grant  is 
cut  down.    This  is  a  matter  that  does  not 
affect  voluntary  more  than  board  schools. 
The  question  is  one  of  simple  justice,  and 
mir  endeavour  should  be  to  remove  so 
t  obvious  and  grievous  an  injustice.    We 
:  liave  tried  to  find  a  test  which  should 
enable  us  to  decide  what  is  a  poor  dis- 
trict, and  we  have  looked  round  to  see 
if  we  had  any  precedent  to  go  upon  :  on 
eonsidering  the  Act  of  1870,  we  found 
there  that  the  definition  of  a  poor  dis- 
trict was  where  a  3^^.  rate  on  the  pro- 
pertv  produced    less  than   7s,   6d,  per 
diila,   and  that  in  this  case  an  extra 
Parliamentary  grant  was  made  to  board, 
Imt  not  to  voluntary  schools.     Again, 
;   en  referring  to  the  Scotch  Act  of  1872, 
ire  found  that  where  the  rate  produced 
lees  than  7#.  6d.  per  child  an  Imperial 
ffrant  was  made.    Looking  further  into 
r    ue  Scotch  Act  we  found  that  relief  is 
f    giYen  to  voluntary  as  well  as  to  board 
f    achools  in  every  poor  Qounty — such  as 
Imremess,  Argyll,   Eoss,   Orkney,  and 
''    Shetland.    We  had  found,  therefore,  in 
thoee  Acts  something  to  guide  us  as  to 
'    what  had  hitherto  been  considered  to  be 
,    a  poor  district.     We  propose,  then,  to 
;    talce  a    somewhat  siinilar  standard  of 
i"    the  poverty  of  a  district,  but  we  do  not 
^   tetend  to  go.  so  £eu:  as  the  Scotch  Act. 
We   propose    that   the    Parliamentary 
praBt  in  poor  districts  shall  not  be  re- 


) 

duced  unless  it  is  twice  as  large  as  the 
income  produced  from  local  efibrt.  I 
will  endeavour  to  show  the  House  how 
this  would  work.  In  an  ordinary  dis- 
trict the  State  gives  £1  to  meet  £1  from 
the  locality.  In  poor  districts,  by  this 
proposal,  £1  would  be  given  to  meet  10*. 
If  a  school's  maintenance  is  £120  now, 
we  give  £60  grant  to  meet  £60  fees, 
rates,  or  subscriptions ;  but  in  poor 
districts  for  £40  of  fees,  rates,  and  sub- 
scriptions we  should  hereafter  grant 
£80.  As  to  the  poor  districts,  how  does 
the  Bill  propose  to  mark  them  out  ?   We 

Propose  to  take  London  generally  by 
rnions.  In  towns  above  6,000  popula- 
tion we  should  take  ward  divisions,  or 
areas  with  separate  rates,  or  special 
divisions  suggested  by  the  municipal 
authorities  approved  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  and  the  Education  De- 
partment. Smaller  boroughs  would  be 
dealt  with  as  Unions,  and  the  parishes 
would  be  the  units  of  the  whole  country. 
This  is  the  proposal  which  the  Govern- 
ment has  to  make  on  this  difficult  and 
important  question.  We  felt  bound  to 
try  to  meet  a  great  injustice.  The  actual 
suln  of  money  to  be  granted  will  not  be 
very  large,  but  it  will  be  distributed 
in  the  poorer  parishes  where  it  is  most 
needed 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  my  noble  Friend,  but  I  do  not 
quite  see  how  the  poor  districts  are  to 
be  defined. 

Viscount  SANDON:  Where  a  Sd. 
rate  produces  less  than  6«. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Perhaps 
there  will  be  no  objection  to  explain 
how  in  places  where  there  are  no  school 
boards  it  is  to  be  ascertained  that  a  Sd. 
rate  would  produce  only  6«. 

Viscount  SANDON  :  I  had,  perhaps, 
better  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
wait  until  he  sees  the  clause  in  the  Bill. 
The  point  is  a  difficult  one,  and  the 
matter  is  somewhat  complicated,  but  we 
have  tried  to  face  it,  because  we  think 
there  is  a  real  injustice,  and  there  seems 
to  be  a  precedent  to  go  upon  in  former 
Acts.  To  go  on  to  the  next  subsidiary 
proposal,  with  regard  to  existing  school 
boards,  it  is  proposed  to  remove  what  is 
believed  to  be  a  very  great  grievance. 
At  present  if  a  by- vacancy  occurs  in  a 
school  board,  the  locality  is  obliged  to 
go  to  the  expense  of  an  election ;  and 
there  is  this  additional  anomaly — ^\k^ 
while  the  "pimcv^l^  ol  Qj\via\ii^\i:^^  ^^*cai:^ 


(  ^  ) 

oomes    into  operation  at    the    general  |  and  orderly  child,  and  this  honoarpiB 
triennial  board  election,  the  effect  of  it    will  give  the  child  a  firee  educatioii  ior 


the  next  three  years.  This  is  propoMd 
as  a  mark  of  distinction  more  tnu  t 
money  benefit,  and  it  is  supposed  thit 
the  number  who  will  gain  this  hoiov 
pass  will  not  be  very  larse.  All  th* 
middle  class  schools,  as  weU  as  the  greit 
public  schools — such  as  Eton,  HsmY. 
&c. — hold  out  this  sort  of  encourageoMt 
to  deserving  children,  and  the  Goren* 
ment  is  of  opinion  that  it  is  vezy  de- 
sirable to  do  the  same  for  the  scfaook  of 
the  labouring  class,  believing  that  it 
will  create  a  sense  of  emulation  and 
dignity  in  many  of  the  scholars;  and 
that  those  who  possess  a  certificate  of 
this  kind  will  occupy  a  higher  and  a  uw- 
ful  position  among  those  with  whomthay 
live,  which  will  be  of  much  sernoe  to 
the  national  character. 

I  have  now  gone  through  the  prindpil 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  I  desire  onlj 
to  make  a  few  general  remarks  in  oqb> 
elusion.     The  country  has  set  its  keait 
on  the  instruction  of  the  people  u  a 
necessity.     It  has  made  sacrifices  year 
after  year,  and  yet  those  who  are  at  tke 
head  of  the  Education  Department  hare 
to    admit   tliat    there    are    more  than 
1,000,000  of  children  who  are  getting  no 
real  education  at  all.     Our  system  has 
been  built  up  gradually.    It  has  been  the 
work  of  men  of  high  intellectual  attain* 
meiit8  and  of  all  shades  of  poHtics.    It 
haa  been  built  up  not   only  by  politi- 
cians, but  by  that  remarkable  class  of 
nu;n  —  Her    Majesty's    Inspectors  of 
Schools.     Tliey  are  a  body  of  men  justly 
distinguished,  not  only  for  the  work  they 
have  done  in  their  districts,  but  also  for 
their  contributions  to  the  settlement  of 
this  question,  by  the  Reports  which  they 
have  made.     Tiie  school  svstem  has  been 
built  up  not  only  by  them,  but  by  those 
in    the    Education    Department,    who. 
though  not   so  well   known,   most  ce^ 
tainly   deserve    a  large  meed  of  public 
praise.      It    remains   now    to  put   the 
coping-stone  on  this  great  work  ;  but  it 
must  be  dnno  with  caution  and  care,  for 
if  we  attempt  to  overweight  the  edifice  of 
which  others  have  so  wisely  and  gradu- 
ally laid   the   foundation,   we  may  en- 
danger the  stability  of  the  whole  stately 
fabric  of  national  education.     The  Go- 
vernment measure  must,  of  course,  stand 
or  fall,  as  it  is  approved  by  the  calm  and 
honour    pass.       This   will    be    a   great  I  considerate  judgment  of  the  House,  when 
encouragement  to  the  luoio  inlc\!^^feu^\\\iviN\i^N^V«A.>^isi'^Si^ 


is  lost  at  a  by-election,  so  that  a  gentle- 
man who  was  elected  under  it  to  repre- 
sent a  particular  section  of  the  commu- 
nity if  he  dies  has  not  the  chance  of  being 
returned  at  a  by-election.     [^Zau^hterJ] 
That  remark  was  certainly  worthy  of 
some  of  my  hon.   Friends  in   another 
part  of  the  House  connected  with  the 
sister  Island ;  but,  of  course,  it  is  under- 
stood what  I  meant — namely,  that  the 
party  which  happens  to  be  in  the  mi- 
nority in  a  place,  and  which  had,  at  the 
time  of  the   general  triennial  election, 
secured  representation  by  means  of  the 
cumulative  vote,  has  not  the  chance  of 
doing  so  at  a  by-election.     The  cost  of  a 
by-election  is  also  very  serious,  amount- 
ing in  one  town  to  £  1 ,200  and  in  another 
to  £1,500.     To  obviate  this  outlay  and 
inconvenience  it  is  proposed  to  follow  the 
precedent  of  the  IScotch  Act,  which  in 
this  particular  has,  I   believe,  worked 
very  well,  so  that  a  school  board  will 
have  the  power  of  tilling  up  for  them- 
selves a  casual  vacancy.  There  is  another 
provision  which  may  be  considered  a 
tentative  one,  and  is  proposed  to  be  only 
enacted  for  five  years.     We  have  lately 
in  our  provisions   respecting  education 
acted  solely,   I  may  really  say,  on  the 
system  of  forcing  parents  to  send  their 
children  to  st'lu)()l,  and  we  are  now  pro- 
posing to  interfere?  with  the  fhihVs  labour 
and   earnings   unless  lie   is   instructed. 
The  sclu^nie  which  the  Gt)vernment  now 
oilers  to   tlie   House  will  endeavour  to 
awaken  a  higher  feeling  in  the  breasts 
of  children  and    parents — namely,  that 
of  honour  and  emulation.    1  feel  strongly 
that  it  is  most  desirable,  when  we  are 
putting  such  great   pressure   upon  the 
people  as  to  their  children's  instruction, 
to  try  as  much  as  possible  to  lighten  that 
pressure,  and  to  endeavour  to  excite  a 
higher  feeling  as  to  education,  and  not 
to  be  satisfied  with  merely  laying  down 
hard  rules,  good  though  they  may  be, 
but  to  apjteal  to  the  higher  and  more 
elevating  motives  to  which  I  have  just 
alluded.     Tlie  plan,  therefore,  which  we 
shall  propose  to  bring  before  the  House 
is  the  following  :    Where  a  child  takes  a 
double  certilioate — tliat  is,  where  a  child 
at  10  years  has  J>as^^ed  Standard  IV.  and 
also   has  a  certiticate  of  attendance  for 
five    years — we   ])ropose    to  give    it 


an 
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But,  whatever  be  its  fate,  I  would  oon- 
Adently  claim  for  it  certain  qualities : 
tiiough  it  is  cautious,  it  is  bold,  it  is 
comprehensive,  it  is  straightforward. 
Happy  the  Government  which  should  be 
saocessful  in  placing  the  coping-stone  on 
this  g^at  work.  Happj  the  political 
party  which  accomplishes  this  grand 
task !  Happy,  I  would  rather  say,  the 
Parliament — for  this  great  question  be- 
longs to  no  Party — which,  in  approach- 
ing this  grave  matter  in  a  sensible  and 
impartial  spirit,  reconciles  the  claims  of 
the  gpreat  industries  of  the  country  with 
tiie  yet  more  pressing  claims  of  the  poor 
ohiloren,  and  secures  for  every  one  of 
them  the  blessing  of  a  sound  education ! 
I  would  fain  hope  that  the  more  the 
measure  is  examined  the  more  worthy 
will  it  be  found  of  that  general  support 
which  I  have  now  bespoken  for  it.  But, 
however  that  may  be,  I  trust  that,  any- 
how, in  considering  it  the  House  will 
bear  in  mind  that  it  is  no  trifling  matter 
with  which  we  have  to  deal,  and  will 
never  forget  that  it  is  of  absolute  neces- 
sity for  the  future  welfare  of  the  nation 
to  get  rid  of  that  fatal  canker  of  gross 
and  brutal  ignorance  which  is  a  disgrace 
and  a  shame  to  our  people.  While,  how- 
over,  we  ought  to  take  every  care  that 
the  door  is  kept  open  to  talent  from 
whatever  quarter  it  may  arise,  I  would 
antreat  hon.  Members  to  remember  that 
it  cannot  be  the  business  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, any  more  than  it  can  be  for  the 
interest  of  the  nation  generally  or  of  the 
labouring  classes  themselves,  that  by  the 
action  of  our  laws  we  should  lead  our 
people  to  depreciate  the  dignity  of  hand 
labour.  While  we  hold  high  the  intel- 
lectual standard,  let  us  not  undervalue 
the  labour  of  the  hand  as  compared  with 
that  of  the  head.  Further,  whatever 
legislation  we  may  adopt,  I  most  ear- 
nestly hope  that  nothing  will  be  done 
to  strike  any  blow  at  the  religious  teach- 
ing of  the  people.  I  trust,  with  all  my 
heart,  that  that  will  ever  remain  one  of 
the  main  features  of  the  education  of  this 
country,  as  it  has  been  in  times  past,  and 
as  I  am  confident  is  the  almost  universal 
wish  of  the  parents  of  England.  I  wish, 
indeed,  I  could  express  more  than  a 
hope ;  but  I  trust  that  any  proposals  will 
he  most  carefully  watched  which  might 
tend  to  undermine  the  provisions  for 
xeligious  teaching.  Finally,  I  would  say 
that  in  this  measure  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Tsmment  has  kept  this  principle  steadily 


in  view — that,  however  great  their  zeal 
for  education  might  be,  however  keen 
might  be  their  aspirations  for  the  eleva- 
tion by  these  means  ot  the  condition  of 
the  labouring  classes,  they  must  take 
care  to  do  nothing  to  destroy  that 
self-reliance,  that  independence,  that 
sense  of  personal,  individual  responsi- 
bility which  in  the  past  has  nerved  the 
nation  to  its  greatest  successes,  and  with- 
out which  we  could  not  hope  for  that 
continued  vigour  which  will  enable  us 
to  command  the  world  in  future.  The 
noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving  for 
leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

After  debate, 

Viscount  SANDON,  in  reply,  said:  In 
the  guarded  criticisms  which  have  been 
passed  upon  the  Bill  I  cannot  help  noting 
an  under  current  of  feeling  in  its  favour, 
and  that  is,  perhaps,  more  full  of  pro- 
mise than  an  enthusiastic  chorus  of  ap- 
probation. The  Bill  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  on  Saturday  or  Monday — I 
cannot  absolutely  promise  it  on  Satur- 
day, owing  to  an  accident  which  has  be- 
fallen the  draftsman — and  the  second 
reading  will  be  fixed  for  the  12th  June. 
As  to  the  virtual  repeal  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Children  Act,  I  have  already  ex- 
pressed my  sense  of  the  service  done  by  it. 
My  hon.  Friends  the  Member  for  South 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare  Read)  and  the  Member 
for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  are 
pioneers  who  have  achieved  success,  and 
if  this  Bill  pass,  it  will  be  partly  owing  to 
the  work  they  have  done.  That  Act  is, 
no  doubt,  in  many  points  a  good  mea- 
sure for  its  purpose,  but  it  is  not  one 
that  can  be  expected  to  be  permanent. 
I  would  remind  the  House  that  the  pro- 
posal to  commit  "wastrel"  children  to 
industrial  schools  will  only  take  efiect  in 
the  last  resort.  The  Bill  does  not  con- 
tain any  provision  for  the  abolition  of 
existing  school  boards;  if  it  did,  I 
should  have  been  certain  to  mention  it. 
I  do  not  see  that  the  honours  pass 
entitling  to  free  instruction  will  tend  to 
free  education  any  more  than  Exhi- 
bitions and  Scholarships  at  the  Uni- 
versities, in  the  middle-class  schools, 
and  in  the  schemes  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners :  and  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact  free  education,  formerly 
very  prevalent  in  our  grammar  schools, 
has  been  abolished  by  means  of  a 
system  of  Exhibitions  whick  \&  ^iwoiL- 
1  pletely  ous&cl^  \XiQ  o\<^  ^\i^\i^  ^^^eSvkox  ^1 
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free  education,  the  bad  effects  of  which 
have  been  well  exposed  by  Lord  Taun- 
ton's Commission  of  Inquiry  into  the 
middle-class  schools.  The  teaching  of 
political  economy  or  any  other  subject 
m  the  schools  is  a  matter  to  be  dealt 
with  in  the  Code.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  (Mr.  Birley)  has  made 
suggestions  which  are  highly  valued  by 
the  Government.  The  10  years  of  ago 
system  will  apply  to  the  whole  of  the 
country.  No  existing  Act  or  power  of 
local  authority  can  put  the  children  in  a 
less  advantageous  position  as  regards 
education  than  they  will  be  in  by  this 
Bill ;  but  the  Bill  will  not  interfere  with 
existing  provisions  which  put  them  in 
a  better  position,  nor  will  it  prevent 
local  authorities  making  further  provi- 
sions for  education.  I  think  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish),  who 
asks  whether  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
will  extend  to  Ireland  will  agree  with  me 
that  it  would  be  dangerous  to  undertake 
an  Education  Bill  for  England  and  Ire- 
land at  the  same  time.  In  reply  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire (Mr.  Pell),  I  may  remark  that  it 
would  have  been  unwise  of  the  Govern-  i 
ment  to  have  introduced  fresh  legislation  , 
with  regard  to  the  Agricultural  Chil- 1 
dren  Act  until  it  is  seen  how  that ' 
recent  measure  operates.  The  object 
of  the  present  measure  is  to  cast  re- 
sponsibility, as  far  as  possible,  upon  ex- 
isting local  authorities,  which  will  add 


to  their  importance,  while  its  effect  wiD 
be  to  reduce  the  cost  of  getting  chUdreB 
into  the  schools  to  a  minimum.  Tbe 
hon.  Member  for  West  Kent  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot)  has  referred  to  the  grafe  tad 
important  subject  of  religion ;  but  tlit 
House  will  see  that  that  is  not  a  matter 
on  which  I  ought  to  touch  at  the  present 
moment.  The  Gt)vemment  are  muck 
indebted  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem* 
ber  for  South  Essex  (Colonel  Makiiu) 
for  having  sent  them  a  very  important 
scheme,  and  I  am  sorry  that  I  cannot 
now  go  into  the  reasons  that  have  in- 
duced them,  after  very  careful  considera- 
tion, not  to  accept  it.  The  expense  of 
the  ^*  honour  passes  "  will  be  but  small, 
while  the  proposal  will  operate  very 
beneficially  upon  promising  children. 
Should  the  attempt  fail,  it  will  die  a 
natural  death  at  the  end  of  five  yearL 
In  conclusion,  I  have  to  thank  the  Honta 
for  the  very  friendly  reception  they  haft 
given  to  the  measure,  and  I  trust  that 
hon.  Members  will  consider  the  Bill 
very  carefully  as  soon  as  it  is  in  their 
hands.  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  be  pre- 
pared to  give  all  Amendments  whidiart 
m  harmony  with  the  main  principle  of 
their  Bill  their  very  best  attention.  Oi 
the  whole,  I  hope  we  shall  be  able  to 
pass  a  measure  which  will  be  perfectly 
satisfactory  to  the  parents  of  children, 
to  the  employers,  and  to  the  countiy 
generally. 


(  "I  ) 
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number  are  indifferent  and  negligent.  I 
flPhe  hon.   Member  for  Hastings  (Mr. 
Xay-Shuttle worth)    Las  supported   the 
piroposal    by    asking    why    Parliament 
should  not  do  the  forethought  for  the 
parents.      That    is    exactly    the   thing 
which  the   Qovemment   object  to,    for 
ihey  do  not  think  it  right  or  healthy 
tiiat  Parliament  should  do    the    fore- 
thought for  the  parents  of  the  country. 
They  hold  that  to  be  one  of  the  false 
principles  of  legislation,  which  is  doing 
m  ipreat  deal  of  harm  in  the  present  day, 
when  Parliament  is   frequently  asked 
to  do  the  forethought  for  the  people  in 
regard  to  food,   or  drink,   or  morals. 
^Hie  House  must  not  be  led  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  into    that   most 
dangerous    course.      The    issue    is    a 
broad  and  clear  one.     It  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  a  little  more  of  direct  or  a  little 
leas  of  direct  compulsion.     The  question 
iBf   whether  we  shall  put  the  honest, 
laborious,  and  duty-doing  parents  into 
bondage  for  the  sake  of  the  negligent 
ones.     Direct  compulsion  means  that  the 
law  shall  lay  down  by  bye-laws  that  so 
many  attendances  at  school  for  so  many 
hours  on  so  many  days  throughout  the 
year  shall  be  compulsory  upon  all  the 
children  of  our  working  population,  un- 
less there  is  a  reasonable  excuse,  that 
the  neglect  to  keep  these   attendances 
shall  be  held  to  be  a  crime,   and  that 
the-  infraction  of  one  of  these  bye-laws 
shall  subject  the  parent  to  fine  or  im- 
prisonment.     The  Factory  Acts  Com- 
missioners, of  whom  I  wish  to   speak 
with  the  greatest  respect,  made  a  recom- 
mendation of  a  system  of  direct  compul- 
sion such  as  hitherto  has  not  existed  by 
.  law  in  any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
They  said  that  the  attendance  at  school 
of  all  children  ought  to  be  compulsory 
up  to  the  age  of  13,  and  they  recom- 
mended a  full-time  attendance  of  five 
hours  daily,  or  of  25  hours  a- week  and 
half-time  besides.     If,  however,  this  re- 
commendation   is    compared  with    the 
English  Act  of  1870  and  the  Scotch  Act, 
it  will   be    found    to    be    much   more 
stringent  than  anything  already  enacted. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  states  that  there  are  very 
few  children  absent  from  school  in  places 
where  school   boards   exist.      But   the 
fact  is  that  in  London  there  are  some- 
thing l^e   180,000  children  not  in  at- 
tendance  at   school.  25,000    at    liver- 
pool,  something  like  16,000  at  Binning- 


ham,  and  a  large  deficiency  in  all  other 
school-board  places.      I  believe,   how- 
ever, that  under  the  proposed  system  of 
indirect  compulsion  the  number  of  at- 
tendances   will    be    greatly    increased. 
The  Bagged  School  Union  have  ascer- 
tained   that    there   are    a   very    large 
number  of  children  in  the  streets  during 
school  hours.    When  they  see  the  agents 
of  the  society  taking  notes,  the  children 
imagine  they  are  school-board  people, 
and    rapidly    disappear;     but     when, 
soon  afterwards,  a  Punch  and  Judy  is 
sent  into  the  district,  the  streets  swarm 
with  them  again.     I  fear  that  the  ac- 
counts about  the  completeness  of  the 
work  done  by  the  school  boards  must  be 
received  eiim  grano^  and  it  is  at  least 
open  to  doubt  whether  the  school  boards 
are  doing  their  work,  as  far  as  securing 
the  regular  attendance  at  school  of  the 
neglected  children  of  our  towns,  so  tho- 
roughly   and  efficiently    as   has    been 
stated.     Some  interesting  remarks  upon 
the  subject  will  be  found  in  the  Ke- 
ports  of  the  Inspectors,  which  will  be 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  in  a  few 
days.      I  myself  only  saw  them  a  few 
days  ago,  after  the  present  measure  had 
been  prepared.     One  of  the  ablest  of 
the  Inspectors,  speaking  of  Gloucester- 
shire and  Somersetshire,  Mr.  Moncreiff, 
says  the  action  of  the  school  boards  has 
done  little  or  nothing  to  prevent  irreg^ar 
attendance ;  and,  comparing  the  country 
districts  without  school  boards  with  the 
towns,  he  states  that  the  percentage  of 
the    attendances  in    Gloucestershire   is 
to  the  city  of  Bristol  as  15*6  to  10.    Yet 
the    same  gentleman   admits  that   the 
Bristol   School  Board  is  one  that  has 
worked  ably  and  energetically.     Next 
comes  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Wilkinson, 
another  Inspector,  who  is  familiar  with 
Staffordshire.      This     gentleman    says 
that  the  action  of  the  school  boards  has 
in  some  respects  tended  to  increase  the 
difficulties  of  education,  because  parents 
now  seek  to  send  their  children  only 
just  often  enough  to  avoid  being  sum- 
moned.     Direct  compulsion,   therefore, 
is  not  as  easy  a  matter,  or  as  clear  a 
gain,  as  it  is  represented  to  be.     Every 
means  should  be  used  for  procuring  the 
attendance  of  the  children,  instead  of 
confining  ourselves  to  one  means,  and 
we  should  be  very  cautious  in  using  a 
direct  and  vexatious  kind  of  pressure 
which,  in  the  long  run,  may  retcurd  in- 
stead o£  ^tomo^AXi^  \\i<^  %iAHi^  ^^\a:^^ 
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in  view.  If  labourers  and  artizans  are 
so  greatly  in  favour  of  education,  and  of 
direct  compulsion  to  secure  it  for  their 
families,  as  has  been  asserted  in  the  de- 
bate, and  by  deputations  from  trades 
unions  and  other  similar  organizations, 
why  do  they  not  vote  for  it  in  their 
several  districts  by  claiming  school 
boards,  which  can  now  be  done  every- 
where by  the  vote  of  the  ratepayers, 
and  why  is  it  necessary  in  every 
school-board  district  to  have  such  armies 
of  visitors  to  force  their  children  to 
school?  The  greatest  caution  is  ne- 
cessary when  we  interfere  with  the 
poorest  of  the  population,  lest  by  sud- 
denly cutting  off  the  earnings  of  their 
children,  upon  which  they  in  part  de- 
pend, wo  should  produce  a  dangerous 
reaction  against  the  education  we  seek 
to  give.  I  am  not  alone  in  that  view, 
which  is  sometimes  supposed  to  be 
confined  to  benighted  Tories,  country 
gentlemen,  or  clergymen,  who  some 
persons  have  had  the  hardihood  to  say 
know  nothing  of  these  matters.  Canon 
Norris,  who  for  15  years  was  one  of  the 
best  Inspectors  of  the  Education  De- 
partment, being  very  familiar  with  our 
great  centres  of  industry  as  well  as  with 
rural  districts,  and  being  well  known  as 
one  of , those  who  has  been  most  anxious 
to  promote  the  most  thorough  education 
of  the  people,  is  an  earnest  supporter 
of  indirect  compulsion,  as  opposed  to  the 
rough-and-ready  system  of  direct  com- 
pulsion. In  liis  valuable  book,  Tlie 
Education  of  the  People,  he  gives  a  most 
serious  warning  as  to  the  dangers  which 
may  be  expected  from  the  latter  course. 
I  will  not  apologize  for  quoting  this 
important  passage — 

"  Wlion  I  hear  politicians  invokinj^  a  Hystcm 
of  comi)nlson'^  ediiwitioii  as  the  panacea  for  all 
our  social  evils,  I  often  wish  1  could  take  them 
into  one  of  our  poor  village  homes  and  let  them 
there  tr\'  to  work  out  their  plan  for  a  single 
wctik.  (io  into  any  one  of  those  cottages  where 
there  are  two  or  three;  children  h( 'tween  the  ages 
of  0  and  1*2.  Thi-v  are  retumcd  in  my  political 
friend's  statistics  as  'idle,'  being  *  neither  at 
school  nor  at  work.'  Hut  what  is  the  fact'r 
They  are  as  indispensable  to  the  home  life  of 
that  cottage  as  if  they  were  earning  3*.  or  4.?.  a- 
week.  One  is  going  errands,  most  necessary' 
errands,  with  the  father's  meals,  to  the;  apothe- 
cary three  miles  oft',  to  the  village  shop.  An- 
other collects  half  the  fuel  thr-y  use,  or  acorns  for 
thr  pig,  or  manure  for  the  garden,  and  all  in 
their  turn  'mind  the  house,'  *  mind  the  lire,' 
*  mind  the  baby  while  tho  mother  is  out.'  AVe 
must  think  twice  or  thrice  befon*  we  roughly 
ivy  to  nppW  compulsory  school  aUtnd'Auviv:  V<> 


such  a  homo  as  that.  To  require  thow  pnots 
tc  give  up  their  children's  scnrices  womd  bi 
simply  tantamount  to  requiring  them  to  kf^  t 
servant  girl  at  a  cost  of  2#,  Bd.  a-week,  oat  cf 
an  income  of  12«.  a- week." 

The  late  Prince  Consort,  also,  vhose 
calm  judgment,  as  well  as  zeal  for  the 
elevation  of  the  people,  gives  his  Ofpi> 
nions  the  greatest  weight,  treats  tlie 
same  topic  with  similar  words  of  warn- 
ing in  1857 — 

"  What  measures  can  he  brought  to  betr  vfim. 
this  evil  (of  non-attendance  at  school)  it  i  moft 
delicate  question,  and  will  require  the  nicH 
handling,  for  there  you  cut  into  the  venr  qvirk 
of  the  working  man's  condition.  His  duUna 
are  not  only  his  offspring  to  be  reared  for  i 
future  independent  position,  but  they  constitBlf 
part  of  his  productive  power,  and  work  for  Im 
for  the  staff  of  life.  The  daughters  espectaDr 
are  the  handmaids  of  the  house,  the  assuUnti 
of  the  mother,  the  nurses  of  the  youngn*  chil- 
dren, the  aged,  and  tho  sick.  To  deprive  Um 
labouring  family  of  their  help  would  be  alm'4 
to  paralyze  its  domestic  existence." 

Such  an  opinion,  comine  from  one  in- 
timately acquainted  with  the  domestic 
life  of  Germany,  and  with  its  school 
regulations,  is  well  deserving  of  con- 
sideration. As  to  the  course  which  the 
Government  intend  to  pursue  respectiBg 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield,  I  must  say  plainly  that  the 
Government  once  for  all  decline  to  pat 
the  labouring  population  in  leadin:; 
strings  as  to  the  daily  life  of  their  chil- 
dren, and  therefore  must  oppose  this 
Amendment  which  wo  consider  fatal 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  In  variou* 
other  ways  the  Bill  may  of  course  b** 
amended.  It  may  be  desirable  to  put 
in  some  declaration  of  the  parent's  duty, 
though  general  declarations  of  that  kind 
appear  almost  surplusage  in  the  fao*» 
of  the  Preamble.  If  the  House  will 
consider  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  they  will 
see  that  it  completely  alters  the  position 
of  all  parties  towards  education,  as  far 
as  their  personal  interest  is  concerned. 
Now,  the  immediate  interest  of  parents 
and  employers  is  against  the  school: 
hereafter,  it  will  bo  turned  in  its 
favour.  The  negligent  parent,  who  noir 
keeps  his  child  at  work,  instead  of  sending 
him  to  school,  will  find  that  in  order 
to  get  him  to  work  and  secure  his  earn- 
ings ho  must  have  sent  him  early  and 
regularly  to  school.  The  employer  who 
now  tries  to  get  the  child  to  work  for 
him,  regardless  of  his  instruction,  will 
find  that  he  cannot  get  his  coveteil 
\  «>^"t\\v:^^  MiAsi^'s.  \vi  \v^5i  been  early  and 
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Mmlarly  inBtruoted,  so  that  his  interest 
mfl  hereafter  turn  his  influence  in  fa- 
mmr  of  the  child's  schooling.  That 
^Mrelj  is  no  unimportant  change  in  the 
attitude  of  those  who  are  set  over  the 
ciiildren  which  must  follow  from  this 
Sill,  by  which  a  more  important  agency 
than  an  army  of  attendance  officers  is 
•nlisted  in  favour  of  the  children's  educa- 
tion. To  sum  up  the  provisions  of  the 
Sill,  every  locality,  as  at  present,  can 
•till  have  a  school  board,  with  all  its 
existing  powers,  if  the  ratepayers  vote 
in  favour  of  having  one :  existing  school 
boards  are  not  interfered  with,  but 
will  be  kept  exactly  as  they  are,  with 
flie  same  functions,  but  with  the  enor- 
mous assistance  of  indirect  compulsion. 
Iiocal  authorities  everywhere  will  be 
armed  with  the  power  of  protecting 
ehildren  from  the  negligence  of  parents 
or  the  pressure  of  employers.  Then  a 
atrong  pressure  will  oe  kept  on  the 
local  authorities  themselves,  through  the 

Sower  of  the  Education  Department  to 
edare  them  in  default  if  they  do  not 
do  their  duty,  a  power  which  may  be 
06t  in  motion  by  Her  Majesty's  In- 
raectors  or  by  other  complainants.  Then 
there  is  direct  compulsion  if  the  lo- 
cality desire  it,  just  as  in  the  case  of 
flohool  boards  at  present,  and,  again, 
there  is  the  Labour  Pass.  And  next 
W©  have  the  very  strong  clause  which 
deals  with  negligent  parents  and  wastrel 
children.  Well,  then,  we  have  surely  got 
great  simplicity  of  working  in  the  Bill. 
All  the  parent  has  to  do  when  he  wants 
to  send  nis  child  to  labour  is  to  present 
a  pass,  and  all  the  employer  has  to  do 
18  to  ask  whether  the  child  has  got 
one,  for  as  the  child's  age  will  appear 
upon  it  there  will  be  no  further  diffi- 
culty. As  to  the  Labour  Pass,  we  have 
the  Dunce  Pass,  the  Standard  Pass, 
and  the  Honour  Pass ;  and  in  that  way 
emulation  among  the  children — a  most 
important  motive  power — is  amply  pro- 
vided for.  Very  little  persuasion  will 
therefore  after  a  time,  I  believe,  be 
necessary  to  induce  the  child  to  attend 
reg^arly  and  do  its  work  well.  Another 
wider  advantage  of  the  measure  is  the 
concentration  of  duties  upon  existing  au- 
thorities, as  the  Qovemment  is  strongly 
of  opinion  that  it  is  most  undesirable  to 
multiply  local  bodies,  but  that  it  is 
of  the  greatest  importance,  with  a  view 
to  the  efficiency  and  dignity  of  those 
already  existent  in  every  locality,   as 
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well  as  with  a  view  to  economy  of  ad- 
ministration, that  the  responsibility  of 
all  the  public  business  of  a  locality 
should  be  as  far  as  possible  placed  upon 
those  who  are  already  charged  with  a 
principal  portion  of  it.  Another  point 
of  importance  is,  the  probable  effect 
of  the  Bill  upon  private  adventure 
schools,  which  are  in  many  cases  a 
great  evil  to  the  children,  being  un- 
healthy, and  conducted  too  often  by 
those  who  have  no  idea  of  moral  disci- 
pline, and  have  no  instruction  to  com- 
municate to  the  children ;  these  I  think 
I  can  show  will  be  very  quietly,  and 
almost  insensibly  got  rid  of.  For  the 
parent  will  not  send  his  child  to  a 
school  where  he  will  not  get  sufficient 
education  to  pass  the  Standard,  or  where 
attendance  will  not  count,  as  he  will 
be  unable  to  secure  the  Labour  Pass  for 
his  child;  so  that  it  appears  almost 
certain  that  parents  will  withdraw  their 
children  from  all  private  adventure 
schools,  except  from  those  which  are  so 
good  that  they  will  secure  the  child 
getting  the  Standard  Pass — and  with 
such  schools  I  should  be  most  un- 
willing to  interfere,  as  they  will  give 
variety  to  our  system,  and  suit  the  various 
tastes  of  diff'erent  grades  and  classes  in 
the  labouring  community.  Lastly,  I 
claim  as  one  great  advantage  of  the 
mode  of  treatment  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment Bill,  that  the  great  re-action, 
which  authorities  far  higher  than  my 
own  had  grave  fears  might  set  in  amongst 
our  working  classes  against  our  educa- 
tional system,  will  be  avoided.  [**No, 
no  !"J  Yes,  direct  compulsion  has  been 
pressed  as  far  as  it  can;  people  are 
beginning  to  rebel  against  it,  and  unless 
by  this  measure  we  anticipate  the 
growing  dissatisfaction,  that  dissatisfac- 
tion may  prove  dangerous.  Theorists 
may  consider  the  measure  illogical, 
half-hearted,  insufficient.  These  are 
some  of  the  epithets  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  think  fit  to  apply.  Members 
of  the  Birmingham  League  may  en- 
treat me  to  take  courage  and  do  their 
bidding;  extreme  friends  of  Volun- 
tary Schools  may  entreat  us  to  take 
courage,  do  their  bidding,  and  repeal 
the  Act  of  1870.  Courage  to  do  the 
bidding  of  either  party  I  should  consider 
not  courage,  but  fatal  rashness ;  for  as 
to  taking  courage  to  do  the  bidding  of 
the  League,  all  the  electors  throughout 
the  country  \i«iNe  VAi^  ^<&  \isi^^^  "^^^ 
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the  country  is  not  with  them,  and  as 
to  taking  courage  to  comply  with  the 
entreaties  of  my  hon.  Friends  who  take 
an  opposite  view,  there  is  no  sufficient 
sign  that  the  country  is  with  them  to 
justify  any  Government  in  taking  up 
the  conclusions   they  advocate,  and  in 
proposing  to  reverse  the  leading  features 
of  the  policy  deliberately  adopted  in 
1870.     The  Government,  in  my  opinion, 
may  rest   with    confidence    upon    their 
measure  while  they  have  the  good  opinion 
of  such  men   as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshire,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Edinburgh,   and  my 
hon.  Friends  the  Members  for  Manches- 
ter, Exeter,  and  Norfolk,  who  have  all 
acknowledged  the  vigour  and  value  of 
of  this  Bill ;  as  it  has  been  acknowledged 
in  many  other  quarters.     If  the  Bill  is  ! 
that  weak  and  inefficient  measure  which  ; 
some  people  pretend,  why  does  the  hon.  ! 
Member  lor  Merthyr  (Mr.  Richard)  say 
it  is  going  to  occasion  a  revolution  ?    I , 
admit    that    tliough    strong   and   com- : 
prehensive,  the  measure  is  cautious  and 
moderate.      I,    for   one,    charged    with 
the  responsibility  of  the  Department  to 


) 

which  I  belong,  should  be  booj  if  I 
brought  forward  a  xneasnre  whidi  vti 
not  cautious,  and  which  did  not  eir,  if 
anything,  on  the  side  of  modentioB, 
when  I  know  the  enormous  interests  sk 
stake.  It  is  to  the  sober  sense  of 
Englishmen  to  which  the  Oovenunsit 
appeal.  It  is  not  to  the  theofirti^ 
to  the  Members  of  the  BirmingliiBi 
Education  League,  or  to  the  extrnae 
partizans  on  either  side  of  the  Hoqm 
that  we  offer  this  measure.  Sod 
views  we  do  not  seek  to  embody  in  it, 
and  such  opinions  we  can  neith«r 
hope,  nor  wish  to  conciliate ;  but  vt 
offer  this  measure  to  the  sober  modenli 
men  of  all  parties,  as  one  which,  whik 
consistent  with  the  freedom  of  individoal 
Englishmen,  and  interfering  as  littk 
as  possible  with  honest  industry,  viD 
sliow  no  mercy  to  that  grievous  wrong- 
doer  who  injures  his  child  by  depriTiiig 
him  of  the  education  to  which  he  ii 
entitled,  and  will  in  a  few  yetn 
secure  that  great  object  upon' which tbs 
country  has  set  its  heart--tbat  none  of 
her  children  shall  be  deprived  of  die 
blessing  of  a  sound  and  good  edueiUifli. 
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The  following  is  a  fuller  Report  of  the   Speech  of   the  Right 
Honourable   Viscount  Sandon   on  Mr,   Richard's  Amend- 


ment : — 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  lOth  July,  1876. 

Viscount  SANDON  said:    The  de- 
bate has  now  lasted  for  a  considerable 
time ;  though,  in  the  early  part  of  the 
evening,  it  seemed  so  much  to  flag  that 
I  was  apprehensive   the  whole  matter 
would  come  to  a  premature  conclusion. 
I  do  not,  therefore,  think  that  I  am 
rising  too  early  to  address  the  House. 
During  the  first  two  or  three  hours  of 
the  debate,  I  felt  disposed  to  regret  the 
tone  which  has  been  adopted  by  more 
than  one  speaker.     I  have,  during  that 
time,  heard  a  good  deal  which  seemed  to 
indicate  that  religious  feuds  and  bitter- 
ness would  be  introduced  into  the  dis- 
cussion ;  but  when  I  was  beginning  to 
feel    injured    and    annoyed    by    these 
attacks,  I  reminded  myself  that  one  was 
bound  to  admit  that,  after  all,  Noncon- 
formists had  real  wrongs  in  the  past  to 
complain  of,  and  that  Churchmen  there- 
fore ought  not  to  be  too  sensitive  now  if 
— even  at  the  present  day — when  those 
wrongs  were  long  ago  removed,  those 
who  belonged  to  the  older  generation  of 
Nonconformists  should  still  be  very  sus- 
ceptible when  they  approached  a  subject 
such  as    that  before    the    House,   and 
should  be  over  anxious  and  suspicious  if 
they  fancied — however  much  they  might 
in  fact  be  mistaken — that  some  former 
wrong  might  be  revived,  and  the  least 
invasion  made  upon    their   rights  and 
liberties,  the  maintenance  of  which  all 
parties  alike  would  now  cordially  sup- 
port.    For  my  part,  I  must  confess  I 
wish  we  could  forbid    the  reading  of 
Catechisms  of  any  kinds  in  our  debates ; 
for  their  frequent  reading  in  recent  dis- 
cussions   has,  in   my  opinion,   neither 
tended  to  the  dignity  of  those  debateB, 


nor  to  the  promotion  of  that  good  feel- 
ing which  ought  to  prevail.  But  if  there 
were  some  speeches  in  the  early  part  of 
the  evening  to  which  I  could  not  listen 
with  satisfaction,  there  were  others  later 
on,  full  of  grave  and  serious  arguments 
— such  as  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Hants  (Mr. 
Cowper-Temple)  and  that  of  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  who 
has  just  sat  down — which  will,  I  think,  do 
good  service  to  the  cause  of  education ;  for, 
while  they  entered  fully  into  the  sup- 
posed grievances  of  the  Nonconformists 
and  carefully  weighed  them,  they  came 
to  the  conclusion,  with  the  Government, 
that  those  grievances  are  only  imaginary. 
I  may  also  observe  that  I  have  received 
several    communications    from    various 
parts  of  the  country,  in  which  I  am  in- 
formed that  such  denunciations  of  the 
proposals  of    the    Government   as  the 
House  has  on  more  than  one  occasion 
heard  are  by  no  means  acceptable  to  the 
great  mass  of   Nonconformists.     Now, 
there  are  two  or  three  points  which  have 
been   raised  by  the   hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr  (Mr.  Richard),  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester  (Mr.  M'Arthur),  and 
others,  to  which  I  wish  to  advert  before 
entering    into    the    general    argument. 
The   hon.   Gentleman  the   Member  for 
Merthyr  has  spoken  of  it  as  one  of  the 
great  grievances  of  the  Bill,  that  under 
its  operation  Nonconformists  will  be  ex- 
cluded from  all  share  in  the   teaching 
profession ;  but   surely  he  forgets  that 
there  are,  at  the  present  moment,  2,000 
British    schools,    besides    1,100    board 
schools,  in  which  I  cannot  but  think  that 
Nonconformist  teachers,  even  if  they  are 
excluded     from     Church     of    England 
schools,  will  find  ample  room  for  exer- 
cising their  powers.  Then  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  there  were  thousands  of  achooli 
supported  oiAy  Vi'j  i^^^  ^ixA  QiO^^T^iss^^sviX. 
grants.    \}Ai .  ^icaKKD  \  ^  Xi'a^  ^^^^^^i 
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I  said  *'  some  schools."]    I  wrote  down 
the  hon.  Member's  words  at  the  time, 
but,  of  course,  I  accept  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's retractation.     But  it   is    still   de- 
sirable, after  what  has  passed,  to  give 
the  figures.     There  are  315  schools  sup- 
ported only  by  fees  and  the  Government 
grant — of  which  130  are  Church  of  Eng- 
land schools  ;  1 80  British  and  Wesleyan 
schools ;  and  five  Roman  Catholic  schools 
— that  is  to  say,   1*38   Church   schools 
were  so  supported ;  and  8*85  British  and 
Wesleyan.    That  is  an  important  figure, 
which  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind  after 
the  somewhat  rash  and  sweeping  asser- 
tions which  have  been  made.     Then  the 
hon.  Member  said  that  £14,000,000  had 
been  spent   by  Government   upon   the 
maintenance  of  voluntary  schools ;   of 
course,  by  this,  he   means   under   the 
annual   grants,  from  the  beginning  of 
such  grants  in  1839;  but  he  ought,  in 
fairness,  not  only  to  have  mentioned  also 
the  annual  voluntary  subscriptions  given 
during  the  same  term  of  years,  but  he  ought 
to  have  mentioned  the  enormous  sum  of 
£13,000,000  sterling  spent  by  voluntary 
effort  on  the  sites  and  buildings  of  these 
schools,    while    Government    had    only 
given  less  than  £2,000,000.    Surely,  the 
hon.  Member  is  not  ignorant  that  even 
amongst  his  own  friends,  and  also  on  his 
side  of   politics,  there  are  many  differ- 
ences of   opinion  as  to  the  desirability 
or  otiiorwiso  of  Boards  of  Guardians  be- 
coming tlie  managers  as  school  boards 
are  of  schools,  and  against  the  view  of 
the     lion.    Member    for   ^Eerthyr   Tyd- 
vil,    I    set    the    representations    made 
to  me  by  recent  deputations   from    the 
trades  unionists  of    London    and  from 
the    Union    of    the    Agricultural     La- 
bourers,  who    protested    against   these 
bodies  being  the  managers  of  the  schools, 
and  said  that  in  their  opinion  they  were 
quite   unlit   for  this  special  office,  and 
seemed  much  relieved  when  I  showed 
them  that  such  an  arrangement  was  not 
in  the  Bill,  and  was  not  supported  by 
the  Government.     When  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber   has    settled    this    point    with    his 
friends  of  the  working  classes,  I  shall  be 
happy  to  discuss  it  further.     The  hon. 
Gentleman     said     he     was    now     ver}* 
doubtful  about  compulsion,  and  thought 
it   better  to  leave   the  question  of  the 
attendance  of  children  at  school  to  the 
general  good  feeling  of  the  people  ;  but 
on  looking  at  the  Division  I^ist  upon  Mr. 
Dixon's  Bill  last  year,  wlieix  'we  ^cte 


Bpecially  and  repeatedly  tdd  by  lb. 
Dixon,  and  the  supporters  of  the  Bill 
who  sat  all  around  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr,  that  universal  school  botrdi 
were  not  a  necessary  part  of  the  Bill 
but  that  the  real  question  at  issue,  upon 
which  the  opinion  of  the  House  vis 
challenged,  on  account  of  which  the 
most  urgent  appeals  were  made  to  06  to 
read  it  a  second  time,  was  univend 
direct  compulsion^  I  find  the  name  <i 
the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  Tydvil  u 
voting  for  the  Bill.  I  am  the  last  imt- 
son  in  the  world  to  blame  any  one  rar  t 
conscientious  change  of  opinion;  bat 
this  was  a  very  remarkable  change  in- 
deed, most  rapid  and  unaccountable. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  assured  the  House  that  the 
labourers  would  not  consent  to  any  mea- 
sure to  compel  their  children's  attend- 
ance at  school,  if  administered  by  Boards 
of  Guardians — that,  in  fact,  they  would 
regard  it  as  an  insult.  From  Labonren* 
Unions  and  their  friends,  however,  aveiy 
different  story  comes.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber forgets  that  I  have  had  communict- 
tions  from  these  associations  myself,  and 
have  discussed  personally  with  them  aD 
the  leading  provisions  of  the  Bill,  ao 
that  I  can  give  him  authentic  informa- 
tion as  to  their  views — quite  contrary  to 
the  hon.  Member's  account,  they  asserted 
that  they  were  so  eager  for  education 
that  they  represented  to  me  that  the 
Government  scheme  of  compulsion  was 
much  too  moderate.  In  comparing  de- 
nominational and  board  schools  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  was  not  more  for- 
tunate, for  Returns  show  that  the  ave- 
rage attendance  is  higher  in  volun- 
tary schools  than  in  board  schools ;  and 
though  it  is  true  that  the  latter  excel 
somewhat  in  writing  and  arithmetic, 
still  their  position  is  certainl}'  not  one 
of  general  supeiiority  to  a  great  portion 
of  the  voluntary  schools,  even  in  intel- 
lectual  matters,  putting  aside  the  im- 
portant questions  of  morals,  training, 
and  management.  The  assertion  that 
board  schools  were  cheaper  than  volun- 
tary schools  is  as  unfounded  as  the 
sweeping  statement  that  they  were  more 
efficient ;  for,  while  the  average  cost  per 
head  at  a  Church  of  England  school  was 
£1  11«.  11.]^.,  at  Wesleyan  or  British 
schools  £1  12*.  2hd.f  and  at  a  Eoman 
Catholic  school  £  1  9«.  5(i. ;  the  average 
cost  of  a  board  school  was  £l  16«.  Ud, 
L  A.  ^TQi^t  ^Qj:t  of  the  hon.  Member's  aigu- 
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ment  was  based  on  these  two  points, 
and  on  the  strength  of  them  he  appealed 
to  the  Government  not  to  occasion  any 
shock  to  the  school  board  system.  The 
arguments  upon  which  he  based  his 
appeal,  as  I  have  shown,  come  to 
nothing;  but  I  can  assure  him,  as  I 
liave  said  throughout,  that  the  Govern- 
ment does  not  aim  at  destroying  the 
aehool  board  system,  as  he  would  have 
Been  if  he  had  studied  the  Bill  more 

.  oarefully.  We  have  left  people  free  to 
have  school  boards  if  they  like.  But 
once  more,  and  before  parting  with 
the  hon.  Member's  remarks,  1  must 
again  remind  him  that  as  to  board 
schools  being  cheaper  and  more  effi- 
cient than  others,  there  is  not  a  par- 
ticle of  evidence.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  (Mr.  M* Arthur)  said  the 
Oonscience  Clause  was  often  shamefully 
broken;  but  there,  again,  no  evidence 

.  whatever  was  offered  ;  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  changes  in  the  Time  Table 
do  not  mean  at  all  necessarily  changes 
affecting  the  Oonscience  Clause.  A 
simple  transposition  of  the  hours  of  les- 
sons was,  of  course,  not  seldom  made 
which  had  nothing  to  do  with  an  infrac- 
tion of  the  Conscience  Clause.  80  many 
watchful  eyes  are  looking  out  for  any 
breaches  of  the  Conscience  Clause  in  our 
schools,  that  I  cannot  but  think  that 
those  that  take  place  are  generally  made 
known  to  us  by  the  newspapers,  or  by 
letters  to  the  Department,  and,  so  far  as 
the  public  and  the  Department  know, 
the  cases  are,  I  am  happy  to  say,  cer- 
tainly very  few — so  that,  lacking  further 
proof,  I  say  this  attack  of  the  hon. 
Member  falls  to  the  ground.  The  hon. 
Member  then  sneered  at  the  agricul- 
tural interest,  and  spoke  of  the  intense 
ignorance  of  the  agricultural  children; 
but  it  has  been  found  by  the  Education 
Department,  as  I  have  repeatedly  in- 
formed the  House,  that  the  country 
children  attend  school  longer  and  better 
than  those  in  towns,  and  that  they  pass 
better  than  the  average  in  towns.  [Mr. 
A.  M'Abthtjb  denied  that  he  had  sneered 
at  the  igpiorance  of  the  agricultural 
children.]  Well,  if  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  sneer  at  agricultural  children, 
his  whole  tone  and  argument  in  regard 
to  them  was  most  decidedly  and  unmis- 
takably depreciatory,  in  comparison  to 
the  town  children.  But  the  real  point 
to  be  decided  by  the  House  now  is, 
whether  we  are  or  are  not  to  assent  to 


the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr.  In  introducing  the  Bill  I  said 
that  the  Qovemment  had  kept  steadily 
in  view,  as  the  main  object  of  the  mea- 
sure, the  advantage  of  the  children  of 
the  country,  both  individually  and  in 
their  more  public  capacity  as  future 
citizens  of  this  great  Empire.  That  is 
the  point  of  view  from  which  the  ques- 
tion ought  principally  to  be  looked  at : 
this  is  the  test  which  the  Government 
applied  to  the  various  proposals  which 
they  had  before  them  in  framing  the 
Bill,  and  this  test  I  would  beg  the  House 
to  apply  to  this  proposal,  and  to  any 
others  which  are  brought  before  us. 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr 
asks  us  to  decide  that  all  schools  should 
be  hereafter  under  public  management, 
I  would  ask  the  House,  before  assenting 
to  this  proposition,  to  consider  what  you 
really  .want  your  schools  to  be,  where 
the  children  of  the  working  classes  will 
to  a  great  extent  be  obliged  to  spend  all 
the  time  which  they  have  available  for 
education.  Do  you  desire  the  children 
to  go  to  simply  elementary  learning 
shops,  where  they  will  pick  up  nothing 
but  the  bare  elements  of  an  elemen- 
tary secular  knowledge  ?  I  have  not 
a  doubt  that  the  country  wishes  that 
the  schools  should  not  only  be  tho- 
roughly good  places  for  imparting  to 
children  elementary  knowledge,  but 
also,  and  above  all,  good  training 
places  for  their  characters  and  morals. 
The  country  wishes  before  all  things  to 
have  schools  of  this  latter  kind.  I  can- 
not have  the  least  doubt  about  this ;  I 
see  this  is  the  ruling  feeling  as  to  our 
schools  amongst  all  classes  and  Churches 
in  every  part  of  the  land.  Now,  the 
question  is,  how  is  this  kind  of  education 
to  be  secured  ?  Is  public  management 
the  best  way  to  secure  and  maintain  the 
high  character  of  our  schools  as  training 
places  for  the  young  ?  The  only  public 
management  of  which  we  have  had  any 
practical  experience  is  the  school  board 
system,  and,  however  much  we  may 
approve  of  their  zeal  in  building  schools, 
and  of  their  judgment  as  well  as  energy 
in  getting  children  to  attend  school, 
anyone  who  has  studied  their  working 
is  aware  that  the  management  of  their 
schools  is  their  weak  point,  even  under 
the  guidance  of  such  excellent  members  as 
have  generally  in  the  first  instance  been 
elected.  It  is,  however,  I  fear,. more  than 
a  matter  of  seriowft  dowXiX.  'vV^'Ockftx  '^^  ^ia.\3k. 
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rely  on  as  good  men  joining  the  school  ] 
boards  in  future,  merely  to  undertake 
the  drudgery  of  managing  board  schools, 
when  tlie  more  interesting  work  of  pro- 
viding schools,  and  of  inaugurating  a 
now  s^'stem  is  over.  For  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  even  with  the  advantage 
of  a  better  class  of  men  than  are  likely 
to  join  them  in  future,  many  school 
boards  up  to  tlie  present  have  not 
worked  well.  If  hon.  Members  will 
read  for  a  few  weeks  the  reports  of 
their  meetings  in  llie  School  Board 
Chronicle  J  and  would  study  the  annual 
Reports  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  of 
schools  in  the  Blue  Books — let  them 
look,  for  instance,  at  the  recent  ones 
respecting  Cornwall,  Essex,  and  Suffolk, 
and  others  —  they  will  see  that  their 
working  is  far  from  satisfactory,  as  far  as 
education  is  concerned,  in  no  insignificant 
number  of  cases.  As  far,  therefore,  as 
practical  experience  goes,  it  is,  to  say 
the  least  of  it,  doubtful  whether  elective 
bodies  are  the  best  managers  of  schools 
— that  is,  whether  the  children's  advan- 
tage will  be  as  well  secured  under  their 
management  as  under  that  of  private 
managers,  who  have  hithei-to  maintained 
a  high  tone  in  the  schools  of  England. 
A  curious  Beturn  as  to  the  management 
of  schools  by  school  boards  has  been 
laid  upon  the  Table  this  year — I  think 
on  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Kent  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot).  There  were,  at  the  date  of  the 
Eoturn,  874  school  boards  in  England 
and  Wales,  and  yet  only  about  160  of 
tlicm  had  appointed  managers  for  their 
schools.  These  874  school  boards  had 
1,754  schools  of  their  own,  and  for  the 
1,541  of  these  schools  which  are  at- 
tended by  girls  only,  46  school  boards 
only  have  appointed  lady  managers  to 
the  number  of  256.  Uitherto  the  suc- 
cessful management  of  our  girls'  schools 
has  been  very  much  due  to  the  ladies  of 
this  country ;  but  when  it  is  found  that 
so  few  of  the  school  boards  have  ap- 
pointed lady  managers,  this  fact  alone 
must  suggest  another  doubt  as  to  the 
fitn(»ss  of  popular  bodies  for  these 
functions.  Again  out  of  this  large 
number  of  874  school  boards,  with 
1,754  schools,  only  407  have  arranged 
for  the  systematic  visitation  of  their 
schools,  either  by  themselves  or  by 
managers.  Thus  we  have  before  us 
this  picture — in  many  towns  the  schools 
left  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  school- 


masters and  Bchoolmistresses ;  in  maay 
cases  very  young  persons,  who,  howert;! 
excellent  as  teachers,  can  hardly  be  con- 
sidered fit  for  this  grave  and  difficok 
task,  without  the  help  of  experiexkced 
managers.  Then  let  us  look  at  Bir- 
mingham, which  is  supposed  to  Le  % 
remarkable  town  in  all  educational 
matters,  which  has  gentlemen  of  un- 
doubted zeal  for  education  on  its  board, 
and  which  prides  itself  on  being  in 
advance  on  this  subject,  I  find  that  iti 
school  board  has  appointed  no  maaagen 
to  its  schools.  Further,  from  a  report 
in  The  School  Board  ChronieU  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Bimiingham  school 
board,  which  I  hold  in  my  nand,  I  lean 
that  an  inquiiy  was  made  of  each  mem- 
ber whether  they  could  arrange  among 
themselves  for  the  systematic  visitatiDn 
of  their  schools,  which  have,  as  I  have 
shown,  no  managers,  and  they  ez« 
pressed  their  regret  that  they  were  too 
busy  to  do  so ;  and  so  the  schools,  ao  £tt 
as  my  knowledge  goes,  are  -left  withoot 
any  systematic  management  or  lisita- 
tion.  As  compared  with  this  pictme, 
surely  experience  has  shown  that  tha 
management  of  the  voluntary  sdioob 
has  been,  for  the  most  part,  one  of  their 
special  advantages.  People  whe  reaDy 
care  for  education  and  for  the  children, 
and  who  make  sacrifices  of  time  and 
money  for  the  cause,  control  them. 
The  result  has  been  that  voluntaij 
schools  have  been  particularly  good  in 
regard  to  the  moral  character  of  the 
children.  Compare  them  with  the  best 
accounts  of  the  American  and  the 
German  schools,  and  I  believe  the  Eng- 
lish voluntary  schools  will  be  found  to 
bear  the  palm  for  good  influence  over 
the  children,  the  great  point  upon 
which  the  country  is  primarily  anxions. 
Therefore,  as  far  as  the  advantage  of 
the  children  themselves  goes,  I  Uiink 
any  impartial  judgment  must  confem 
that  that  private  management  carriei 
the  day. 

But  to  put  this  aside,  is  there  some 
overwhelming  injustice  proposed  to  be 
created  by  this  Bill  whicn  should  make 
us  overthrow  a  system  which  we  nearly 
all  agree  is  the  best  for  children  ?  Has 
the  Conscience  Clause  really  failed? 
I  have  looked  at  the  Inspectors'  KeportA, 
Eeport  after  Report,  and  certainly  the 
only  conclusion  I  can  draw  is  that  it  has 
not  failed.  Whenever  the  public  Pre« 
— and  it  is  watchful  in  this  matter — or 
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letters  from  individuals,  bring  to  the 
notice  of  the  Department  the  least  case 
of  infraction  of  the  Conscience  Clause, 
we  send  down  a  peremptory  order  to  stop 
the  wrong,  under  pain  of  the  loss  of  all 
tiie  Ooyemment  grant.    But  it  has  been 
said  that  the  Conscience  Clause  has  a 
Tory  small  operation.  Well,  last  autumn 
I  wanted  to  ascertain  whether  it  was  much 
used  or  not,  and  I  sent  a  circular  from 
the  Department  to  all  board  and  volun- 
tary schools — and  what  was  the  result  ? 
Why,  I  found  from  the  answers  made 
to  this  circular,  that  under  this  much- 
maligned  Conscience  Clause,  the  effect 
and  value  of  which  it  is  now  the  policy 
of  the   hon.   Member    for  Merthyr  to 
deride,  a  total  of  over  3,300  children 
have^  been  withdrawn  from  religious  in- 
struction.    That  is  to  say,  out  of  8,586 
public  elementary  schools  of  the  Church 
of  England,  scattered  all  over  the  coun- 
try,  there  were  withdrawn  from  reli- 
gions instruction  1,446  children;  out  of 
1,755  British,  Wesley  an,  and  undenomi- 
national schools,  249  children  were  with- 
drawn;   out    of    528   Koman    Catholic 
echools,  1,325  children  were  withdrawn; 
while  out  of  1,319   board  schools  358 
children  were  withdrawn.     This  surely 
shows  that   the  Conscience  Clause  has 
not  proved    nugatory,   but    has,   to    a 
large  extent,  done  the  work  it  was  in- 
tended to  do.     I  will  not  dwell  on  the 
religious  difficulty;  but  I  must   say  I 
think  that    this   evening's   debate   has 
shown  that  it  is  the  general  opinion  of 
both  sides  of  the  House  that  this  diffi- 
culty is  not  a  real  and  serious  one,  and, 
anyhow,  that  this  Bill  in  no  way  in- 
creases, or    creates    such    a    difficulty. 
Granting,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
a  religious  difficulty  does  exist,  I  would 
ask  why  was  it  not  started  when  Mr. 
Dixon  brought  forward  his  Bill  ?    Mr. 
Dixon  stated  over  and  over  again  that 
his  Bill  'was  one  for  universal  direct 
compulsion,  but   that  it  contained   no 
provision  whatever  for  setting  up  new 
schools  where  they  already  existed,  ac- 
cording to  the  requirements  of  the  Do- 
Sartment.     Why  was  not  the  religious 
ifficulty  mentioned  then  ?    Well,  then, 
I  would  again  ask,  has  the  Government 
Bill  aggravated  the  religious  difficulty 
in  any  way  ?    Perhaps  the  best  answer 
I  can  give  the  House  to  this  question 
is  to  quote  from  the   printed  circular 
which  was  forwarded  to  me  at  the  Privy 
Council  Office.    It  was  marked  private, 


but  I  presume  that  I  may  use  a  printed 
document  coming  to  me  in  my  official 
capacity,  and  I  will  appeal  to  this  cir- 
cular as  containing  the  most  trustworthy 
information  as  to  whether  the  Govern- 
ment Bill  really  aggravates  any  sup- 
posed religious  difficulty.  It  was  written 
after  reading  my  speech  on  introducing 
the  Bill,  before  it  was  printed,  but  it 
goes  minutely  into  details  and  shows  that 
the  writers  fully  understood  the  main 
features  of  the  Government  scheme,  and 
it  specially  states  that  no  power,  like  that 
of  school  boards,  is  given  to  the  new 
school  authorities  to  establish  schools, 
and  that  they  are  obliged  to  compel  at- 
tendance at  the  existing  schools.  This 
document  is  dated  from  the  Central  Non- 
conformist Committee,  Birmingham,  and 
I  will,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
read  an  important  passage— 

"  The  effect  of  these  proposals  will  be  to  in- 
troduce both  direct  and  indirect  compulsion  into 
many  parts  of  the  country  where  Nonconformists 
are  numerous,  but  where  the  only  schools  in 
existence  are  schools  connected  with  the  EsUi- 
blished  Church.  I'he  Committee  (the  Ccnti-ul 
Nonconformist  Committee)  feel  strongly  the  in- 
justice which  is  involved  in  compelling  the 
children  of  Nonconformists  to  attend  scho<jls 
which  are  established  with  the  avowed  inteutii»u 
of  educating  children  in  the  priucipU's'of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  which  are  under  the 
almost  irresponsible  control  of  the  clergy.  IJut 
practically  the  injustice  already  exists.  It  is 
one  of  the  inevitable  evils  residting  from  the  de- 
nominational system.  Nonconformists  of  every 
description  are  anxious  to  give  their  cliildreu  as 
good  an  education  as  possible;  but  in  many 
parts  of  England  they  have  no  choice  of  schools. 
They  are  obliged  to  send  their  children  to  the 
schools  of  the  clergj'  or  to  leave  thtm  unedu-' 
cated.  We  believe,  therefore,  that  the  number 
of  Nonconformist  cliildren  who  are  not  actually 
at  school,  |ind  who  would  be  driven  into  Church 
schools  bv  Lord  Sandon's  Bill,  is  extremely  few. 
The  children  whom  the  Bill  would  reach  are  for 
the  most  part  children  of  ignorant  or  careless 
parents,  and  it  is  better  that  they  should  be 
driven  into  the  school  of  the  Church  than  that 
they  should  receive  no  education  at  aU.  While, 
therefore,  we  recognize  the  strength  of  the  ab- 
stract objection  to  the  compulsory  proposal  of 
the  measure,  we  cannot  recommend  that  these 
proposals  should  be  resisted.  In  the  interest  of 
the  neglected  children  and  of  the  country  at 
large,  we  think  that  they  should  be  accepted. — 
ISigned  by  William  Middlemore,  J. P.  chairman  ; 
R.  W.  Dale,  H.  W.  Crosskey,  J.  Jenkyn  Brown, 
hon.  sees. ;  F.  Schnadhorst,  secretary." 

This  is  surely  remarkable  and  unim- 
peachable testimony ;  it  comes  from  the 
very  heart  of  the  operations  of  the 
League;  it  is  the  deliberate  utterance 
of  their  well-known  political  Association 
— the  Central  NQiiCQi\iQTa:d&\.QtQV2L^\£L^^ 
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— which  is  held  to  be  the  mouthpiece  of 
the  most  extreme  and  active  sections  of 
the  three  leading  Dissenting  communi- 
ties, and  is  signed  by  the  well-known 
leaders  of  their  party.  If  I  wanted  an 
argument  to  show  that  the  Government 
Bill  is  one  of  perfect  fairness  to  the  Non- 
conformists as  well  as  to  the  Church,  I 
might  well  be  content  to  rest  my  de- 
fence upon  this  important  circular  which 
has  been  forwarded  to  me. 

But  to  go  back  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr*s  Amendment,  it  is  as  clear  as 
the  day  that  it  is  not  really  the  question 
of  whether  it  is  a  good  thing  or  not  for  the 
children  that  the  schools  should  be  under 
public  management.  It  is  the  old,  old 
story  which  the  House  has  heard  and 
has  rejected  so  often  before,  ever  since 
1870,  that  a  board  school  should  be  put 
within  the  reach  of  every  Nonconfor- 
mist parent.  Yes,  the  real  meaning  of 
the  Amendment  is  simply  the  plan  which 
Parliament  has  so  often  refused  to  adopt, 
that  the  voluntary  schools  should  be 
thrown  on  the  rates — a  proposal  which 
I  can  hardly  fancy  the  Nonconformists 
or  any  politicians  will  find  a  very  pro- 
fitable one  to  suggest  to  the  ratepayers 
—  and  then  that  Parliament  should 
create  universal  school  boards.  This, 
however,  is  a  proposal  which  the  Go- 
vernment   cannot     entertain    for    one 


moment.  I  regret^  in  the  interests  d 
education,  that  the  subject  ahould  ban 
been  brought  forward  again ;  but  I  tniii 
that  the  calmer  judgment  of  the  hoa. 
Member  for  Merthyr  and  his  Friends, 
when  they  have  thought  over  the  BUI, 
will  lead  them  to  adopt  what  I  belieft 
to  be  the  opinion  of  many  of  the  moit 
considerate  Nonconformists  throughout 
the  country,  that  it  has  been  framed  ii 
no  sectarian  spirit  whatever,  and  that  it 
will  promote  the  great  cause  of  educa- 
tion without  inflicting  any  injuiy  upon 
the  consciences  of  any  of  our  peq^le. 
However  this  may  be,  I  conndentlj 
claim  for  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemmeBt 
that,  while  we  have  tried  to  utilize  and 
strengthen  existing  institutions  instead 
of  setting  up  new  ones,  and  while  w« 
have  endeavoured  to  avoid  making  great 
and  sudden  changes  in  the  daily  habits 
of  our  people,  which  would  inevitaklj 
set  them  against  education,  we  haie 
framed  our  measure  in  the  honest  desire 
to  make  the  best,  the  soundest,  and  tbs 
most  complete  provision  for  the  ednea- 
tion  of  our  children,  who  must  in  the 
course  of  time  be  the  citizens  and  sub- 
jects of  this  great  Empire,  and  influence 
to  a  great  extent  its  future  destinies. 
I  trust  for  these  reasons  the  House  will 
not  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  boa. 
Member. 
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1.  A  N  Act  to  rai>e  the  sum  of  Four  million 
.A.  and  eighty  thouBand  poimdB  by  Eiche- 
qaer  Bonds. 

3.  An  Act  to  apply  the  sum  of  Four  million  and 
eighty  thouHmd  pounds  out  of  tho  CouboU- 
d^ed  F^nd  to  the  eervice  of  the  year  ending 
on  the  thirty-flret  day  of  March  one  thoa- 
•uul  ught  handled  and  seventy-Biz. 

9.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Eppinr 
Forest  CommiBsioaers  to  make  their  Final 
Beport. 

4.  An  Act  to  apply  certain  sums  oat  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  to  the  service  of  the  yeoxs 
ending  the  thirty-lirst  day  of  March  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-five,  one 
thousand  eig:ht  hundred  and  seventy-six,  and 
one  thousand  eight   hundred  and  seventy- 


1868  to  1870. 
e.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  cetating  to  the 
Stamping  of  Policies  of  Sea  Insurance. 

7.  An  Act  to  amend  tho  Tjtw  relating  to  certain 
Appointment*  to  the  Council  of  India. 

8.  An  Act  for  punishing  Mutiny  and  Desertioii, 
and  for  the  better  payment  of  the  Army  and 
their  Quartan. 

B.  An  Act  for  the  Begulation  of  Her  Majesty's 
Bojal  Marine  Forces  while  on  shore. 

10.  An  Act  to  enahle  Her  moat  OraciouB  Ma- 
jesty to  make  an  addition  to  the  Hoyal  Style 
and  Titles  appertaining  to  the  Impenol 
CraiAi  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  its  De- 


11. An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the  Seventh 
and  Eighth  Tears  of  Her  Majesty,  Chapter 
Forty-four,  relating  to  the  Formation  of 
quoad  sacra  Parishes  in  Scotland. 

12.  An  Act  to  asumilate  the  Law  of  Scotland 
to  that  of  England  respecting  the  creation  of 


13.  An  .^ct  to  prevent  the  Administration  of 
Poiaonona  Drugs  to  Horses  and  other  Ani- 

14.  An  Act  to  ext«nd  the  ptovisioos  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  Audit  Departments  Act,  1666,  to 
the  Acconnts  of  the  Commissioners  for  the 
(Jovenunent  of  the  Boyal  Hospital  at 
Chobea. 

16.  An  Act  to  apply  the  sum  of  Eleven  million 
pounds  oat  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the 
service  of  the  year  ending  the  thirty -first  day 
of  March  one  thoosand  eight  hundred  and 
seventy-seven. 

16.  An  Act  to  grant  and  alter  certain  Duties 
of  Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue,  and  to 
amend  the  Taws  relating  to  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue, 

17.  An  Act  to  amend  the  PartitiOD  Act,  18SS. 

15.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Sohcitor  for  tho 
affairs  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury,  and  make 
further  provision  respecting  the  grant  of  the 
admin!  Btrati  on  of  the  Estates  of  deceased 
persons  for  the  use  of  Her  Majesty. 

1  E>.  An  Act  to  amend  the  I^v  relatii^  to  Salmon 

Fisheriea  In  England  and  Wales. 
20.  An    Act   to   facilitate  the   Bevision  of  tho 
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21.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Ijews  relating  to  the 
Qualification  of  Jurors  in  Ireland. 

22.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Trade  Union  Act, 

1871. 

23.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Prevention  of  Crimes 
Act,  1871. 

24.  An  Act  for  the  Relief  of  the  Executors  of 
Testates  in  Scotland  where  the  Personal 
Estate  is  of  small  Value. 

25.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  in  Scotland  in 
regard  to  tlie  division  of  Burghs  into  Wards. 

26.  An  Act  to  assimilate  the  Law  of  Scotland 
relating  to  the  granting  of  Licenses  to  sell 
intoxicating  Liquors  to  the  Law  of  England. 

27.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  lieduction  of  Local 
Light  Dues. 

28.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Court  of  Admiralty 
(Ireland)  Act,  1867,  and  confer  a  more  ex- 
tended Admiralty  Jurisdiction  on  the  Re- 
corders of  Cork  and  Belfast. 

29.  An  Act  for  the  Preservation  of  Wild  Fowl. 

30.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Settled  Estates  Act  of 
1856. 

31.  An  Act  to  grant  Money  for  the  purpose  of 
Loans  by  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commis- 
sioners, and  to  amend  the  Public  Works  Loans 
Act,  1875. 

32.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Friendly  Societies 
Act,  1875. 

33.  An  Act  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Trade 
Marks  Registration  Act,  1875. 

34.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Elver 
Fishing. 

35.  An  Act  for  consolidating  the  Duties  of 
Customs. 

36.  An  Act  to  consolidate  the  Customs  Laws. 

37.  An  Act  to  assimilate  the  Law  in  Ireland  to 
the  Law  in  England  as  to  quieting  Possessions 
and  Titles  against  the  Crown. 

38.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Limits  of  Ago  up  to 
which,  with  tho  assent  of  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, orphan  and  deserted  pauper  Children 
may  be  supported  out  of  Workhouses  in  Ire- 
land. 

39.  An  Act  to  continue  certain  Turnpike  Acts 
in  (Jroat  lintain,  and  to  r(,'i)cal  c«.'rtain  other 
Turnpike  Acts ;  and  for  other  purposes  con- 
nected tlicn-Nvith. 

40.  An  Act  for  enjibling  legally  qualified  ^ledical 
Pra('titi(mer8  to  hold  certain  public  IMedical 
Appointments,  and  for  amending  the  lliledical 
Act. 

4 1 .  iVn  Act  to  remove  Restrictions  on  the  grant- 
ing of  (iualifications  for  Registration  under 
the  Medical  Act  on  the  OTound  of  Sex. 

42.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  respecting  certain 
Returns  from  Convict  Prisons. 

43.  iiVn  Act  to  make  provision  respecting  the 
Superannuation  Allowances  or  Pensions  of 
Persons  employed  in  the  S<T\'ice  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty in  the  Government  of  the  Isle  of  Man. 

44.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Legal 
Practitioners  in  Ireland. 

45.  An  Act  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  Laws 
relating  to  Industrial  and  Provident  Societies. 

46.  An  Act  for  more  efi'ectually  pimishing 
Oflfences  against  the  Laws  relating  to  the 
Slave  IVado. 

47.  An  Act  to  make  pro\'ision  for  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Islands  of  Saint  Vincent,  Tobago, 
and  Grenada,  and  their  Dependencies. 

48.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  with  reference  to 
Bankers'  Books  Evidence. 


49.  An  Act  to   make  proyinon  for  fij 
Burghs  in  Scotland  with  Gkw. 

50.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Taw  for  the  BeUcf  c( 
the  Poor  in  Ireland  in  respect  to  riuiBf  i^ 
chargeability  on  Poor  Law  Unions. 

51 .  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  Citdi 
Disease  in  Ireland. 

52.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  respcctiiur  tk 
Powers  and  Duties  vested  in  the  Btirite 
appointed  to  certify  the  Rules  of  Stnagi 
Banks. 

53.  An  Act  to  make  farther  provision  rHpect> 
ing  the  Superannuation  Allowance  to  W 
granted  to  Civil  Servants  serving  in  imheiltfaf 
Climates. 

54.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  FonndatioD  oCi 
new  Bishopric  out  of  a  part  of  the  diocoR  i 
Exeter. 

66.  An  Act  for  further  amending  the  Acts  iv 
lating  to  the  raising  of  Money  by  the  Metrn- 
politan  Board  of  Works ;  and  for  other  po- 
poses  relating  thereto. 

66.  An  Act  for  facilitating  the  regulation  ud 
improvement  of  Commons,  and  uir  amnidiag 
tho  Acts  relating  to  the  Indosuie  of  Cub- 
mons. 

57.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  respecting  ^ 
holding  of  Winter  Assizes. 

58.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  tn 
Parochial  Records. 

59.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Law  in  respect  d 
the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  IIook  'i 
Lords ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

60.  An  Act  to  apply  a  sum  out  of  the  Cowr-li. 
dated  Fund  to  Uio  service  of  the  year  endini; 
the  thirty-first  day  of  March  one  thooand 
eight  hundred  and  seventy -seven,  andtoap* 
propriate  the  Supplies  granted  in  this  Sesi'n 
of  I'arliament. 

61.  An  Act  to  proWdo  for  the  bettor  amzic^ 
ment  of  divided  Parishes  an<l  other  \<m:\\  im*, 
and  to  make  sundry  amendments  in  th*^  L*** 
relating  to  the  Relief  of  tho  Poor  in  EnirLiiiL 

62.  An  Act  to  make  provision  fur  th».'  I>;>pMl 
of  certain  Lands  appropriati^  for  thf  rop^lf 
of  materials  for  the  repair  oi  public  ii.i 
private  roads. 

63.  An  Act  to  render  neccssiiry  in  In-'LiD-i  * 
Year's  Notice  to  Quit  to  determine  a  Ten^c- 1 
from  Year  to  Year,  and  <jtherwis«.«  to  an*  -si 
the  Law  as  to  Notices  to  Quit. 

64.  An  Act  to  continue  for  one  year  the  Polife 
(Expenses)  Act,  1875. 

65.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Tramways  (Irclan-f 
Act,    1860,    and     the    Tramways    .Irt-IaLi 
Amendment  Act,  1861,  as  rogarda«  thr  app'j- 
cation  of  tho   same   to  the  county  and  ih« 
coimty  of  the  city  of  Dublin. 

66.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  tu  L.?»! 
Practitioners. 

67.  An  Act  for  making  provision  r«-#p.<t:i; 
Shares  in  the  Capital  of  the  Cnivcrsjil  <  rJ- 
pany  of  the  Maritime  Canal  of  »Sut2,  a'.- 
quired  on  behalf  of  the  Cro\sTi. 

68.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  for  the  pavm*^: 
of  Remuneration  and  tho  Grant  of  .Super- 
annuation Allowances  and  Gratuities  to  c<r- 
tain  persons  employed  under  Her  Majerty'i 
Principal  JSocretary  of  State  for  the  War 
Department  and  Her  Majesty's  Postmvt^^ 
General. 

69.  An  Act  to  continue  various  expiring  Livi. 
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M,  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  the  Law  re- 

^  lating  to  the  AdminiBtration  of  Justice  in 

*  Civil  Causes  in  the  ordinary  Rheriflf  Courts 

in  Scotland,  and  for  other  purposes  relating 

thereto. 

71*  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  the 
Jurisdiction  of  Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions 
in  Ireland. 

7S-  An  Act  to  suspend  for  a  limited  period  the 
holding  of  an  Election  of  a  Member  or  Mem- 
bers to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  City  of 
Norwich,  and  to  disfranchise  certain  voters 
for  the  said  City,  and  also  certain  voters  for 
the  Borough  of  Boston. 

yS.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Pensions  Commutation 
Act,  1871. 

Y4.  An  Act  for  amending  so  much  of  the  Agri- 
cnltoral  Holdings  (England) Act,  1875,  as  re- 


lates to  the  Governors  of  the  Bounty  of 
Queen  Anne  for  the  Augmentation  of  the 
Maintenance  of  the  Poor  Clergy. 

75.  An  Act  for  making  further  Provision  for 
the  Prevention  of  the  Pollution  of  Rivers. 

76.  An  Act  to  extend  the  privileges  of  Munici- 
pal Corporations  in  Irelfmd. 

77.  An  Act  to    amend    the    Law  relating  to 
Cruelty  to  Animals. 

78.  An  Act  to  amend  ithe  Procedure  connected 
with  Trial  by  Jury  in  Ireland. 

79.  An  Act  to  make  further  provision  for  Ele- 
mentary Education. 

80.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Acts. 

81.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Law  relating  to 
Crossed  Cheques. 
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The  Acts  contained  in  the  following  List,  being  Public  Acts  of  a  Locd 
Character,  are  placed  amongst  the  Local  and  Personal  Acts. 


i.  An  Act  to  render  valid  Marriages  heretofore 
solemnized  in  the  Chapel  of  Ease  of  Saint 
James  in  the  parish  of  Buxton  in  the  county 
of  Derby. 

ii.  An  Act  to  confirm  two  Provisional  Orders 
made  under  "The  Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment of  Lands  (Ireland)  Act,  1863,'*  and  the 
Acts  amending  the  same. 

iii.  An  Act  to  enable  Her  Majesty's  Postmaster 
General  to  acquire  a  site  for  the  extension  of 
the  Manchester  Genenil  Post  Office. 

iv.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  for  making  regu- 
lations as  to  the  Office  of  Clerk  of  the  Peace 
for  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster. 

viii.  An  Act  to  confirm  two  Pro\'isional  Orders 
made  under  "The  Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment of  Lands  (Ireland)  Act,  1863,"  and  the 
Acts  amending  the  same. 

xiii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  re- 
lating to  the  Borough  of  Arundel,  the  Dis- 
trict of  Bacup,  the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of 
the  Caistor  Union,  the  City  of  Carlisle,  the 
District  of  ^lilton-next-Sittingbome,  the  Bo- 
rough of  Northampton,  and  the  District  of 
Toxteth  Park. 

xiv.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
under  the  Poor  I^aw  Amendment  Act,  1867, 
vdih  reference  to  the  To^Tiships  of  Cumber- 
worth  and  Cumbcrworth- Half ,  in  the  West 
Hiding  of  the  county  of  York,  and  the  bo- 
rough of  King's  LjTin,  in  the  county  of 
Norfolk. 

XV.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Pro\i8ional  Or- 
ders of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating 
to  the  Borough  of  Blackburn,  and  to  the  Dis- 
tricts of  Downham  jMarket,  Melksham,  Miln- 
row,  and  Saint  Hellen's. 

xvi.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Or- 
ders of  the  Jjocal  Government  Board  relating 
to  the  Districts  of  Briton  Ferry  and  Clayton, 
the  Kural  Sanitary  District  of  the  Coventry 
Union,  the  Borough  of  Nottingham  (two), 
and  the  Districts  of  Oystermouth  and  Ripley. 

xvii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  under  the  pro- 
v-isions  of  tlie  Gas  and  Water  Works  Facili- 
ties Act,  1870,  and  the  Public  Health  Act, 
1875,  relating  to  the  District  of  Skelmersdale, 
in  the  county  of  Lancaster. 

xviii.  An  Act  for  vesting  Poolbeg  Lighthouse 
in  the  Dublin  Port  and  Docks  Board ;  and  for 
other  purposes  relating  thereto. 

xl.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under 
the  General  Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  1861,  re- 
lating to  Aldborough,  C'attewater,  Gardens- 
town,  and  Llandudno. 

xli.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  the 
Gas  and  Water  Works  Facilities  Act,  1870, 


relating  to  Brentford  Gras,  Norfli  Mi<MVw 
Gas,  North  Ormesby  Gaa,  Retford  On,  Raa 
and  Pontymister  Gas,  Saint  Anne'i-oB-tk 
Sea  Gas,  Tottenham  and  EdmontoD  Gm 
Worksop  Gas,  Chiltem  Hills  Spring  Wits. 
Flamborough  Water,  Stockport  IHmct  Wt. 
ter,  Wisbodi  Water,  and  Clacton-on-Sea  Gm 
and  Water. 

xlii.  An  Act  for  confirming  a  ProTisional  Order 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  TVi 
Tramways  Act,  1870,  relating  to  Wtntaye 
Tramways. 

xliii.  An  Act  to  facilitate  the  aawmbKiig  oi 
training  of  certain  Army  Coipa. 

xli  v.  An  Act  for  remedying  certain  defecU  b  tte 
constitution  of  the  district  of  All  Sainti,  1km, 
in  the  County  and  Diocese  of  York. 

Ixxxvii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Proriiiaail 
Orders  of  the  Local  Gk)vemment  Board  rdtf- 
ing  to  the  Boroughs  of  AberaTon,  Aniow. 
Brighton,  and  Burnley,  the  Districts  of  M»- 
thyr  Tyd\'il  and  Pcnsam,  the  Rural  SsaitiiT 
District  of  the  Tadcaster  Union,  and  tlK 
Borough  of  Truro. 

xci.  An  Act  to  confirm  an  Order  made  byik 
Board  of  Trade  under  The  Sea  Fineries  itf, 
1868,  relating  to  Truro. 

xcii.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  PtotuudiI 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  nndtf 
the  Gas  and  Water  Works  Facilities  Act 
1870,  relating  to  Chapel-en-le-Frith  Gu 
Cromer  Gas,  Hytlie  and  Sandgate  Ga«,  fook 
Gas,  Neath  Water,  Newbury  Water,  WanUp 
Water,  Connah's  Quay  Gas  and  Watu*,  ud 
Flint  Gas  and  Water. 

xciii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  W 
Coroners  in  the  County  of  the  City  of  Dublin. 

xciv.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Pro\-i8ional  Order 
made  under  the  *'  Public  Health  (Scotland] 
Act,  1867,"  relating  to  the  parii^  of  Wem}-«1 
in  the  countv  of  Fife. 

xcv.  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  relating 
to  Kingstown  Harbour. 

xcvi.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  sale  of  Smithfidd 
Penitentiary  Convict  Prison,  Dublin. 

xcvii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisonal 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  relat- 
ing to  the  City  of  Bristol,  the  District  \d 
Burslem,  the  Borough  of  Huntingdon  ^two". 
the  District  of  Ne^^'ton-in-Mackerfield,  ana 
the  Boroughs  of  Preston  and  Kyde. 

xcx-iii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  (ireat  Southern  and 
Western  Railway  Company  and  the  Dublin, 
Wicklow,  and  Wexfonl  Ritilway  Companv  tu 
purchase  the  Waterf ord,  New  Ross,  and  Wex- 
ford Junction  I^il way  from  the  Public  Wurfa 
Loan  Commissioners  ;  and  to  raise  Money  for 
such  purpose. 

cl.  ^Vn  Act  for  c(jnfinning  certain  Provisiuod 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  ander 
The  Tramways  Act,  1870,  relating  to  Briirtnl 
Tramways,   Coi-sham    Tramway&,   Laii<lpurt, 
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Boothflea,  and  Fortaea  Tramways,  Shepherd*8 
Buflh  and  Priory  Road  Acton  Tramway,  and 
Southport  Tramways. 

dL  An  Act  to  preserve  the  Crab  and  Lobster 
Fiaheries  on  the  Coast  of  Norfolk. 

oliL  An  Act  to  alter  the  Justiciary  District  of 
the  County  of  Peebles. 

fiiii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Education  De|>artment 
under  *'The  Elementary  Education  Act, 
1870,"  to  enable  the  School  Boards  for  Hail- 
•ham,  Ilchester,  Ingham,  Slaugham,  Swansea 
(United  District),  and  Swansea  Parish, 
Migher  and  Lower,  to  put  in  force  "The 
XAnds  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845,"  and 
the  Acta  amending  the  same. 

€tUT.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
made  by  the  Education  Department  under 
•*  The  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870,"  to 
enable  the  School  Board  for  Uomsey  to  put 
in  force  "The  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation 
Act,  1845,"  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same. 

cIt.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  for 
Ireland  relating  to  the  Township  of  Dalkey, 
the  Galway  Union,  the  City  of  Londonderry, 
the  Newtownards  United  Burial  Grounds  Dis- 
trict, the  Omagh  Waterworks,  and  to  the 
Wexford  Waterworks. 

cItL  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Scheme  under  the 
Metropolitan  Commons  Act,  1866,  and  the 
Metropolitan  Commons  Amendment  Act, 
1869,  relating  to  Barnes  Common. 

CihriL  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  "  The  General  Police  and  Improvement 
(Scotland)  Act,  1862,"  relating  to  the  Burgh 
of  Paisley. 

dTiii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  **  The  General  Police  and  Improvement 
(Scotland)  Act,  1862,"  relating  to  the  Burgh 
o|  Perth. 

diz.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  made 
under  the  "Public  Health  (Scotland)  Act, 
1867,"  relating  to  the  burgh  of  Irvine  and 
parish  of  Dundonald,  in  the  county  of  Ayr. 

clx.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
made  by  the  Education  Department  under 
"The  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870,"  to 
enable  the  School  Board  for  Tolleshunt  Major, 
in  the  county  of  Essex,  to  put  in  force  **  The 
Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845,"  and 
the  Acts  amending  the  same. 

dzi.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  relat- 
ing to  the  borough  of  Carnarvon,  and  the 
Diatricts  of  Long  Eaton,  Saint  Neots,  Shep- 
ton  Mallet,  Tenbury  Wells,  Tunbridgo  Wells, 
Walton-on-tho-Naze,  Withing^n,  and  Whit- 
wood. 

ftfrii  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  for 
Ireland  relating  to  Waterworks  in  the  Towns 
of  Coleraine,  Dungannon,  Keady,  Portrush, 
and  Waterford. 

oLdii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  "  The  General  Police  and  Improvement 
(Scotland^  Act,  1862,"  relating  to  the  Burgh 
of  Lerwick. 

ezcrii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
made  by  the  Education  Department  under 
"The  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870,"  to 
enable  the  School  Board  for  Cardiff  to  put  in 
force  '*  The  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act, 
1S46,"  and  the  Acta  amending  the  same. 
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cxcviii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  re- 
lating to  the  Improvement  Act  District  of 
Bingley  (two),  the  Borough  of  Brighton,  the 
Districts  of  Chatham  and  Gillingham,  the 
Special  Drainage  District  of  Norton,  the  Dis- 
trict of  North  Bierley,  the  Borough  of  Notting- 
ham, the  Improvement  Act  District  of  Kams- 
gate,  the  Borough  of  Stoke-upon-Trent  (two), 
and  the  Kural  Sanitary  District  of  the  Ulver- 
stone  Union. 

cxcix.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  re- 
lating to  the  Districts  of  Chelmsford  and 
Merliyr  Tydvil,  and  the  Borough  of  Peter- 
borough (two). 

cc.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  of 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries 
of  State  for  the  improvement  of  an  imhealthy 
area  in  the  Whitechapel  District,  and  an  un- 
healthy area  in  the  Lunehouso  District,  with- 
in the  Metropolis. 

cci.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  re- 
lating  to  the  Boroughs  of  Bath  and  Birming- 
ham, the  District  of  Brentford,  the  Specml 
Drainage  District  of  Burgess  Hill,  the  Hural 
Sanitary  District  uf  the  Caistor  Union,  the 
District  of  Castleford,  the  Boroughs  of  Guild- 
ford, Hanley,  Liverpool,  Rochester,  and  War- 
wick, and  the  District  of  Worthing. 

ccii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  re- 
lating to  the  Borough  of  Birmingham,  the 
Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the  Cliesterfield 
Union,  the  Districts  of  Dawlish  and  Keswick, 
the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the  Leek 
Union,  the  Borough  of  Maidstone,  the  Dis- 
tricts of  Mistley,  Moss  Side,  and  Southend, 
the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the  Tadcaster 
Union,  and  the  Districts  of  Wallasey  and 
Weston-super-Mare. 

cciii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  re- 
lating to  the  District  of  Bilbrough,  the  Im- 
provement Act  Districts  of  Bournemouth  and 
Cirencester,  the  Districts  of  Clay  'Lane,  Ec- 
cleshill,  Felling,  Nelson,  and  Norman  ton,  the 
Improvement  Act  District  of  Runcorn,  and 
the  Districts  of  Stow-on-the-Wold,  Sunder- 
land, and  Tormoham. 

cciv.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  collection  and 
distribution  of  certain  Assets  of  a  former 
Savings  Bank  at  Traleo. 

ccxxxv.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  re- 
lating to  the  Boroughs  of  Birmingham,  Liver- 
pool, Nottingham,  and  Swansea. 

ccxxxvi.  An  Act  for  improvement  of  the 
Harbour  of  Ardglass,  in  the  county  of 
Down. 

ccxxxvii.  An  Act  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Navigation  of  the  Lough  and  River  Erne. 

ccxxxviii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  acquisi- 
tion of  a  site  in  Bow  Street  for  the  erection 
of  a  new  Police  Court  and  Police  Station  and 
0£5ce8. 

cczxxix.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  P^rovisional 
Order  made  by  the  Education  Department 
under  "  The  Elementary  Education  Act, 
1870,"  to  enable  the  School  Board  for  Lon- 
don to  put  in  force  '*  The  Lands  Clauses 
Consolidation   Act,   \%\5"    wA   "C^a    Iwsi^ 
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The  Titles  to  which  the  Letter  P.  w  prefixed  are 

of  a  Local  Character. 


w  Adi 


P,  i.  A  N  Act  to  render  valid  Marriages  here- 
XJl  toforo  solomnised  in  the  Chapel  of 
Ease  of  Saint  James  in  the  parish  of  Buxton 
in  the  county  of  Derby. 
P,  ii.  An  Act  to  confirm  two  Provisional  Orders 
made  under  "  The  Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment of  Lands  (Ireland)  Act,  1863/'  and  the 
Acts  amending  the  same. 
P,  iii.  An  Act  to  enable  Her  Majesty's  Post- 
master General    to  acquire  a  site    for   the 
extension  of  the  Manchester  General  Post 
OflSce. 
P.  iv.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  for  making 
reg^ations  as  to  the  Office  of  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  for  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster, 
v.  An  Act  to  confirm  the  holding  of    certain 
Lands    by  the    Derby   Gaslight   and    Coke 
Company,  to  enable  that  Company  to  raise 
additional  Capital,  and  for  other  purposes. 
vi.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Ely,  Haddonham, 
and  Sutton  Ilailway  Company  to  extend  their 
authorised    I^ilway  to  tho   Saint   Ives  and 
March  Railway  of   the  Great  Eastern  Rail- 
way ;  to  change  their  name ;  and  for  other 
purposes, 
vii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Scotswood,  New- 
burn,  and  Wylam  Itiiilway  and  Dock  Com- 
pany to  al)and(jn    the   Consti*uction  of    the  ' 
Do(;k  and  Branch   Riiilway  nrar  Scotswood  ' 
Bridfjro  in  the   county   of    Northumberland, 
to  change  their  name ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 
P.  viii.  An  Act  to    confirm    two    ProWsional 
Orders  made  under  **  The  Drainage  and  Im- 
l)rovcment  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Act,  1863,"  and 
the  Acts  amending  tlie  same, 
ix.  An  Act  to  authorise  an  Extension  of  Time 
for  purchasing    l^and    and    completing    the 
Railway  authorised  by  the  Manchester  and 
Milford  Railway  (Deyibj  Bridge  Branch)  Act, 
1873. 
X.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  P^olkcstone  Gas  and 
Coko  (.'ompuny  to  acquire  furtlK.T  Lands  ;  to 
extend  their  Works ;  to  raise  additional  Ca- 
pital ;  and  for  other  purposes. 
xi.  An   Act  to  authorise   the   City   of   Dublin 
Steam  Packet  Company  to  make  further  Ar- 
rangements for  the  Investment  of  their  Re- 
serve Fund  ;  and  for  other  purposes. 
xii.  An    Act    to    enable    the   Shepton    Mallet 
AVaterw(jrks  Company  to  construct  additional 
Works  and  to  raise  further  Cap\lai\  «ixiOLioT 
other  purposes. 


p.  xiii.  An  Act  to  confirm  oertun  Pwiiiw«l  ' 
Orders  of  the  Local  €k>TeTiiment  Baud  nl^ 
ing  to  the  Borough  of  ArondeL  tlM  Diibirt 
of  Bacup,  the  Rival  Sanitary  Dutrki  of  lb 
Caistor  Union,  the  City  of  Gariide,  Iki 
District  of  Milton-next-Sittingbone,  ttt 
Borough  of  Northampton,  and  the  IXftntti 
Toxteth  Park. 

p.  xiv.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  PtovimhI 
Orders  made  by  the  Local  Govemment  Bori 
under  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Ad*  1SS7. 
with  reference  to  the  townahipa  of  CnBhs> 
worth  and  Cumberworth-Half,  in  the  Wal 
Riding  of  the  county  of  York,  and  thebami^ 
of  King's  Lynn,  in  the  oonnty  of  Norfolk. 

p.  XV.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain 
Orders  of  the  Local  Gk>Temment  Botid : 
ing  to  the  borough  of  Blackburn,  and  to  te 
Districts  of  Downham  ^larket,  Melk^M. 
Iililnrow,  and  Saint  Hellen's. 

p.  xvi.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Proriaonl 
Orders  of  the  Local  Govemment  Board  rebU 
ing  to  the  Districts  of  Briton  Ferrr  mi 
Clayton,  the  Rural  Sanitary  District  *<rf  tbi 
Coventry  Union,  tho  Borough  of  Nottio^ibaB 
(two),  and  the  Districts  of  Oyatermootli  tad 
Ripley. 

p.  x\'ii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Proviaonal  Ordff 
of  the  Local  Govemment  Board  undfr  tk 
prorisions  of  the  Gas  and  Water  Woib 
Facilities  Act,  1870,  and  the  Public  Umiak 
Act,  1875,  rekting  to  tho  District  of  Skri- 
mersdale,  in  the  county  of  Lancaster. 

p.  x\'iii.  An  Act  for  vesting  Poolbeg  LiffaU 
house  in  the  Dublin  Port  and  Docks  Botrd; 
and  for  other  purposi^s  relating  thereto. 

xix.  An  Act  to  enlarge  tho  Powers  of  the  Scrth 

Alloa  Dock  ("ompany. 
XX.  An  Act  for  the  Reduction  of  the  Xomiial 
Capital  of  The  Assam  Comi>any. 

xxi.  An  Act  for  rendering  valid  cf^rtain  hctten 
l\itent  granted  to  Cxoorgo  Tonilinsi»n  Boot- 
fuld  for  inii>rovcments  in  Lacing  IVriwi 
and  in  the  M(>de  of  Liicing  and  Fatt^tiinf 
Wearing  Apparel  and  other  Articles  with  the 
same. 

xxii.  An  Act  for  rendering  valid  certain  Lett«ai 
Patent  gi-Jinted  to  Charles  Henrj*  Hall  fc* 
Improyenients  in  Steam  Pumps  or  Appaniu 
f«)r  Elevating  Fluids  by  Steam. 

xiL\\\.  K\i.  KcX,  i<iT  Toxvdv.ritv^  valid  certain  Letten 
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norements  in  the  Method  of  producixig  White 
Figments  from  Lead. 

An  Act  for  empowering  the  British  Gku- 
fight  Company,  Limited,  to  enlarge  their 
Works,  to  ext^d  their  Limits,  and  to  expend 
further  Capital  at  Eingston-upon-HuU ;  and 
for  other  purposes. 

An  Act  for  empowering  the  Local  Board 
for  the  District  of  Padiham  and  Hapton,  in 
the  county  of  Lancaster,  to  acquire  the  Under- 
taking  of  the  Padiham  Gkislight  and  Coke 
Company ;  and  for  other  puiposes. 

An  Act  to  enable  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Leicester  to 
construct  additional  Works  &r  the  Prevention 
of  Floods  in  the  Borough ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, 
zzrii.  An  Act  for  extending  the  time  for  the 
completion  of  the  Works  authorised  by  "  The 
.    Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  Supple- 
mental Act  (Ireland),  1868." 
zarviii.  An  Act  for  extending  the  time  limited 
by  The  Pegwell  Bay'Reclamation  and  Sand- 
wich Haven  Improvement  Act,  1873,  for  the 
Purchase  of    Land    and.  the  Completion  of 
Works ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

An  Act  for  rendering  valid  certain  Letters 
Patent  granted  to  William  Cameron  Sillar, 
Robert  George  Sillar,  and  George  William 
Wigner,  for  Improvements  in  deodorising 
and  purifying  Sewage  and  making  Manure 
therefrom. 

An  Act  to  provide  for  the  closing  of  the 
Coombe  Hill  Canal  Navigation,  and  the  Sale 
of  the  Site  thereof ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

An  Act  for  extending  the  Boundary  of 
the  Borough  of  Romsey,  in  the  county  of 
Southampton ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Maidenhead 
Qbb  Company,  and  for  conferring  upon  them 
powers  for  the  supply  of  Gas  to  the  borough 
of  Maidenhead  and  certain  neighbouring 
i»]aoee  in  the  counties  of  Berks  and  Bucking- 
ham ;  and  for  other  purposes. 
Kxiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Edinburgh  and 
District  Water  Trustees  to  abandon  their  au- 
tiiorised  Edgelaw  Reservoir,  and  to  construct 
the  same  on  another  Site,  and  also  to  construct 
a  Reservoir  at  Rosebery,  and  other  Works, 
and  to  make  further  provision  for  the  supply 
of  Water  to  their  District,  and  otherwise; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

An  Act  for  amending  the  Act  (Local)  of 
the  thirteenth  year  of  Her  present  Majesty, 
chapter  five,  commonly  known  as  the  Brighton 
Improvement  (Purchase  of  Royal  Pavilion, 
ftc)  Act ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

An  Act  to  confer  further  powers  on  the 
City  of  Glasgow  Union  Railway  Company, 
the  Glasgow  and  South-western  Railway 
Company,  and  the  North  British  Railway 
Company ;  and  for  other  purposes. 
xxJLvi.  An  Act  to  grant  further  powers  to  the 

Rossendale  Union  Gas  Company. 
zzxvii.  An  Act  to  amend  and  extend  the 
Thames  Tunnel  Act,  1866,  and  for  other 
purposes, 
zxxviii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Erwood 
Bridge  Company,  and  for  empowering  them 
to  construct  a  Bridge  over  the  River  Wye, 
with  approaches  thereto,  in  the  counties  of 
Brecon   and   Radnor ;    and   for  other  pur- 
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An  Act  for  improving  certain  Waste 
Lands  called  Flookersbrook,  m  the  Townships 
of  Newton  and  Hoole  and  County  of  Chester ; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

p.  xl.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Provi- 
sional Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  The  Gtoeral  Pier  and  Harbour  Act, 
1861,   relating   to    Aldborough,  Cattewater, 

^  G«rdenstown,  and  Llandudno. 

P,  xli.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Provi- 
sional Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  the  Gas  and  Water  Works  Facilities 
Act,  1870,  relating  to  Brentford  Gas,  North 
Middlesex  Gas,  North  Ormesby  Gas,  Retford 
Gas,  Risca  and  Pontymister  Gas,  Saint 
Anne's-on-the-Sea  Gas,  Tottenham  and  Ed- 
monton Gas,  Worksop  Gas,  Chiltem  Hills 
Spring  Water,  Flamborough  Water,  Stock- 
port District  Water,  Wisbech  Water,  and 
Clacton-on-Sea  Gas  and  Water. 

P,  xlii.  An  Act  for  confirming  a  Provisional 
Order  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under 
The  Tramways  Act,  1870,  relating  to  Wan- 
tage Tramways. 

P.  xliii.  An  Act  to  facilitate  the  assembling  and 
training  of  certain  Army  Corps. 

P,  xliv.  An  Act  for  remedying  certain  defects 
in  the  constitution  of  the  District  of  All 
Saints,  Moss,  in  the  County  and  Diocese  of 
York. 

xlv.  An  Act  for  varying  the  Purposes  of  the 
Trust  constituted  by  Allan  Glen  ;  for  incorpo- 
rating the  Trustees  of  Allan  Glen's  Institu- 
tion m  the  City  of  Glasgow ;  for  conferring 
powers  upon  the  Trustees;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

zlvi.  An  Act  for  the  abandonment  of  the  Rail- 
way authorised  to  be  made  by  the  "Jtfid- 
Wales  Railway  (Western  Extensions)  Act, 
1856." 

xlvii.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  Powers  on 
the  Fumess  Railway  Company,  for  the  Con- 
struction of  Works,  the  Acquisition  of  Lands, 
the  Raising  of  Money,  and  otherwise  in  rela- 
tion to  their  Undertaking;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

zlviii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Caledonian 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Wet  Dock, 
Timber  Basin,  Quays,  and  other  Works  at 
Grangemouth,  and  to  improve  the  Navigation 
of  the  River  Carron ;  for  altering  the  rates 
leviable  at  the  Harbour  of  Grangemouth ; 
for  extending  the  period  limited  for  the 
acquisition  by  the  said  Company  of  Lands 
near  that  Port ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

xlix.  An  Act  to  grant  further  powers  to  the 
Chesterfield  Waterworks  and  Gaslight  Com- 
pany. 

1.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  York  New  Water- 
works Compjuiy  to  construct  additional  Works ; 
to  raise  additional  Capital ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

li.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  construction  of  Rail- 
ways in  Cumberland,  to  be  called  the  Cleator 
and  Working^n  Junction  Railway. 

lii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  East  London  Railway 
Company  to  make  a  New  Junction  with  the 
Main  lone  of  the  Great  Eastern  Railway 
Company ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

liii.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  powers  on 
the    Glasgow    and    South-western    Railway 
Company  for  the  conatrmcdoTv  d  "^q^ka  ^ss.^ 
the  ao(V](UA\^ou  oi  liBoskdA  \  Vst  c^cpcln^s^so^^s^^ 
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consolidating  the  several  classes  of  their 
Shares  and  Stocks ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

liv.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  ^ddening  of  parts 
of  the  London  and  Blackwall  Railway  and  the 
enlargement  of  some  of  the  Stations ;  to  autho- 
rise agreements  with  other  Companies;  and 
for  other  purposes. 

Iv.  An  Act  to  vest  in  the  London,  Brighton,  and 
South  Coast  llailway  Company  the  Under- 
taking of  the  Tunbridge  Wells  and  East- 
bourne Railway  Company,  and  to  make 
better  provision  for  railway  communication 
to  Eastbourne. 

Ivi.  An  Act  to  make  better  Provision  for  the 
Maintenance  of  the  Royal  Albert  Hall. 

Ivii.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  deviation  of 
the  lino  of  a  Sewer  to  be  constructed  in  pur- 
suance of  the  West  Kent  3Iain  Sewerage  Act, 
1875,  and  for  amending  that  Act ;  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Iviii.  An  Act  to  authorise  'the  Whitehaven, 
Cleator,  and  Egremont  Railway  Company  to 
make  new  liailways  in  the  county  of  Cumber- 
land :  to  raise  further  Capital ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

lix.  An  Act  for  incorporating  tho  Wilts  and 
Berks  Canal  Company ;  for  tho  transfer  to 
them  of  the  Undertaking  of  the  Wilts  and 
Berks  Canal  Navigation ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

Ix.  An  Act  to  extend  the  ^lunicipal  Boundaries 
of  the  Burgh  of  Galashiels;  to  provide  for 
the  maintenance  by  the  Corporation  of  the 
Roads  and  Streets  within  tho  burgh,  and  to 
bring  in  a  supply  of  W^ater  tlieroto ;  and  for 
other  puri>o8e8. 

Ixi.  An  Act  to  define,  alter,  and  extend  the 
Boundaries  of  the  Borough  and  Urban  Sani- 
tary District  of  Newport  in  the  Isle  of 
Wight ;  and  for  other  puq>osos. 

Ixii.  An  Act  to  amend,  vary,  and  ext<*nd  the 
powers  of  the  Scottish  Eijuitable  Life  As- 
sunmce  Society ;  and  for  other  purposes  re- 
lating thereto. 

Ixiii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  with 
Powers  to  erect  ^lachinery  |for  raising  and 
lowering  Passengers,  Vehicles,  Animals,  and 
Goods  between  the  Quayside  and  tho  Castle 
Yard  at  Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Ixiv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Caledonian  Rail- 
wav  Con  man  v  to  make  certain  rjiilwavs  and 
(►ther  works,  and  to  acquire  certiiin  lands,  in 
the  counties  of  l^inark,  Stirling,  Edinburgh, 
Renfrew,  and  Foliar ;  f(jr  abandoning  certain 
authorised  works  in  the  coimtv  of  Forfar; 
for  extending  the  periods  limited  by  certain 
former  Acts ;  for  sanctioning  certain  modifi- 
cations of  a  scheme  for  the  conversion  and 
consolidation  of  certain  clast^es  of  Shares  and 
Stock  in  tho  siiid  Company ;  and  fur  other 
purjMJses. 

Ixv.  An  Act  to  amend  '*  The  Valo  of  Clvde 
Tramways  Act,  1S71." 

Ixvi.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Duke  of  Cornwall 
and  the  Sutton  Harbour  Iiii])rovement  Com- 
pany to  enter  into  and  carry  into  effect  Agree- 
ments for  certain  purposes. 

Ixvii.  An  Act  for  dissolving  the  Gorleston  and 
Southtown  Craslight  and  Coke  (.'ompany. 
Limited,  for  re-incorjjoraling  the  Proprietors 
therein  with  others,  and  for  conferring  powers 
on  the  Company  so  to  be  incorporatod ;  and 
for  other  purposes. 
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IxTiii.  An  Act  for  anthoriiixig  the  Giwt  EhU 
em  Railway  Company  to  make  ■emtl  Biil. 
ways  and  other  works,  and  for  oonfemsf  k 
them  further  powers  in  relation  to  their  Un- 
dertaking ana  the  Undertakings  ol  ostu 
other  Companies :  and  for  other  norpots. 

Ixix.  An  Act  to  anthoriao  the  Meney  Doeb 
and  Harbour  Board  to  improve  the  riTvr  cb- 
trancc  to  the  Canada  Baain ;  and  for  oiki 
purposes. 

Ixx.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Caledoman  ai 
the  Glasgow  and  South-western  Bailv*T 
Companies  jointly  to  acquire  certain  laaa 
and  execute  certain  works  in  the  coontM 
of  Lanark  and  Renfrew ;  for  authoriang  Hbt 
diversion  of  a  certain  road,  and  of  ooteii 
authorised  Tramways  in  connexion  tha«> 
with  :  and  for  other  purposes. 

Ixxi.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  povcnfls 
the  Company  of  Proprietors  of  the  rlrmoaih 
Dock  Waterworks  for  the  supply  oi  vaur 
and  otherwise  in  relation  to  their  onda- 
taking ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

Ixxii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Yearly  Conferaiff 
of  the  People  called  Methodists  to  dricgsto 
or  confer  certain  powers  to  or  upon  Cooi^ 
rences  in  Australasia  and  elsewhere,  and  to  ooi- 
firm  past  Acts  in  relation  thereto;  sad  £v 
other  purposes. 

Ixxiii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  constmctifle  d 
a  l^ilway  from  the  Burry  Port  and  Gvfsd- 
reath  Valley  liailway  to  the  Line  of  the  On- 
tral  Wales  and  Carmarthen  Junction  BsQ- 
way  Company ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

Ixxiv.  An  Act  to  amalgamate  the  Undertakiiigi 
of  the  Great  Western  and  Bristol  and  Exits 
l^ilway  Companies ;  and  for  other  porpoM. 

Ixxv.  An  Act  for  promoting  the  windugiDol 
the  Western  Bank  of  Scotland,  and  prorimag 
for  the  disposiil  and  discharge  of  the  renuun- 
ing  assets  and  liabilities  of  the  Bank ;  and  ia 
other  purposes. 

Ixxvi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Board  of  Wir- 
wardens  of  the  Kdgwarc  Highway  Diitiiet 
to  make  certain  Payments  t^}  the  Lucal  houi 
of  the  NVillesden  UrK'in  Sanitary  Diithct. 
out  of  the  Income  of  Trust  Kstates  ud 
Funds  vested  in  them  under  *•  ITie  Metropolii 
(Kilbum  and  Harrow)  Hoods  Act,  lJ>7i'* 
to  var}'  the  provisions  of  the  said  Act,  tu 
discharge  the  said  Waywardens  from  th* 
obligtition  to  maintain  portions,  of  certiin 
Koads  ;  and  for  other  puriKises. 

Ixxvii.  An  Act  to  extenil  the  time  for  the  c<»- 
pletion  of  tho  Merionethshire  Railway. 

Ixxviii.  An  Act  for  the  abandonment  of  tltf 
lilanfyllin  and  Llangynog  Uailway. 

Ixxix.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Metropolitu 
Baird  of  Works  to  make  a  new  Street  froa 
Sun  Street  to  Worship  Street ;  to  underttke 
certain  duti«s  in  connexion  with  the  Chel** 
Kiubankment ;  and  f«»r  i»ther  purposes. 

Ixxx.  An  Aet  to  autlu^rise  the  City  of  Nonricll 
Waterworks  Comj^iny  to  raise  additional 
Capital,  and  to(;xtend  their  Limits  of  Supply; 
jind  for  other  purpbsies. 

Ixxxi.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  ma 
Kithin  to  Carrig-y-Druidion,  in  the  Couniy 
of  Drnbigh. 

Ixxxii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from 
(rnat  Vannouth  in  the  county  of  Norfolk  tu 
Stalham  in  the  same  county:  and  for  other 
\)ur\)<jSGa. 
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lEntlr  An  Act  to  0xtond  ih6  tiiD6  for  tho 
fttrdMto  of  lands  for  and  for  tiie  conatractioii 
of  the  Forth  Bridge  Railway. 

l]lxziT.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  powers 
on  the  London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  ]»dlway 
Gonpuiy;  and  for  other  pniposee. 

faofcnr.  An  Act  enabling  the  Dublin  Port  and 
Books  Board  to  enluge  or  rebuild  Carlisle 
firid^  and  to  construct  eastward  thereof  an 
epening  bridge  oyer  the  liffey;  providing 
funds  Kir  tiie  execution  of  those  worlm ;  and 
vor  other  purposes. 

lacKrvi  An  Act  for  transferring  to  the  National 
Assurance  Company  of  Irel^d  the  business 
of  tlie  Liberal  Annuity  Company  of  Dublin ; 
for  amending  the  Charter  of  the  first-named 
Gompany;  and  for  other  purposes. 

p.  Izzxyii.  An  Act  to  c(mfirm  certain  Pro- 
▼isional  Orders  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  relating  to  the  Boroughs  of  Aberavon, 
Andorer,  Briniton,  and  Burnley,  the  Districts 
of  Merthyr  Tjrdvil  and  Pensam,  the  Rural 
Sanitary  District  of  the  Tadcaster  Union,  and 
the  Borough  of  Truro. 

i.  An  Act  for  confeiring  further  powers 
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on  the  Sutton  Bridge  Dock  Company  lor  the 
Omstruotion  of  Works,  the  raising  of  Money, 
and  otherwise  in  relation  to  their  Under- 
faking;  and  for  other  purposes. 

llzziz.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Local  Boards  for 
t^  Districts  of  Leigh  and  Hindley,  both  in 
fho  oounty  of  Lancaster,  to  construct  Water- 
works and  to  supply  Water,  and  for  trans- 
ferring to  them  certein  rights  of  the  South 
Lancuhire  Watecworks  Company;  and  for 
oiher  purposes. 

at.  An  Act  for  dissolving  and  re-incoiporating 
the  Slaithwaite  Gaslight  Company,  limited, 
and  mntin^  powers  lor  supplying  with  Gkis 
iho  Township  of  Slaithwaite  and  certain 
MJi^bouring  Townships  and  Places  in  the 
the  i^eet  Riding  of  the  oounty  of  York. 

P,  zcL  An  Act  to  confirm  an  Order  made  by 
tiio  Board  of  Trade  under  The  Sea  Fisheries 
Act.  1868,  relating  to  Truro. 

P,  zcii.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Provi- 
Aonal  Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
nnder  the  Gas  and  Water  Works  Facilities 
Aot,  1870,  relating  to  Chapel-en-le-Frith 
Gas,  Cramer  Gas,  Hvthe  and  Sandgate  Gas, 
Poole  Gas,  Neatii  Water,  Newbury  Water, 
Wantage  Water,  Connah's  Quay  Gas  and 
Water,  and  Flint  Gas  and  Water. 

P.  xdii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Coronen  in  the  County  of  the  Cit^r  of  Dublin. 

P,  zdv.  An  Act  to  conmm  a  Provisional  Order 
made  nnder  the  "Public  Health  (Scotland) 
Act,  1867,"  relating  to  the  parish  of  Wemyss, 
in  the  oounty  of  fife. 

p.  zov.  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  re- 
Isting  to  Kingstown  Harbour. 

P.  zovi.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  sale  of  Smith- 
Md  Penitentiary  Convict  Prison,  Dublin. 

P.  zcrii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Gkrvemment  Board  re- 
latinff'  to  the  City  of  Bristol,  the  District  of 
Bnralem,  the  Borough  of  Huntingdon  (two), 
tlie  IHstrict  of  Kewton-in-Mackerfield,  and 
the  Boroughs  of  Preston  and  Ryde. 

p,  zeviii  An  Act  to  enable  the  Great  Southern 
and  Western  Railway  Company  and  the 
Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Railway 
Company  to  purchase  the  Waterford,  Kew 

TOL.OCXXXJ.       ^THm,  8EBIE8.] 


Ross,  and  Wezfdrd  Junction  Railway  from 
the  Public  Works  Loan  Commissionen ;  and 
to  raise  Money  for  such  purpose. 

xdz.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  in  the 
County  of  Surrey,  to  be  called  **  The  Cater- 
ham  and  Grodstone  VaUcy  Railway." 

c.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and 
Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Huddersfield  to 
abandon  the  enlargement  of  Wessenden  Reser- 
voir,  and  to  constat  a  new  Reservoir  in  lieu 
thereof;  to  make  new  Streets  and  Street 
Improvements;  to  extend  the  limits  of  Qm 
and  Water  supply ;  and  to  make  further  pro- 
vision for  the  improvement  and  Government 
of  the  Borough ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

ci.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Kildwick 
Parish  Gas  Company,  and  authorising  them 
to  siipply  QtLB  in  the  Parish  of  Kildwick,  in 
the  West  Riding  of  the  County  of  York; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

di.  An  .Act  for  enabling  the  North-castcm 
Railway  Company  to  make  new  Railways  and 
Works,  and  for  conferring  additional  powera 
on  the  Company  in  relation  to  their  own 
Undertaking  and  the  Undertakings'  of  other 
Companies ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

dii.  An  Act  for  extending  the  time  for  the 
completion  of  Works  authorised  to  be  con- 
structed by  the  Paisley  Waterworks  Commis- 
sionen ;  for  reviving  the  powcn  of  compul- 
sory purchase  of  Lands  for  the  purposes  of 
certain  of  those  Works ;  for  authorising  those 
Commissionen  to  construct  additional  Works, 
to  supply  Water  by  measure,  and  to  borrow 
further  Money ;  for  the.  prevention  of  waste 
of  the  Water  supplied  by  them ;  and  for  other 

■   purposes. 

dy.  An  Act  for  creating  a  Commission  for 
Lighting  and  Buoying  the  Upper  Mersey; 
for  authorising  that  Commission  to  levy  and 
receive  certain  Rates  and  Dues ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

cv.  An  Act  to  amend  the  qualification  of  persons 
entitled  to  vote  in  the  Election  of  Trustees 
for  the  Town  and  Harbour  of  Whitehaven; 
to  extend  the  periods  for  the  compulsory  pur- 
chase of  Lands  and  for  the  completion  of  cer- 
tain authorised  Works ;  to  authorise  and  alter 
certain  tolls,  rates,  duties,  and  charges;  to 
g^rant  further  powen  to  the  trustees  with 
reference  to  the  Harbour,  and  with  reference 
to  the  supply  of  Water ;  and  with  reference 
to  the  Town  of  Whitehaven,  and  other  pur- 

cvi.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Water 
the  parish  of  Uppingham,  in  the  county  of 
Rutland ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cvii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Bristol  United 
Gkulight  Company  to  purchase  additional 
Lands,  and  erect  Works  for  the  manufacture 
and  storage  of  Gas  and  residual  products 
thereon,  and  to  construct  two  Bridges  across 
Avon  Street.    Amendment  of  Acts. 

cviii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
authorised  Kelvin  Valley  Railway  to  Kilsyth, 
in  the  oounty  of  Stirling ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

dz.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  London, 
Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railway  Company 
to  make  a  Railway  from  their  Kailway  at 
Chichester  to  their  Mid-Sussex  and  Midhurst 
Junction  Railway  at  Midhurst ;  and  f  oic  otibsst 
purposes. 

2TJ 
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ex.  An  Act  to  anthorise  the  levy  of  a  Rate  in 
aid  of  the  Letterkenny  Railway;  to  extend 
the  time  for  completing  that  UndeTtaking; 
and  to  make  further  provisions  with  reference 
thereto. 

cxi.  An  Act  to  amend  various  Acts  relating  to 
Rochester  Bridge,  in  the  county  of  Kent,  and 
to  make  further  provisions  for  the  election  of 
Wardens  and  Assistants  and  Auditors  of 
Rochester  Bridge ;  and  for  other  matters  re- 
lating thereto. 

cxii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Felixstowe  Rail- 
way and  Pier  Company  to  construct  a  Tidal 
Basin  or  Dock  and  other  works  at  Felixstowe 
in  the  county  of  Suffolk ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cxiii.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Southampton 
Dock  Company  to  construct  a  Graving  Dock. 

cxiv.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  closing  of  the 
Ivel  Navigation ;  the  extinction  of  the  Com- 
mission ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cxv.  An  Act  for  vesting  the  Somerset  and  Dorset 
Railway  in  the  London  and  South-western  and 
IVIidland  Railway  Companies  by  way  of  Lease ; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

cxvi.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Purchase  by  the 
London  juid  South-western  Railway  Company 
of  the  Exeter  and  Crediton  Railway,  and  the 
removal  of  the  Broad  Gauge  Rails  on  that  and 
other  Railways  in  North  Devon ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

cxvii.  An  Act  to  make  further  provision  with 
respect  to  the  winding  up  of  the  affairs  of  the 
Sittingboume  and  Sheemess  Railway  Com- 
pany ;  the  PajTnent  of  their  remaining  Debts, 
and  the  Distribution  of  any  Surplus  of  Assets ; 
the  Dissolution  of  the  Company ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

cxviii.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Mayor,  Alder- 
men, and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Stock- 
ton-on-Tees to  erect  Cattle  and  other  Markets: 
and  for  other  puriwses. 

cxix.  An  Act  for  extending  the  boimdaries  of 
the  Municijial  Borough  of  Walsall,  in  the 
county  of  Stiflbrd,  and  for  transferring  to  the 
Mayor,  Aldei-men,  and  Burgesses  of  the 
Borough,  tho  pow<'rs,  duties,  and  property  of 
the  Comiiiissiuners  acting  under  The  Walsall 
Improvement  and  Market  Act,  1848,  and  for 
authorising  the  Purchase  by  the  Mayor,  Alder- 
men, and  Burgesses  of  so  much  of  the  Gas 
Undertaking,  lute  of  tli«*  Binuingham  and 
Slati\)rdshire  Gas  Liglit  Company,  as  relates 
to  the  Kupply  of  Gas  witliin  the  Borough ;  and 
for  other  jnirposfrs. 

cxx.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  construction  of  a 
Pier,  Carriage  ]{oad  or  Promenade,  Tramway, 
and  Waterworks  at  or  near  Rosstrevor,  in  the 
county  of  Down. 

cxxi.  An  Ai't  to  extend  the  time  limited  by 
**  Tlio  r>romloy  Direct  Railway  Act,  1874,"  for 
the  completion  of  the  I^iilway  and  Works  con- 
nected therewitli. 

cxxii.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  liocal  Board 
for  the  District  of  lUuckrod,  in  the  county  of 
Lancaster,  to  make  Waterworks,  and  to  .supply 
their  district  with  Water  ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

cxxiii.  An  Act  for  dissolving  tho  Sutton  (ras 
Light  and  Coke  Company  (Limitijd),  for  re- 
incorporating the  Proprietors  therein  with 
othei*8,  and  for  conferring  powers  on  the 
Company  so  to  be  incorporated ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 


\ 


czziv.  Aji  Act  to  provide  for  tlie  Aanknutin 
of  the  Deemde  and  Aboyne  and  Bimbv 
Railway  Compaziiet  with  the  Greet  Koth  oi 
Scotluid  Railway  Compeny;  and  for  otts 

purposes. 

cxxv.  An  Act  to  authoriae  fhe  aWindmwnat  ol 
Railway  No.  1  aathoriaed  by  '•The  Kcntk 
Wales  Narrow  G^uge  Bailwara  Act,  1872," 
and  to  enable  the  North  Walee  Nanow  Gtut 
Railways  Company  to  raiae  fuzther  Ckpitu: 
and  for  other  pnrpoeee.  ^ 

cxxvi.  An  Act  &r  disflolying  and  re-inoonont- 
ing  the  Redcar  Graa  Company,  Limitoa,  lai 
granting  powers  for  supplying  with  Gai  th» 
town  of  Kedcar  and  certain  neighbooriu 
townships  and  places  in  the  North  Ridzng  a 
the  count}'  of  York;  and  for  other  pv- 
poses. 

cxxvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Mayor,  Aldennca, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Southunt  to 
construct  New  Streets  and  other  Worn:  to 
construct  a  New  Promenade :  to  porchsK  tli* 
Undertaking  of  the  Sonthport  Tramways  Gcn- 
pany.  Limited ;  to  make  further  prorisioni&r 
the  Improvement  of  the  Borough;  asd  f« 
other  purposes. 

cxxviii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  and  oonioriBg 
Powers  on  tho  Spennymoor  fud  Tndhoe  Gm 
Company. 

cxxix.  An  Act  to  extend  and  amend  the  Humte 
Conservancy  Acts,  1862,  1868,  and  1871, 
and  to  con^  further  powers  on  the  Himbv 
Conservancy  CommisBioneFB ;  and  far  olhff 
purposes. 

cxxx.  An  Act  for  acquisition  br  the  Lord  Rr^ 
vest,  Magistrates,  and  Counol  of  the  G^  d 
Edinburgh  of  the  West  Princes  Street  Gudoi 
there,  for  the  purpose  of  the  same  being  lad 
open  to  the  Public ;  and  for  the  aoqnintiaD  ef 
lands  at  Inverleith  for  the  formation  of  n 
Arboretum  and  I'ublic  Park  and  Plesaoic 
Ground ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cxxxi.  An  Act  to  confer  further  powers  on  thi 
Halesowen  and  Bromsgrove  Branch  Railmn 
Company ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cxxxii.  An  Act  for  bettejr  supplying  with  On 
the  parish  or  township  of  Uomcastle,  in  tlv 
countv  of  I-iincoln. 

cxxxiii.  An  A«t  for  vesting  in  the  London  tnd 
North-western  Railway  Company  the  Under- 
taking of  the  Sirhow>'  Railway  Company. 

cxxxiv.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  North  Biitijb 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Railway  to  wo- 
noot  their  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  Line,  isd 
Glasgow,  Dumbarton,  and  Helensbmirii 
Branch,  also  a  Sea  "Wall  at  Burntisland,  tnd 
other  Works,  in  tho  counties  of  Edinbnx;^ 
and  Lanark ;  to  acquire  additional  Lands :  to 
stop  up  c(^rtain  Streets  in  Glasgow ;  to  abandon 
parts  of  the  Undertaking  authorised  by  **  The 
North  British  Railway  Act,  1873  ; "  to  extend 
the  Time  for  purchase  of  I^and  and  completing 
other  Railways,  and  for  the  sale  of  Super- 
Ihious  Lands;  to  confirm  an  Agreement  be- 
tween the  I^ith  Harbour  and  Dock  Commii- 
siouers  and  the  Company  ;  to  amalgamate  with 
the  Company  the  Peebles,  Penicuick,  tnd 
Ben^-iokshire  Railway  Companies;  toauthoriK 
the  Company  to  su])scribe  to  the  Edinborgk. 
Ix>anhcad,  and  Roslin  Railway  Company :  to 
confer  various  Powers  upon  the  Company'with 
respect  to  their  Capital  and  Borrowing  Powot: 
and  for  other  purposes. 
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An  Act  to  anthorifle  the  North  British 
Bailway  Company  to  make  certain  Railways 
and  Works  in  FHf eahire,  and  to  provide  for 
tlie  Testinjg^  of  one  of  such  Railways  in  the 
Forth  Bridge  Railway  Company  with  work- 
ing powers  to  the  North  British  Railway 
Company ;  to  provide  for  the  construction  of 
certain  portions  of  the  Forth  Bridge  Un- 
dertaking ;  to  reduce  the  Capital  and  bor- 
rowing powers  of  the  Dunfermline  and 
Qneensferry  Railway  Company ;  and  for  other 
porpoees. 

COUCKTi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  limits  of  supply 
of  the  Southampton  Gaslight  and  Coke  Com- 
pany, and  to  enable  them  to  raise  additional 
Capital. 

€ExxnL  An  Act  to  enable  the  Gorsedda  Junc- 
tion and  Portmadoc  Railways  Company  to 
maintain  two  existing  diverted  portions  of 
Bailway  in  the  Parishes  of  Ynyscynhaiam 
and  Uknfihangel  y  Pennant,  in  the  county 
of  Carnarvon,  and  to  make  a  Siding  in  the 
■aid  parish  of  Ynyscynhaiam ;  and  to  raise 
further  capital ;  and  tor  other  purposes. 

enxriii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  a  Company 
and  authorising  them  to  make  and  maintain 
a  Quay  Wall  or  Embankment  on  the  Shore 
of  Stonehouse  Pool,  in  the  county  of  Devon, 
and  other  Works  for  the  Improvement  of 
Btonehouse  Pool,  and  a  short  Line  of  Rail- 
way to  connect  the  Quay  and  Works  with  the 
Devon  and  Cornwall  Railway  ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

czxxix.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Boundaries 
of  the  Burgh  of  Burntisland  for  Municipal 
and  Police  Purposes ;  for  transferring  to  and 
▼eating  in  the  Corporation  the  Undertaking 
by  means  of  which  the  Burgh  is  at  present 
■applied  with  Water ;  for  empowering  the 
Coiporation  to  construct  additional  Water- 
works, and  to  supply  Water  to  the  extended 
Borgh  and  plac^  adjacent;  and  for  other 
iraipofles. 

eiL  An  Act  to  empower  the  Colnev  Hatch  Gas 
Company  to  raise  additional  Capital ;  and  for 
other  purposes. 

OlU.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for 
making  a  Railway  in  the  county  of  Here- 
lord  from  the  Great  Western  Railway  at 
Pontrilas  to  Dorstone :  and  for  other  purposes. 

cfldiL  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Great  Southern 
and  Western  Railway  Company  to  construct 
a  new  Road  or  Street  at  Cork ;  to  acquire 
additional  Lands ;  to  raise  additional  Capital ; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

enliii.  An  Act  lor  conferring  further  Powers 
on  the  Great  Western  Railway  Company  in 
relation  to  their  own  Undertaking ^and  the 
Undertakings  of  other  Companies ;  and  for 
other  purposes. 

codiv.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  powers 
on  the  London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast 
Bailway  Company. 

ckIt.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Midland  Rail- 
way Company  to  construct  New  Railways 
and   other    Works  ;    to    acquire   additional. 

-  Lands ;  to  raise  further  Capital ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

cbuyi.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  construction  of 

Bailways  between    King's    Lynn    and    Fa- 

keoham,  in  the  county  of  Norfolk ;  and  for 

other  purposes  connected  with  the  said  Un- 

•  dflrtakmg. 


cxlvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Corporation  of 
Qucenborough  to  lay  down  or  erect  Buoys  and 
Lights;  to  place  Moorings;  to  reg^ulate  the 
use  and  navigation  of  West  Swale ;  to  regu- 
late tolls,  dues,  and  duties ;  to  borrow  money ; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

cxlviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Local  Board  for 
the  district  of  Tipton,  in  the  county  of  Staf- 
ford, to  purchase  from  the  Corporation  of 
Birmingham  so  much  of  the  Gas  IJndertaking 
acquired  by  them  as  is  situate  in  the  parish  of 
Tipton,  and  to  light  with  Gas  the  saia  Parish; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

cxlix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  West  Bromwich 
Improvement  Commissioners  to  purchase 
from  the  Corporation  of  Birmingham  so  much 
of  the  Gkis  Undertaking  acquired  by  them  as 
is  situate  in  the  parish  of  West  Bromwich,  in 
the  county  of  Stafford,  and  to  light  with  Gas 
the  said  parish  ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

p.  cl.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Pro- 
visional Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  The  Tramways  Act,  1870,  relating  to 
Bristol  Tramways,  Corsham  Tramways,  Land- 
port,  Southsea,  and  Portsea  Tramways,  Shep- 
herd's Bush  and  Priory  Road  Acton  Tram- 
waj',  and  Southport  Tramways. 

P.  di.  An  Act  to  preserve  the  Crab  and  Lobster 
Fisheries  on  the  Coast  of  Norfolk. 

p.  clii.  An  Act  to  alter  the  Justiciary  District 
of  the  County  of  Peebles. 

p.  cliii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Education  Department 
under  "  The  Elementary  Education  Act, 
1870,"  to  enable  the  School  Boards  for  Hails- 
ham,  Uchester,  Ingham,  Slaugham,  Swan- 
sea (United  District),  and  Swansea  Parish, 
Higher  and  Lower,  to  put  in  force  "The 
Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845,"  and 
the  Acts  amending  the  same. 

p.  cliv.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
made  by  the  Education  Department  under 
"The  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870," 
to  enable  the  School  Board  for  Homsey  to 

Sut  in  force  "The  Lands  Clauses  Consoli- 
ation  Act,  1845,"  and  the  Acts  amending 
the  same. 

p.  civ.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Pro- 
visional Orders  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  for  Lreland  relating  to  the  Township 
of  Dalkey,  the  Galway  iJnion,  the  City  of 
Londonderry,  the  Newtownards  United  Bu- 
rial Grounds  District,  the  Omagh  Water- 
works, and  to  the  Wexford  Waterworks. 

p.  clvi.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Scheme  under  the 
Metropolitan  Commons  Act,  1866,  and  the 
Metropolitan  Commons  Amendment  Act,  1869, 
relating  to  Barnes  Common. 

p.  clvii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  "  The  General  Police  and  Improvement 
(Scotland)  Act,  1862,"  relating  to  the  Burgh 
of  Paisley. 

p.  clviii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  "  The  General  Police  and  Improvement 
(Scotland)  Act,  1862,"  relating  to  the  Burirh 
of  Perth.  * 

p.  clix.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
made  under  the  "Public  Health  (Scotland) 
Act,  1867,  relating  to  the  Burgh  of  Irvine  and 
parish  of  Dundonald,  in  the  county  of  Aj-r. 

p.  clx.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
made  by  the  Education  Department  under 
**  The  Elementary  Ed\3L!c»\.\s«i  kvX.^  Wv^V  *v*^ 
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enable  the  School  Board  for  Tolleshiint  Mapr, 
in  thft  county  of  Essex,  to  put  in  force  "  The 
Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845,"  and 
the  Acts  amending  the  same. 

p.  clxi.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  relat- 
ing to  the  Borough  of  Carnarvon,  and  the 
Districts  of  Long  Eaton,  Saint  Neots,  Shepton 
IVIallct,  Tcnbury  Wells,  Tunbridge  Wells, 
Walton-on-the-Nazo,  Withington,  and  Whit- 
wood. 

p.  clxii.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Pro- 
visional Orders  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  for  Ireland  relating  to  Waterworks  in 
the  Towns  of  Coleraine,  Dungannon,  Keady, 
Portrush,  and  Waterford. 

p.  clxiii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  **  The  General  Police  and  Improvement 
(Scotland)  Act,  1862,"  relating  to  the  Burgh 
of  Lerwick. 

clxiv.  An  Act  for  making  a  "Railway  from  Green- 
castle  to  Kilkecl,  with  a  Branch  to  Kilkoel 
Harbour,  and  a  Pier  at  Greencastle,  in  the 
County  of  Down. 

clxv.  An  Act  for  the  Arrangement  of  the  Afftlirs 
of  the  Belfast,  Holy  wood,  and  Bangor  Railway 
Company. 

clx\'i.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Construction  of  a 
Railway  from  Dunton  Green  to  Westerham, 
both  in  the  County  of  Kent,  and  for  other 
puri)osP8  connected  with  the  said  Railway. 

clxvii.  An  Act  to  proWdo  for  the  Local  Go- 
vernment of  the  Royal  and  Parliamentary 
Burgh  of  Campbeltown,  in  the  County  of 
Argyll,  for  the  Improvement  of  the  Harbour 
tliercof ,  and  for  supph'ing  Gas  and  Water  to 
the  Burgh ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

clxviii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Chamwood 
Fon-st  Railway  Company  to  make  Branch 
Railways  near  Coalville ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

clxix.  An  Act  for  providing  an  additional  supply 
of  Wfjtor  to  the  Burgh  of  Dunfermline  and 
places  adjacent ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

clxx.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  powers  on 
the  Lancashirn  and  Yorkshire  Railway  Com- 
l>any  witli  relation  to  their  Undertaking. 

clxxi.  An  Art  to  authorise  the  Smothwick  Local 
Bojird  of  Iloalth  to  manufacture  and  supply 
(t{is  within  their  District :  and  for  other  pur- 
poi»es. 

clxxi i.  An  Act  to  transfer  the  undertaking  of 
the  Anprlosoy  Central  Railway  Company  to 
the  London  and  North- western  Railway  Com- 
pany ;  to  provide  for  windinp:-up  the  affairs 
of  tho  Anirhscy  Central  Railway  Comi>any ; 
and  for  other  j)urposos. 

clxxiii.  An  Act  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Harbour  of  Leven,  and  to  authorise  the  con- 
struction of  a  Wet  Dock  and  other  Works; 
and  for  other  puri)()se5». 

clxxiv.  An  Act  to  amend  *'Tho  Peterhead  Har- 
bours Acts,  1873:"  to  confer  further  jjowers 
upon  the  Trustees  of  tho  Harbours  of  Peter- 
head :  and  for  «>tlier  i>urpo9es. 

clxxv.  An  Aet  for  p:r:inting  further  powers  to 
the  Coniniis^ioners  aetin^  in  execution  of  the 
Act  relating  to  JSoarborough  Harbour ;  to  alter 
the  rates  leviable  under  that  Act ;  and  for 
other  i)urposes. 

clxxvi.  An  Act  for  dissolving  the  SevenoaksGas 
Company,  Limited,  for  re-incorporating  the 
IVoprietors  therein  with  others,  and  for  con- 
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f  erring  on  the  Company  so  to  be  inoorpontcd 
powers  to  supply  Oaa  to  the  pariah  of  Sera, 
oaks  and  certain  neighbouring  p*"**^  ud 
certain  neighbouring  pariahea  and  phcci  it 
the  county  of  Kent ;  and  for  other  pmpoieL 

clzzvii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  time  for  maUBt 
the  Waterford  and  Wexford  Hallway:  ui 
for  other  puiposee  in  relation  thereto. 

clxxviii.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  aniting  tk« 
Parish  of  Saint  Werburgh  in  the  City  ot 
Bristol  to  the  adjoining  Pariah  of  All  Saints 
and  for  tho  removing  the  Pariah  Chmthcf 
Saint  Werburgh  and  the  re-erecting  the  ani 
in  a  new  Parish  to  be  formed  in  the  aid  City; 
and  for  other  purpoaea. 

clxxix.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Municipilud 
Police  Boundariea  of  the  Burgh  of  Kiikcaldy: 
for  empowering  the  Corporation  to  putbiiv 
tho  Undertaking  of  the  Kirkcaldy  Gai^i^ 
Company,  and  to  aapply  Gaa :  for  exteadiBC 
the  compulsory  limits  of  Water  Supply ;  od 
for  other  purposes. 

clxxx.  An  Act  for  conferring  additional  po««i 
on  the  London  and  North-western  fiailvir 
Company  in  relation  to  their  own  Uads- 
taking  and  the  Undertakings  of  other  Cos- 
panics ;  and  for  other  purpoaea. 

clxxxi.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  SlancfaeitB, 
Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire  Railway  Compnr 
to  make  new  Branch  Railways  and  oths 
works ;  for  conferring  upon  them  additioail 
])ower8 ;  and  for  other  puipoaea. 

clxxxii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Romford  CuiI 
Company  to  raise  additional  CapitaL 

clxxxiii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Tonltidc* 
Wells  Gas  Company  to  acquire  a  new  Steiior 
the  erection  oi  Gas  Works,  and  to  confer 
further  powers  upon  that  Company :  and  fcr 
other  purposes. 

clxxxi V.  An  Act  to  authorise  an  Extension  cf 
Time  to  the  Didcot,  Newbury,  and  Sorta* 
ampton  Junction  Railway  Company  for  psr- 
chiising  Land  and  completing  their  Bailvar; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

clxxxv.  An  Act  to  consolidate  and  amend  the 
Acts  relating  to  the  Dewsburj*  and  H«ck- 
mondwike  Waterworks,  and  to  authnriae  ih^ 
construction  of  new  works,  and  for  otbs 
puri)03es. 

dxxxvi.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Corpontioo 
of  the  Borough  of  Lancaster  to  extend  thsr 
Waterworks  and  to  make  Street  Improw. 
meiits ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

clxxxvii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Swlk 
Hants  Waterworks  Company :  and  for  olhff 
purposes. 

clxxxviii.  An  Act  to  confirm  Agn?emnit&  be- 
tween the  Swansea  Harbour  Trustees  and  ti? 
Corporation  of  Swansea,  the  Great  W«1«b 
and  the  ]\lidland  Railway  Companies  f^r  the 
Leasing  to  that  Corp<jration  and  t«>  th-w 
(Companies  of  XMiarves  and  other  ac*.omaa> 
dation  at  the  Docks  authorised  to  btr  f-r.- 
structed  by  the  Swansea  Harbour  Act,  \hU' 
and  for  other  i)urpo8es. 

clxxxix.  An  Act  for  making  a  luiilway  irr-r. 
llab'sworth  to  Southwold,  with  Braucht^ 
thtrefroni,  all  in  the  County  of  Suffolk. 

(.'xc.  An  Act  fur  dissolWng  the  BluckroJ  Ga 
Company,  liimited,  for  re-incorporating  th- 
Proj)rietors  therein  with  others,  and  for  con- 
friTing  powers  on  the  Company  so  to  b?  io- 
ci^rporated  to  supply  Gas  to  the  township  ci 
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filackrod  and  oertain  neighlxmrmg  townahips 
and  places  in  the  county  of  Lancaster ;  and 
lor  other  pmf^KMes. 
CPkL  An  Act  to  enable  the  Oldbury  Local 
Board  of  Health  to  purchase  from  the  Coxpo- 
sation  of  Birmingham  so  much  of  the  Gas 
Undertaking  belong^ing  to  them  as  is  situate 
in  the  District  of  Oldbury,  in  the  county  of 
Worcester,  and  to  light  with  Oas  the  said 
District ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

,eseii.  An  Act  to  .enable  the  Newcastle  and 
Gkiteshead  Water  Company  to  construct  addi- 
tional Works  and  raise  additional  Capital; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

dkdii.  An  Act  for  making  Railways  in  the 
counties  of  Donegal,  Leitnm,  and  Sligo,  to  be 
called  the  Enniskillen  and  Bundoran  Exten- 
sion and  Branch  Railways;  and  for  other 
pozposes. 

extav.  An  Act  to  grant  further  powers  to  the 
Great  Northern  Railway  Company  with  re- 
lation to  their  undertaking. 

ezcv.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  the 
Cardiff  and  Ogmore  Valley  Railway  Company 
with  the  Llynvi  and  Ogmore  Railway  Com- 
pany ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

ozctL  An  Act  for  extending  the  boundaries  of 
the  borough  of  Stafford  in  the  county  of 
Stafford;  and  for  empowering  the  Mayor, 
Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  of  the  borough  to 
construct  Waterworks;  and  to  acquire  the 
undertaking  of  the  Stafford  Oas  Company, 
and  to  execute  other  improvements ;  and  for 
other  j^urposes. 

P.  cjLCvu.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional 
Order  made  by  the  Education  Department 
under  "  The  Elementary  Education  Act, 
1870,"  to  enable  the  School  Board  for  Cardiff 
to  ^ut  in  force  **  The  Lands  Clauses  Consoli- 
dation Act,  1845,"  and  the  Acts  amending 
the  same. 

P,  oxcviii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provi- 
sional  Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
relating  to  the  Improvement  Act  District  of 
Bingley  (two),  the  Borough  of  Brighton,  the 
Districts  of  Chatham  and  Gillingham,  the 
Special  Drainage  District  of  Norton,  the  Dis- 
tnct  of  North  Bierley,  the  Borough  of  Not- 
tingham, the  Improvement  Act  District  of 
Bimisgate,  the  Borough  of  Stoke-upon-Trent 
(two),  and  the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the 
Ulverstone  Union. 

P.  czdx.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  re- 
lating to  the  Districts  of  Chelmsford  and 
Meruyr  Tydvil,  and  the  Borough  of  Peter- 
borough (two). 

P.  cc  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
of  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries 
of  State  for  the  improvement  of  an  unhealthy 
area  in  the  Whitechapel  District,  and  an  un- 
healthy area  in  the  Lunehouse  District,  within 
the  Metropolis. 

P.  od.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  re- 
lating to  the  Boroughs  of  Bath  and  Birming- 
ham, the  District  of  Brentford,  the  Special 
DraJinage  District  of  Burgess  Hill,  the  Rural 
Sanitary  District  of  the  Caistor  Union,  the 
District  of  Castleford,  the  Boroughs  of  Guild- 
ford, Hanley,  Liverpool,  Rochester,  and 
Warwick,  and  the  District  of  Worthing. 
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P.  cdL  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  re- 
lating to  the  Borough  of  Birmingham,  the 
Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the  Chesterfield 
Union,  the  Districts  of  Dawlish  and  Keswick, 
the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the  Leek 
Union,  the  Borough  of  Maidstone,  the  Dis- 
tricts of  Mistley,  Moss  Side,  and  Southend, 
the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the  Tadcaster 
Union,  and  the  Districts  of  Wallasey  and 
Weston-super-Mare. 

P.  cciii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  re- 
lating to  the  District  of  Bilbrough,  the  Im- 
provement Act  Districts  of  Bournemouth  and 
Cirencester,  the  Districts  of  Clay  Lane,  Eccles- 
hill.  Felling,  Nelson,  and  Normanton,  the 
Improvement  Act  District  of  Runcorn,  and 
the  Districts  of  Stow-on-the-Wold,  Sunder- 
land, and  Tormoham. 

p.  cciv.  An  Act  to  provide  for  .the  collection 
and  distribution  of  certain  Assets  of  a  former 
Savings  Bank  at  Tralee. 

ocv.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Limits  within 
which  the  Cleveland  Water  Company  may 
supply  Water ;  and  for  empowering  them  to 
construct  additional  Works  and  to  raise  addi- 
tional Capital ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

ccvi.  An  Act  for  rendering  valid  certain  Letters 
Patent  granted  to  Pierre  Nicholas  Goux  for 
Improvements  in  collecting  and  in  disinfecting 
Human  Excreta  and  converting  the  same  into 
Manure ;  also  in  the  apparatus  or  means  em- 
ployed therein. 

ccvii.  An  Act  enabling  the  Belfast  and  County 
Down  Railway  Company  to  raise  Preference 
Capital  for  the  discharge  of  their  Liabilities, 
ana  making  other  provisions  with  relation  to 
the  same  Company  and  their  Undertaking. 

ccviii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Dudley  and  Old- 
bury  Junction  Railway  Company  to  construct 
a  New  or  Deviation  Railway ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

ccix.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  powers  on 

the  Midland  Railway  Company  in  relation  to 

"Ihcir  own  Undertaking  and  the  Undertakings 

of  other  Companies  and  for  raising  additional 

Capital ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

OCX.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Sidmouth  Railway 
Company  to  extend  their  Railway  to  Budleigh 
Salterton  and  Exmouth ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

ccxi.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Shoreham  Har- 
bour Trustees  to  improve  their  Harbour  by 
constructing  new  Works,  and  for  amending 
the  constitution  of  the  Trust ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

ccxii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for  the 
construction  of  the  Penarth  Extension  Rail- 
way ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

ccxiii.  An  Act  to  confer  further  powers  upon  the 
London  and  South-western  Railway  Company 
in  respect  of  their  Undertaking  and  of  the 
Undeiiakings  of  other  Companies,  and  to 
empower  that  Company  and  the  London, 
Brighton,  r  nd  South  Coast  Railway  Company 
to  purchase  additional  Lands  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Tooting,  Merton,  and  Wimbledon  Rail- 
way ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

ccxiv.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Preston  Tram- 
ways Company,  and  to  authorise  the  construc- 
tion of  Tnunways  in  the  Borough  of  Preston 
and  the  adjacent  Township  of  ruIv<yA>V^\2cL 


[A.D.  1876.] 


TABLE  OF  THE  STATUTES. 


[39  &  40  Via.] 


in  the  county  of  Lancaster;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

ccxv.  An  Act  for  extending'  the  time  for  the 
completion  of  the  Bodmin  and  Wadebridge 
and  Delabole  Kailway;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

ccxvi.  An  Act  for  extending  the  time  for  the 
completion  of  the  Cornwall  ]Mineral  and  Bod- 
min and  Wadobridge  Junction  Railway ;  and 
for  other  purposes. 

ccxvii.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Great 
Northern  London  Cemetery  Company  to  dis- 
pose of  their  superfluous  Lands ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

ccxviii.  An  Act  to  amend  **  The  Prudential  As- 
surance Company  Act,  1875," 

ccxix.  An  Act  to  extend  the  time  granted  to 
the  Severn  Bridge  and  Forest  of  Dean  Central 
Kailway  Company  for  the  purchase  of  Lands 
and  completion  of  their  Kailway,  and  to  au- 
thorise them  to  make  another  short  Kailway ; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

ccxx.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Local  Board .  of 
West  Ham,  in  the  county  of  Essex,  and  the 
Board  of  Works  for  the  District  of  Poplar,  in 
the  county  of  Middlesex,  to  make  composition 
with  the  Owners,  &c.,  of  Stratford  Langthome 
Abbey  for  the  maintenance  and  repair  of 
Bridges  and  Roads  between  Bow,  in  the 
county  of  Middlesex,  and  Stratford,  in  the 
county  of  Essex:  and  for  other  purposes. 

ccxxi.  An  Act  to  grant  further  Powers  to  the 
Monmouthshire  Kailway  and  Canal  Company ; 
and  for  other  purposes  with  reference  to  the 
Undertaking  oi  the  Company. 

ccxxii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Wakefield 
Waterworks  Company  to  make  a  new  Pump- 
ing Station  and  other  Works,  and  to  raise 
more  [Money ;  also  to  extend  their  limits  of 
Supply  ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

ccxxiii.  An  Act  to  further  extend  the  time 
limited  for  the  purchase  of  Lands  for  and  for 
the  completion  of  the  Railways  authorised  by 
the  ^Vlexandra  (Newport)  Dock  Act,  1865,  and 
to  confer  further  powers  upon  the  Company ; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

ccxxiv.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  East  Norfolk 
Railway  Company  to  construct  a  Branch 
Railway  to  Aylsham,  in  the  county  of  Nor- 
folk, and  a  Wharf  on  the  River  Bure,  with  a 
Branch  liailway  thereto  ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

ccxxv.  An  Act  for  granting  further  powers  to 
the  Gaslight  and  Coke  Company ;  and  for 
other  purposes. 

ccxxvi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  respective  periods 
limited  by  **The  Metropolitan  Inner  Circle 
Completion  Act,  1874,"  for  the  Compulsory 
Purchase  of  liands  for  and  for  the  Coniph^tion 
of  the  Works  by  tliat  Act  authorised,  and  to 
revive  and  extend  in  ct^tain  cases  the  Powers 
of  the  Metropolitan  Inner  Circle  Completion 
Railway  Company  for  the  Purchase  of  Liinds 
under  that  Act,  and  to  authorise  that  Company 
to  acquire  additional  Lands  in  the  City  of 
London ;  and  for othtr purposes. 

ccxxvii.  An  Act  to  t'xtind  the  Borough  of  New- 
port, in  Xhv  county  (»f  Monmouth,  and  to  en- 
able the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Burgesses 
thereof  to  improve  Streets,  and  to  construct  a 
new  Stroet,  and  other  Works  within  the  same. 
and  to  make  furthtT  provisions  tV-r  the  im- 


provement  and    good    gorenmieiit  of  tte 
Borough;  and  for  other  purpofles. 

ccxzviii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Soath-autaa 
Kailway  Company  to  extend  the  Hrthc  ud 
Sandgate  Branch  Railway  to  Folkqtooe;  to 
widen  a  portion  of  their  Charing  Crew  liw : 
to  acquire  additional  Lands;  and  {<«  cfha 
purposes. 

ccxxix.  An  Act  to  grant  further  powen  to  th« 
South  Metropolitan'  Gbulight  and  Coke  Cod- 
pany. 

ccxxx.  An  Act  for  supplying  with  Water  tlv 
Boroughs  of  Stockton-on-Tees  and  Middles 
brough,  and  other  places  adjoining  or  nv 
thereto ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

ccxzxi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Wye  YaUer  Bail, 
way  Company  to  construct  new  Railvvji  ad 
other  Works ;  and  for  other  purposes. ' 

ccxxxii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  CompsiiTfv 
the  establishment,  maintenance,  and  regsls- 
tion  of  a  Market  on  the  south  side  d  tbe  atr 
of  Dublin,  and  for  facilitating  the  approMk 
thereto  by  the  alteration,  diversioQ,  lad 
widening  of  existing  streets  adjoining  or  osir 
thereto ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

ccxzxiii.  An  Act  to  empower  the  North  DaUn 
Street  Tramways  Company  to  constract  dtv 
Tramways ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

ccxxxiv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Mayco',  Alder, 
men,  and  Burgesses  of  the  BoroughVrf  Hsliiu 
to  construct  new  Works  in  extension  of  their 
Waterworks,  and  for  extending  their  limit*  nf 
Water  supply,  and  for  authorising  them  lo 
extend  their  Gkisworks;  and  for  other  par* 
poses. 

p.  ccxxzv.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Prori* 
sional  Orders  of  the  Local  (Government  Baud 
relating  to  the  Boroughs  of  BirmingliiB, 
Liverpool,  Nottingham,  and  Swansea. 

p.  ccxxxvi.  An  Act  for  improvement  of  th* 
Harbour  of  Ardglass,  in  the  county  of  Dowt 

p.  ccxxxvii.  An  Act  for  the  improvement  rf 
the  Navigation  of  the  Lough  and  fiim 
Erne. 

p.  ccxxx\'iii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  acqcLs- 
tion  of  a  site  in  l^w  Street  for  the  erection  <f 
a  new  Police  Court  and  l*olice  Station  in-i 
Offices. 

p.  ccxxxix.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisociu 
Order  made  by  the  Education  IVpartmcn: 
under    *'  The    Elementar\*    Education   Act. 

m 

1870,"  to  enable  the  School  Board  for  London 
to  put  in  force  **  The  Ltinds  Clauses  Consoli- 
dation Act,  1845,*'  and  the  Acts  amending 
the  simie. 

ccxl.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  East  Cijnifi« 
Mineral  Railway  Company  to  extend  their 
Kailwav  to  the  South  Devon  and  Ta\-iitoii 
Kailway,  and  to  MorK'ellhain  Ijuay  on  the 
Kiver  Tamar,  and  to  alter  the  piuire  asi 
levels  of  their  existing  R;dlway :  and  fort-lhr 
purposes. 

ccxli.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Llandudno  ImpiX'Vt- 
ment  Act,  1854  ;  and  for  otht-r  purposo>. 

ccxlii.  An  Act  for  conf erring  further  pu'Wcr*  on 
the  Southern  Kailway  Coniixiny :  acd  f-i 
other  purposes. 

ccxxliii.  An  Act  for  making  Kailway^  in  *h-- 
counties  of  Essex  and  Kent  to  connect  th' 
London,  Tilburv,  and  Southend  Railwav  wii 
the  South  Ejistem  and  I^^ndon,  Cliathain. 
and   Dover   Railways ;    and    fur  othor  pur- 
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PRIVATE  ACTS, 


FBINTED  BY  THE  QTTEEN's  FRnrTEB, 


AND  WHEREOF  THE  PRINTED  COPIES  MAY  BE  GIVEN  IN  EVIDENCE. 


1.  A  N  Act  to  enable  the  Tnuteef  of  the 
A.  Settled  Estates  of  Sir  Charles  Henry 
Tempest,  Baronet,  to  raise  money  on  mort- 
gage for  the  improvement  thereof;  and  for 
other  purposes. 

t.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  sale  of  certain  por- 
tions cdf  the  lands  of  Doohf  our  in  the  county 


of  Inverness,  being  parts  of  the  entailed 
estates  now  held  by  Evan  Baillieof  Dochfour, 
and  to  authorise  the  purchase  of  other  lands 
to  be  entailed;  to  excamb  portions  of  said 
entailed  estates  in  the  parish  of  Laggan  for 
Dunain,  Ness  Castle,  and  others  in  the  parish 
of  Inverness ;  and  for  other  purposes. 


PRIVATE  ACT, 


NOT  pRnrrED. 


Alt  Act  to  naturalize  Roger  Oswald  R^6  de 
Blooay,  and  to  grant  .to  and  confer  upon  him 
all  the  rights,  privileges,  and  capacities  of  a 


natural-bom   subject   of   Her   Majesty   the 
Queen. 


r. 
If 


SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE,  SESSION   1876. 


RETUEIN  touiOrdn'ortlM  Hononnble  Tb*  Uodm  af  Coduuodi, 
dktad  9  Ansnit  1870  i— /or, 

L  RETURN  "  of  Uw  Number  of  Dati  on  irtuob  Tu  Hodu  Sat  in  Uw  Sesdoa  of  13TS,  lUting 
br  cuh  Dkj,  tha  Dkts  of  the  HoDtb,  and  the  D*7  of  tho  Week,  the  Hour  of  Heating^  uid 
tba  Hour  of  A^foununant ;  uid  tha  Totsl  Number  of  Hour*  oooapied  io  tha  SitUog*  of  The 
DouM,  and  tha  Average  Time  ;  tai  ihowiiis  the  Number  of  Uoun  on  which  Tha  Uobw  S>t 
•Mh  Da7,  >nd  the  Number  of  Ilonn  nflar  Midnight  i  tmd  the  Number  of  Entriei  in  ewh  Daj'i 
Void  and  Prooaadingi  "  (in  oontinoatioa  of  Parliunentarj  Paper,  No.  0.110,  of  Saaaion  18IS). 

(Sir  CharUM  Fortler.) 
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Number  ol 
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GENERAL  INDEX  TO  SESSION  1876. 


EXPLANATION   OP   THE  ABBREVIATIONS. 

It  being  a  principal  object  of  this  Index,  that  the  proceedings  on  each 
Motion  shall  be  completely  recorded,  some  abbreviations  of  forms  were 
necessary.  Those  who  are  accustomed  to  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
will  readily  fill  up  the  voids.  Those  who  are  not  so  familiar,  may  find  the 
following  explanation  useful,  but  will  find  the  whole  formvlm  set  out  at 
length  in  the  ''  Contents/' 

The  names  which  immediately  follow  the  title  of  a  Bill  are  those  of  the 
Peers  or  hon.  Members  who  have  charge  of  the  Bill. 

The  numbers  which  are  added  at  stages  of  Bills  are  the  official  numbers 
of  the  prints  and  reprints  ordered  at  each  stage,  and,  with  the  Statute,  will 
enable  the  reader  to  follow  all  the  changes  the  Bill  has  undergone. 

The  entries — Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»;''  Amendt. 
"  this  day  six  months ;  "  Question  put,  "  That  *  now,'  &c." — indicate  the 
usual  form  of  raising  the  issue — namely,  ''That  the  word  'now' stand 
part  of  the  Question." 

"2%tf  Ballot,  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply'  indicates  that 
the  Question  was  raised  by  means  of  an  Amendment  moved  on  the 
Motion  (after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  go  into  Committee 
of  Supply  had  been  read),  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 
In  this  case  the  issue  is  formally  raised  by  the  Motion  "  To  leave  out  from 
the  word  '  That '  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  "  other  words. 
The  decision  is  taken  on  the  Question,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be 
leftout  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  Nos.  added  to  the  "Parliamentary  Papers"  are  in  most  cases  those 
given  in  the  Commons'  "  List  of  Papers  for  Sale." 
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HANSARD'S    PARLIAMENTARY   DEBATES, 


IN  THE  THIRD  SESSION  OF  THE 

TWENTY-FIEST  PAEUAMENT  OF  THE  UNITED  KINGDOM, 


39"    &   40  o  VICTOEIA. 


1876. 


EXPLAXATION  OF  THE  AbBBSYIATIONB. 

In  Bills,  R««d  1«,  9o,  d«,  or  l\  2*.  8%  Read  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Time.— In  Speeches, 
1R.,  2R.,  3R.,  Speech  delivered  on  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Reading. — Amendt.,  Amend- 
ment.— Ret,,  Resolution. — Comm.,  Committee. — Re-Comm,,  Re-Committal. — Rep.,  Report.— 
Comid.,  Consideration. — Adj.,  Adjournment  or  Adjourned. — cL,  Clause. — add.  cL,  Additional 
Clause. — neg..  Negatived. — M.  Q.,  Main  Question. — 0.  Q.,  Original  Question. — 0.  M.,  Original 
Motion. — P.  Q.,  Previous  Question. — r.  p..  Report  Progress. — A,,  Ayes. — A^.,  Noes. — if.,  Ma- 
jority.— 1«^.  Div.,2nd,  Div.,  First  or  Second  Division. — /.,  Lords. — c..  Commons. 

When  in  this  Index  a  *  is  added  to  the  Reading  of  a  Bill,  it  indicates  that  no  Debate  took 
place  upon  that  stage  of  the  measure. 

When  in  the  Text  or  in  the  Index  a  Speech  is  marked  thus  *,  it  indicates  that  the  Speech 
is  reprinted  from  a  Pamphlet  or  some  authorized  Report. 

When  in  the  Index  a  f  is  prefixed  to  a  Name  or  an  OflSce  (the  Member  having  accepted  or 
vacated  oflSce  during  the  Session)  and  to  Subjects  of  Debate  thereunder,  it  indicates  that  the 
Speeches  on  those  Subjects  were  delivered  in  the  speaker's  private  or  official  character,  as  the 
ease  may  be. 

Some  subjects  of  debate  have  been  classified  under  the  following  **  General  Headings :  "— 
Abut  —  Navt  —  Ihdia —  IiiBLAin>  —  Scotland  —  Paruamxiit  —  Poor  Law — Post  OrricR — 
Mbtropous  —  Church  op  Ehglard  —  Education  —  Cbuuital  Law  —  Law  and  Justice — 
Taxation,  under  Wats  and  Mxans. 


ABERDARE,  Lord 
Bankers  Books  Evidence,  2R.  [230]  1470 
Commons,  Comm.  el.  SO,  [230]  1432  ;  Report, 

«Z.  SO,  Amendt.  1618 
Education — Schools,  [231]  513 
ElemenUry  Education,  2R.  [231]  806 
Intemperance,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 

[230]  733 
Local  Crovemment  Board's  Provisional  Orders 

Confirmation    (Birmingham,    Ac.),    Comm. 

[230]  1620 
Poor  Lsw  Amendment,  2R.  [230]  1277 
Prevention  of  Crimes  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

[230]  486 
Sulphurous  Acid,  Ac,  Address  for  a  Royal 

Commission,  [228]  606,  600 
Trade    Uoioii    Act   (1871)  Amendment,  2R. 

[jjpj  1269 

JTOL,  OOXXXI,     [third  sebiss.1 


Abeedeen,  Earl  of 

Intemperance,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 

[230]  723 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[227] 6 
Publicans  Certificates  (Scotland),  Comm.  el  13, 

[230]  104 
Railway   Accidents,   Royal   Commission- on — 

Brakes,  [229]  1097 


AcLAKD,  Sir  T.  D.,  Devonshire  J  iV. 

Commons,   Comm.  el.   8,   [229]   1629,  1630 
el.  12,  1633  ;  add.  el.  167U 

Elementary    EA\ica\.\oii,  ^mm.  t\,  ^^  \>vA 
140Q ;  add.  cU  \^^^ 


*x 


ADA 


ADD       (G  ENSEAL    INDEX) 

327— a  18 — 229—830—231 


ADD       ABM 


Adam,  Eight  Hon.  W.  P.,    Clackmmi" 
narit  8fo, 

Army  Estimates — ^Works,  Buildings,  &c.  [229] 
1651 

Metropolis — Hyde    Park    Comer,  Res.  [229] 
1578 

Metropolis  —  Hyde    Park  —  The    SerpoDtiDe, 
[228]  969  ;  Res.  1248 

Supply — Home  and  Colonial  Offices,  New,  [229] 
1587 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts,  [229]  1591 
National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [229]  1588 
Natural  History  Museum,  [229]  1590 
Royal  Parks  and  Gardens,  [229]  1583, 1584 

Addekley,    Eight    Hon.     Sir    C.    B. 
(President  of  the  Board  of  Trade), 
Staffordshire^  N, 
Coal— Sale  by  Weight,  [227]  816 
Copyright  Commission,  [228]  64 
Customs — Solicitor.  Office  of  the,  [231]  701 
DoTer  Harbour,  [227]  136 
DoTer  Pier — English  and  Foreign  Mail  Boats, 

[230]  1886 
Engliuh  Channel — Straits  Tunnel,  The,  [230] 

947 
Foreshores — Balbriggan  Foreshore,  [230]  1045 
Gas  Companies  Act — Gas  Referees,  [229]  1111 
Gas,  Price  of,  [231]  969 
Harbours  of  Refuge — Dungeness,  [227]  553 
Harbours  of  Refuge — North- East  Coast,  Res. 

[231]  87 
Holyhead     Harbour  —  Steamship    **  Edith," 

Wreck  of,  [229]  670 
Mercantile  Marine — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Life  Saving  Apparatus,  [231]  120 
"  Roval    Adelaide,"    Wreck   of  the,  [227] 

1869 
"  Strathmcre,"  The,  [230]  243 
Training  Ship  Schools,  [227]  816 
Unscaworthy  Ships,  [227]  407,  680 
Wrecks  off  Dungeness,  [229]  1356 
Mei-cantile  Marine — Pensions  to  Seamen,  Res. 

[227]  1832 
Merchant  Service  Officers,  Res.  [229]  802 
227]  Merchant  Slijpping,  Leave,  163  ;  2R.  460 
228JComm.  532,  539,  543  ;  cL  3,  6b\,  638,  639, 
643,  681,  686,  887,    899,  901,  907;  cl.  4, 
909,    910,   911;    cl.    5,    1149,    1156,    1157, 
1158,    1159;    cl.    6,    IIGO,    1367;     cl    9, 
130H  ;   cl.  10,  1370;  Amendt.   1371  ;  cL  11, 
ib.\    cl.    12,    Amendt.    1372;    cl.    13,   1373, 
1374;    cl.  14,  ih.,  1375,  1582,   1585,   1586, 
1587.    1600;    cl.    15,    1593,     1597,     1599. 
1001,1013,1614,  IClo,   1616,  1617,    1618; 
cl.  16,  1788,  1800,  1802  ;  W.17,  1804  ;  cl.  18, 
1805,  180C,  1807  ;  cl.  19,  18S0,  1881,  1882  ; 
cl.  21,  1884  ;  cl.  23,  ib.  ;  cl.  24,   1885,    1913, 
1914;    cl.   20,    Amondt.   16.;    cl.  27,  1915, 
1910,    1017:    cl.   28,    1018,    1919;    cl.   32,^ 
Amendt.  1020  ;  Postponed  cl.    16,  ib.  ;  add. 
cl.   1920,  1921  ;   Amendt.  1937,   1938,  1940, 
1943 
29]  54,   56,   62,   63,   C4,   65,    66,    67,   08,    69, 
70,  74,   05,    208,   212.  217,  218,  210,  222, 
228,  231,  234,  235;  Consid.  add.  cl.  1054, 
1055,   1056,   1057,  1050,   lOGO,   1061,  1063; 
cl.  4,  1066;    el.  6,  Amendt.   1067;    cl,  11, 
}0(jS;    Amendt.  1060,  1070,   lOi;  ;  cL  \S, 
1072,1073,1076;  cM9,  107ft  ;  cl.20,\0Tl\ 
Amendt.  ih.,  1078;  Amendt.  101^  ;  cl.  11, 

\COTVl 


AoDXRLBT,  Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  B.- 

229]  1080  ;  el,  24,  Amendt.  1081,  1274 :  SR.  IS) 

23i]Ix)rds  Amendts.  1170,  1177  :  Amendt  IIM 

Amendt.  1181,   1184;    Lords  ciOMnqistfi 

Amendt.  1222 

Merchant  Shippings— Lighthonne  on  Coniigh 

Rock,  [239]  1353 
Merchant  Shipping  Act* — Miteellantons  (^ 
tions 
Board  of  Trade  Sarveyt— **  Moont  Royil 

[227]  1566 
Grain  Cargoes, [229]  1519 
Grain  Laden  Vetseli,  [337]  1024 
Light  Dues,  [231]  421 
Load  Line  Returns,  [337]  1708 
Merchant  Seamen  Deaerisra,  [330]  4SS 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854---Svfi« 
'  [229]  105 

Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1871— ''Lttiv 

The  Schooner,  [230]  850 
Merchant  Shipping  Acta  187^  and  18TI- 

Suryeyors,  [230]  947 
Overloading,  [227]  1123 
"  Royal  Sovereign,"  Scnrrj  on  Bond  li 

[227]  802 
Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sen,  [337]  404 
Scurvy,  Cases  of,  [337]  1414,  1710 
Ships'  Surgeons.  [230]  1963 
"  Skerryvore,"  The,  [330]  246 
Steamer  "  Marie,"  [230]  1630 
Stowage,  [228]  1478 
"  Strathclyde,*^"  The,  [337]  1024 
**  Strathdyde"  Collision  —  Tng  **PkfaM 

ston,"  [230]  336 
Unseaworthy  Ships,  [338]  472 
Unseaworthy   Shipa    of   Foreign   lialia 
[227] 1419 
Midland  Kail  way — Radstock  Aecident— Bin 

System,  [231]  1078 
Municipal    Officers    Superannuation,    Cob 

[227]  1608 
Oyster  Fishery — Ileme  Bay,  [228]  200  ;  [231 
Ports,  Harbours,  dsc.  United  Kingdom,  [23 

699 
Railway  Accident,  Great  Western,  [231]  8,6 
Railway   Accidents,   Commission   on— Kepo 

[227]  301.  928 
Railway    Companies — Dismissal    of   Servao) 

[230]  336 
Seal  Fisheries   Act,  1875— Close  Time,  [33 
1480 
International  Agreement,  [227]  263 

Admiralty  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  BiU 

{Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland^  Sir  Mukk 

Hickg.Beach) 

c.  Ordered  :  read  l"*  April  6  [Bill  121] 

Read  2",  after   short  debate  April  28,  [ll 
1885 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Mat/  16 

Committee  •  {on  re'Comm.) ;  Report  Jfoy  18 

Considered*  May  22 

Read  S®*  May  25 
I.  Read  \**  (The  Lord  President)  May  26 

Read  2*  •   J uru:  22  (No.  W) 

Committee  •  June  26  (No.  146) 

Report  •  June  27 

Read  3'  •  June  29 
c.  Otd^Y  TCifl^d,  tor  taking  into  Consideration  t 

\ 


ADM 


APB 


(SESSION    1876) 
aay — aaS— 229— ajo— 231 . 


AFE 


AGE 


Admiralty  Jurudietian  {Irelatid)  BiH-'eoni, 

tidered  ;"  after  short  debate,  Qaestion  put  I 
A.  139,  N.  58  ;  M.  81 ;  Lordi  Amendts.  con- 
sidered ;  First  Amendt.  read 

Moved,  '*  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendt.  ;"  Moved,  *'  That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn  "  {Mr.  Biggar) ; 
Motion  withdrawn 

Question  again  proposed ;  Mored,  "  That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned"  (Sir  Joseph 
M*Kenna) ;  Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  subse- 
quent Amendts.  agreed  to  [Special  Entry] 
L  Royal  Assent  July  13    [39  A  40  Vict.  0.  28j 

Abtooatb,  The  Lord  (Eight  Hon.  E. 
S.  Gk>BDON)y  Glasgow^  Sfo,  Uhiversi- 
tisi 
Agricultural  Holdings  (Scotland),  2R.  [230] 

1127 
Banns  of  Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  [230]  218 
Burghs  (Division  into  Wards)  ( Scotland)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [229]*1339 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [228]  40 
Dunkeld  Bridge  Trust,  [231]  696 
Eoelesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland),  Leave, 

[227]  2076 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R  [230]  1386 
, Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.   d.  30,  Amendt. 

[228]  1919,  1920 
.Poor  Law  (Scotland),  Leave,  [228]  1554  ;  2R. 

[229]  258  :  Comm.  [230]  529  ;  [231]  1204 
Prisons  (Scotland),  Leave,  [230]  1421 
Publicans  Certiacates  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  831 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  Leave,  [228]  914 
SootUnd — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Agricultural  Holdings,  [227]  1020 
Criminal  Law — *<  Amelia,"  The,  Case  of, 

[227]  1713 
Endowed  Schools  and  Hospitals,  [227]  399 
IntesUtes  Act,  [227]  818 
Poor   Inspectors  —  Superannuation,  [228] 

1180 
Poor  Law  Expenditure,  [227]  817 
Private  Lunatic  Asylums,  [230]  1134 
Sasine  OflBce  (Edinburgh),  [227]  681 
Session,  Court  of— Returns  as  to  the,  [227] 

1419 
Sheriff  CourU,  [227]  264  ;  [230]  1623 
Sheriff  CourU  (Scotland),  2R.  [231 J  561 

AJriea 

West  Coast 

Cession  of  the  Oambia,  Question,  Observa- 
tions, Lord  Cottesloe  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of 
Carnarvon  Mar  20,  [228]  264  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Edward  Jenkins ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther,  272  ;  —  Exchange  of  Territory, 
Question,  Mr.  Knatchbull-Hugessen  ;  An- 
927]  swer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  Feb  10,  133 ;  Ob- 
servations, The  Karl  of  Carnarvon ;  debate 

.  thereon  Feb  17,  374  ;  Question,  Mr.  Alder- 
man W.  M' Arthur ;    Answer,   Mr.   Disraeli 

.     Feb  21,  561  ;  Question,  Mr.  A.  Mills;  An- 

.  iwer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  Feb  22, 683  ;  Question, 
Mr.  A.  M* Arthur ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 

.  Mar  9,  1710  ; —  The  Acting  Administrator 
of  the  Oambia,  Question,  Mr.  Alderman  W. 
M' Arthur ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  Ju/y  31, 

[cant. 


Africa — West  Coa<(— cont. 

Dahomeif  —  The  Threaicned  Bombardment, 
Question,  Mr.  Richard  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  May  15,  [229]  671  i—The  King  of 
Dahomey,  Question,  Observations,  Lord  Cot- 
tesloe ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  ;  short 
debate  thereon  May  16,  764  ; — Disputes  with 
Dahomey,  Question,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther /ti/y  31,  [231]  119 

Native  Labourers — African  Mail  Steamers, 
Question,  Mr.  Errington ;  Answer  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  August  7,  [231]  690 

Sierra  Leone — Financial  Position,  Question, 
Mr.  Price ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  May  22, 
[229]  1039 

The  Gold  Coast — Case  of  Messrs.  Swansy, 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  W.  M'Arthur  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  August  10,  [231]  969  ; 
—  Whydah,  The  Outrage  at.  Question,  Ob- 
servations, Lord  Cottesloe  ;  Reply,  The  Earl 
of  Carnarvon  Mar  24,  [228]  555 

Papers  relating  to  Gold  Coast  .  [1402 
AflEsirs  of  the  Gambia  .  [1409]  [1409-1] 
Petition  of  Inhabitants  of  Gambia    [1498] 


Africa — River  Gambia 

Moved,  **  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  British 
possessions  on  the  Gambia  be  placed  on  a 
satis&otory  footing,  and  that,  in  the  interests 
of  commerce,  communication  be  opened  up 
by  that  river  with  the  interior  of  Africa  " 
{Mr.  Alderman  M*Arthur)  May  2,  [228] 
1998  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 


Agnbw,  Mr.  E.  Vans,   Wigton  Co. 

Scotland—Hypothec,  Law  of,  [227]  135 


Agricultural  Children  Act 

Question,  Observations,  The  Duke  of  St. 
Albans  ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  and 
Gordon  ;  short  debate  thereon  Feb  10,  [227] 
130; — Case  of  Benry  Cole,  Question,  Mr. 
Rod  well  :  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
May  4,  [229]  46 

Agricultural  Holdings  ( England)  Act 

Oreenwieh  Hospital  Estates,  Question,  Mr. 
Beaumont;  Answer/Mr.  Hunt  Mar  16,  [228] 
65 

Stamps,  Question,  Sir  John  Kennaway  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Mar  16,  [228]  63 


Agricultural    Moldings    (England)    Act 
(1875) 

Moved  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Return  of  Landowners  of  500  acres  and  up- 
wards in  each  county  in  England  and  Wales, 
showing  those  who  have  contracted  them- 
selves out  of  the  provisions  oC  tVkA  k.^<(SN9\- 
tural  HoVd\ii^  K<i\.  u^  ^^  "^*2^  ^'^xv^V^'V^  VT^^ 
Earl  De  La  Worr^  Ma>j  *l^,\ai^Vtf^^ 
alter  a\iOTl  4<ftYjiA«,  ^oX^wi  ^^^^^•^^'^^^ 


^  xa 
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Agricultural  Holdings  {JEJngland)  Act 
(1875) 

MoTed  for,  Return  of  the  Public  Departments 
which  hold  land  as  Owners  or  Occupiers  in 
England  and  Wales,  specifying  whether  they 
have  or  have  not  contracted  themselves  out 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Hold- 
ings Act  up  to  the  Ist  of  June,  1876  ( The 
Earl  of  Camperdoum)  May  29.  [229]  1342 

After  short  debate.  Return  of  all  the  Reports 
made  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  by 
their  surveyors  relative  to  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act,  1875  :  Ordered  to  be  laid  be- 
fore the  House  ( The  Lord  President)  (No.  97) 

Agricultural  Holdings  {England)  Act 
(1875> 
Moved,  **  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House 
— a  Return  showing  whether  the  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  1875,  have 
or  have  not  been  adopted  upon  the  estates 
held  by  the  Duchy  ot  Cornwall,  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  and  the  Commissioners  of 
Groenwich  Hospital "  ( The  Earl  of  Camper- 
down)  June  19,  [230]  1 ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  amended,  and  agreed  to 

Agricultural  Holdings  {England)  Act 
(1875) — The  Duchy  of  Lancaster 

Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  Colonel 
Taylor  Mar  10,  [227]  1796 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  26,  To 
leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  '*  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  undesirable  that 
the  benefits  intended  by  Parliament  to  accrue 
to  any  class  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  from 
the  passing  of  any  statute  should  be  neutral, 
ized  by  the  official  action  of  a  Member  of  the 
Administration  responsible  for  the  enactment 
of  that  statute"  {Dr.  Cameron)  v.,  [229] 
1270;  after  short  debate.  Question  put, 
"That  the  words,  Ac.;"  A.  220,  N.  53; 
M.  173 

Agricnltnral    Holdings   (England)  Act 
(1875)  Amendment  Bill  [hl] 

( Changed  from — 

"Queen  Anne's  Bounty  Bill")  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  !■•  June  23  (No.  141) 

Read  2=*  •  July  21 

Committee  •  ;  Report  My  24 

Read  3^  •  July  25 
c.  Read  1°  *  July  31  [Bill  278] 

Read  2"*  August  4 

Committee*  ;  Report  August  7 

Considered  *  August  8 

Read  3«  •  August  10 
I.  Royal  Assent^ August  15    [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  74] 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Scotland)  BHl 

[u.L.J        (  The  Lord  President) 

228]/.  Prosented ;    read  1",    after    short    debate, 
Mar2S,Q\n  (No.  44) 

.  Read  2\  after  short  debate  April  T,  XZI^ 
229]  Committee ;  Report,  after  short  debaVo  May  ft> 
J84 


Agricultural  Holdings  (Se4>Uamd) 

229]  Read  3*  May  11,  350 
e.  Read  !<>  •  ( The  Lord  AdvoeaU)  Ma^  ft 
Moved,  "That    the  Bill  be  now  nad  f 
June  8  ;  debate  adjourned 
2  30]  Debate  resumed  July  6, 1186 

Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoerMd 
(Mr.  Ramsay)  ;  after  short  debate,  Qnndi 
put,  and  negatived 
Original   Question   put,  and  agreed  to;  Bi 
read  2^  [BUI  IM] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  July  30 

AniLiB,  Earl  of 

Burgesses  (Scotland),  3R.  [228]  466 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland) — Retomi,  [uf 

1625 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  [229]  1089 ;  Cms 

cl.  5,  [2303  124 
Qas  Light  and  Coke  Company,  311.  [230]  Stl 
University  of  Oxford,  2R.  [227]  1694:[ts( 

348  ;  Comm.  el.  10,  Amendt.  854;  hnusi 

1304,1307;  3R.  [229]  102 

Alexandek,  Colonel  C,  AyrMrs,  8. 

Army — Auxiliary  Forces — Militia  Staff  Ph 

sioners,  [230]  1172 
Army  Estimates— Full  Pay  of  Reduced  si 
Retired  Officers  and  Half  Pay,  [229]  IM 
Works.  Buildings,  Ac.,  [229]  1651 
Banns  of  Marringe  (Scotland),  2R.  [230]  NT 
Mutiny,  Comm.  cl.  106,  [228]  912 
Poor  Law  (Scotland),  2R.  [229]  258 
Post   Office  —  Postal   Telegraph  Depsrtwil 

Res.  [228]  198 
Publicans  Certificates  (Scotland),  Comin.<(.i 

Amendt.  [228]  1810,  1811,  1813 


Aliens^  Order  in  Council,  1873 — GtbrtHU 

Question,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power  ;  Answer,  Mi 
J.  Lowther  April  28,  [228]  1831 

Allen,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Newcastle-undeT'Lyw^ 

Burial  Services   in  Parish  Churchyards.  Re 
[227]  1346 


All  Saints,  Moss,  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  Archbishop  of  York) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  !»•  May  2  (No.  70} 

Read  2=^  •  May  8 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  9 

Read  3»  •  May  1 1 
c.  Read  1°  *  May  26  [Bill  172] 

Read  2°  •  June  8 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  15 

Read  3°*  June.  16 
/.  Royal  Assent  June  27    [39  dc  40  Viet.  c.  44] 

Ancient  Monuments  Bill 

{Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope,  Mr. 
Russell  Curuey,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan) 


AND 


AND        {  SESSION    1  876  J 

337—228 — 329—330—331. 


AND 


AN8 


Akdbrsok,  Mr.  G.,  Glasgow 

AgriooUand  Holdings   (Scotland),  2(1.   [230] 

1127 
Army — Home  District  Command,  [237]  1870 
Army— Military  Forces,  Our,  Res.  [227]  967 
Army  and   Navy  Expenditure,  1874«5,  Comm. 

[231]  660 
Army    Estimates — Land   Forces,  [227]   1278, 
1456 
War  Office,  [229]  1658 
Banks  of  Issue — Re- Appointment  of  Commit- 
tee, [227]  555 
The  Committee,  [228]  352 
Banns  of  Marriage  (Sontlnnd),  2R.  [230]  213 
Brazil— Outrage  on  a  Britisli  Subject,  [227] 

403 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2 R.  [228] 

23 
Consolidated  Fund,  3R.  [228]  565 
Criminal  Law — James  Timony,  Case  of,  [230] 
853 
Political  Prisoners,  Release  of,  [229]  1044, 
1048 
Dankeld  Bridge  Trust,  [231]  696 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  cL  [230] 

1720 
Erne  Lough  and  River,  Comm.  [230]  1764 
Factory  Legislation  (India),  [227]  301 
France  and  the  United  States — Reported  Com- 
mercial Treaty,  [231]  116 
Kenwood,  Mr.  Charles,  Petition  of.  Res.  [227] 

1405 
House    Occupiers    Disqualification    Removal, 

2R.  [228]  553 
Inland    Revenue — Excise — Blending   of  Irish 

Whiskey,  Motion   for   a    Select  Committee, 

Aroendt.  [228]  1190 
Intoxicating   Liquors    (Scotland),    2R.    [230] 

1374 
Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res  [231]  298 
Malta — Civilian  Government.  [229]  IGGd 
MalU— Taxation  in.  Res.  [229J  1979,  1987 
Mercantile  Marino — Nautical    Terms,  Unifor- 
•     mity  of,  [227]  557 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts— Overloading,  [227] 

1123 
Metropolis    Improvements  —  Northumberland 

Avenue,  [229]  205 
Monastic  and  Conventual   Institutions,    Peti- 
tion, [229]  846 
Municipal  Officers  Superannuation  (No.  2),  2R. 

[33  7 J  326 

Navy — Miscellaneous  Questions 

*' Alberta"  and  **  Mistletoe,"  Collision  of, 
[337]  258,   1204  ;— Report  of  Court  of 
Inquiry,  [328]    1410  ; — Coroner's  Jury, 
1761  ;— Capuin  Welsh,  [229]  1194;— 
Further  Inquiries,  [230]  428 
H.M.S.  "  Raleigh,"  [230)  257 
H.M.S.  "  Thunderer,"  [230]  1888,  1971 
Navigating  Officers,  [:.'27]  682 
Navy—**  Alberta"  and  "  Mistletoe  "  Collision, 

Res.  [228]  1486 
^'avy— Captain  Sulivan,  Res.  [230]  1332,  1397 
Navy  Estimates — Miscellaneous  Services,  [230] 
474 
Scientific  Departmenta,  [229]  2021 ;  [230] 
461 

Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Order— Balloting  for  Motions,  [230]  11,  15 
Puhl'io    BaaineBB,    Arrangement   of,   [230] 
i040 i—Enater  Reces§,  I228]  1100 

[eonU 


Ahdbrsoh,  Mr.  G.—cont, 

Parliament  —  Private   Bill    Committees — Re- 
ferees— Instruction,  Res.  [228]  618 
Parliament — Private   Bills — Referees,    Motion 
for  a  Select  Committee,  [227]  485,  499; — 
Nomination    of    Select    Committee,    1495, 
1497 
Parliamentary  Agency,  Res.  [231]  329 
Peru — Steamship    "Talisman,"  Crew  of   the, 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  427  ; 
Res.  [231]  754 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  3R.  [231]  357 
Poor  Law  (Scotland),  2R.  [229]  259  ;  Comm. 
[230]  527 

Post  Office — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Glasgow  Post  Office,  [228]  1832 
Postal   Telegraph     Service  —  Royal    En- 
gineers, [227]  1710 
PosUl  Telegraph  Wires.  [228]  1579 
Telegraph  Stamps,  [227]  404 
Prisons  Bill — Prison  Chnplams,  [230]  737 
Queen's   Visit  to  Germany,  [228J  700,  701, 

882,  883 
Royal  Titles,  Leave,  [227]  423 :    2R.    1753  ; 
Comm.  [228]  136;  3R.  482 ;  Proclamation, 
1764, 1766 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),  2R.  [230]  1345 
Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland),  2R.  Amendt.  [231] 
562, 564 

Supply — Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  510, 

514 
Exchequer  and  other  Offices  in  Scotland 

[227J  990 
Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  [227]  993 
Lord    Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Uousehold  of, 

[227]  1840 
Mint,  including  Coinage,  [227]  522,  523 

Turkey — Bulgaria,  Alleged  Atrocities  in,  [230] 

1184;  [231 J  721 
United  States — Gener.il  Schonck,  [227]  1798 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [228] 

1141 


AnimaUy  Cruelty  to — Action  of  the  Society 
Question,  Mr.  Meldon ;    Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  Mar  3,  [227]  1295 


Anstrutiier,  Sir  E.,  Fifeihire 

Burial  Services  in   Parish  Churchyards,  Res. 

[227]  1357,  1364 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [228J 

30 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1648,  1649 
Inland    Revenue — Excise — blending   of    Irish 

Whiskey,   Motion   for  a  Select  Committee, 

Amendt.  [228]  1206 
Poor  Inspectors  (Scotland) — Superannuation, 

[228]  1180 
Public  Schools  Act,  1868,  Res.  [228]  1441 
Slave  Trade  (East  Africa).  Res.  [228]  1219 
Women's  DisabUities  Removal,  2R.  [228J  1724 


Anstruther,  Sir  "W.  C,  Lanarkshire^  S. 


ASM       ABM 
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Commissariat  and  Transport  Officers,  Questi9n, 
Sir  Henry  Hayelock ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  Mar  16,  [228]  66 

Commissions,  Sale  of— The  Royal  Warrant  of 
1870,  Question,  Colonel  Egerton  Leigh  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  Feb  28,  [227] 
1023 

Connaught  Rangers,  The,  Question,  Sir  Patrick 
O'Brien  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
Feb  14,  [227]  261 

Dep6t  Battalions,  Lieutenant  Colonels  o/",  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Kingscote  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 
thorne Hardy  April  28,  [228]  1836 

Desertion — Case  of  Samuel  Chappel,  Question, 
Mr.  Hop  wood  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
May  29,  [229]  1347 

Drill  and  Exercise  in  Hot  Weather,  Question, 
Mr.  Ky lands ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
Jidy  18,  [230]  1526 

Dublin  Oarrison— Typhoid  Fever ^  Question, 
Mr.  Clive ;  Answer,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil 
Mar  14,[227]  2016 

Forage  Allowance  to  Mounted  OffUert,  Question, 
Colonel  Kingscote  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  April  28,  [228]  1835  ;  Question,  Cap- 
tain Nolan :  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
May  29,  [229]  1353  ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  Holms ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  July  20,  [230] 
1621 

Grocery  Rations,  Issue  of.  Question,  Sir  Alex- 
ander Gordon  ;  Answer,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil 
Mar  27.  [228]  626 

Guards,  The — Special  Allowances,  Question, 
Mr.  A.  Moore ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  Mar  31,  [228]  968  ;  Observations,  Mr. 
A.  Moore;  Reply,  Mr.  Stanley;  short  de- 
bate thereon  June  16,  [229]  1989 ; — Stock- 
Purse  Fund  Allowance,  Question,  Mr.  A. 
Moore ;  Answer,  Lord  Kustace  Cecil  April  25, 
[228]  1026  ;  Question,  Mr.  A.  Moore ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  April  27,  1762 
Return— (Par/.  P.  168) 

Home  District  Command,  Question,  Mr.  An- 
derson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Uardv 
3/a/- 13,  [227]  1870 

India — Roman  Catholic  Chaplains,  Questions, 
Mr.  Whalley ;  Answers,  Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton July  11,  [230]  1280  ;  July  13, 1396 

Indian  and  Home  Services,  Question,  Sir 
George  Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  Pd6  17,  [227]  397 

Insubordination  at  Aldershot  —  St,  Patrick's 
Day,  Question,  Mr.  Callan ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathorne  Hardy  Mar  23,  [228]  470 

Kitig  George  of  Hanover,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  June  22,  [230]  256 

Line  and  Scientific  Corps — The  Garrison  of 
Belfast,  Question,  Major  Beaumont ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  July  27,  [230]  1970 

Malta— Fortifications  of.  Question,  Observa- 
tions, Earl  De  La  VVarr ;  Reply,  Earl 
Cadogan  June  27,  [230]  487 

Martini-Henry  Rifle,  The,  Question,  Observa- 
tions, The  Duke  of  St.  Albans  ;  Reply,  Earl 
Ca<logan  ;  short  debate  thereon  Pe6  22,  [227] 
666 

Military  Prisoners— Case  of  Gunner  Charlton, 
Question,  Sir  Edward  Watkin  ;  .\Tv«v»eT,MT. 
Gathorne  Hardy  Feb  14,  \^^i\  25ft ;  Q,we%- 
Hon,    Sir    Edward    Watkiu;    Auaver,  'NVx 

\cont' 


Abut — cent, 

Stephen  Gave  July  27,  [230]  1963;  Qm» 
tions,  Sir  Edward  Watkin  ;  Antwen,  Mr, 
Gathorne  Hardy  Augutt  9,  [231]  874:- 
Handcuffs,  Question,  Mr.  Hayter ;  Aanitr 
Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Anffutt  3,  [131]  4SS 

Military  Scandal  at  Hytke,  QuMtkHLT  Mr 
Sand  ford  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorae  Rui} 
Feb  14,  [227]  259  ;  ObtervaUoot,  Mr.  Saii 
fordibrar2.  1219 

Patented  Inventions — Small  Armg,  QoMtin 
Sir  Walter  Bartteiot ;  Aniwer,  Lord  K«tM 
Cecil  JWy  17.  [230]  1479 

Payment  of  Pensions,  Qoestioo,  Mr.  Wai 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  July  24,  [130 
1810 

Pay  of  Soldiers  and  Marines,  OVtaratisH 
Sir  Henry  Havelook  ;  Reply,  Mr.  GatWni 
Hardy  ;  short  debate  thereon  Mar  9,  [ni 
1771 

Promotion  and  Retirement-^  The  Cmmkom, 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Havelock ;  Ammt, 
Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  Feb  14,  [227]  tM 
Questions,  Captain  Nolan,  Sir  Heniy  Bai» 
lock ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gathome  IMj 
August  10,  [231]  972 

Purchase  and  Exchange,  Qaettion,  Mr.  Hajtv; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathorae  Hardy  Awgast  7, 
[231]  699  • 

Recruiting,  Question,   Mr.  Wileon  ;    Aums 
Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Mar  10,  [227]  1795 
[See  title  Army  Reermting] 

Regimental  Exchanges^  Qoestioo,  (kk&i 
Beresfnrd ;    Answer,   Mr.  Gathorae  Hh^ 

/u/y  10,  [230]  1178 

Retired  Officers,  Question,  Mr.  Price ;  Antvcr 
Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  June  22,  [230]  34f 

Return  of  Arrears  of  Pay,  Qnestion,  CoIsm 
Jervis ;  Answer.  Mr.  Gathorae  Hard] 
August  7,  [2^1]  698 

Sea-Ports  Defences^  The  Firth  of  Forth 
Question,  Mr.  Cowan;  Answer,  Mr.Gathon 
Hardy  Jfar7,  [227]  1666 

The  Army  List— Her  Majesty  the  Queen,  Qtei 
tion.  Sir  Alexander  GKordon  ;  Answer,  Mi 
Gathorae  Hardy  JtUy20,  [230]  1626 

The  Grenadier  Guards— Death  of  ColonrSer 
geant  Brown,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Holms ;  As 
swer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  June  26,  [ajo 
421 

The  Moncrieff  Gun  Carriage,  Qaettioo,  Mt 
Maitland ;  Answer,  Lord  Eustace  Ceei 
August  3,  [231]  418 

The  Moncrieff  System  of  Artillery,  QoestiM 
Colonel  Beresford  ;  Answer,  Lord  Eattao 
Cecil  June  26,  [230]  419 

The  National  Rifle  Association — Martini-Henr 
Rifles,  Question,  General  Shute ;  Aosver 
Lord  Eustace  Cecil  Mar  24,  [228]  561 

The  Pension  Warrant  —  Increase  of  Paj 
Question,  Mr.  Pateshall  ;  Answer,  Mi 
Gathorne  Hardy /u?i«  22,  [230]  266 

War  Department  Contracts,  Qoestioo,  Ki 
Sullivan  ;     Answer,  Mr.    Gathome    Hard 

Mar  21,  [22^]  619 

Woolwich  —  Central  Arsenal,  Observatioai 
Mti^ot    B<i9.umorit  ;    Reply,    I^rd    Eustae 


\ 
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ABM 


Abut— ««m/. 
AwcQiary  Forces 

Tks  MUxUa 

U(  Somerset  Militia^  Question,  Mr.  A.  Barclay  '* 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Juiie  12,  [229] 
1665 

lit  Surrey  Militia  Regiment,  Question,  Mr. 
Freshfield  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Uardy 
y«/y  27,[23o]1966 

Irish  Militia  negimerUSt  Question,  Captain 
Nolan  ;  Answer,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil  April25, 
[228] 1627 

MUiiia  Adjutants^  Question,  Mr.  Wait ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Feb  22,  [227]  674  ; 
Observations,  Viscount  Emlyn  ;  Keply,  Mr. 
Stanley  ;  short  debate  thereon  jfar  9,  1767 ; 
Question,  Mr.  O'Sh.iushnessy  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathorne  IIardyJj9rt7  27,  [228]  1759;  Ques- 
tion.  Colonel  Najj^hten  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 
thorne Hardy  May  9,  [229]  262;  July  20, 
[230]  1621 

Militia  Ballot  Act,  Question,  General  Shute ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  May  30,  [229] 
1417 

Militia  Paymasters^  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Sandwich ;    Answer,  Earl  Cadogan  July  3, 


[230]  847 
fUitii    ' 


Muitia  Quartermasters — Retiring  Allowances, 
Question,  Mr.  Wait ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  jF^6 24,  [227]  814  ;  Observations,  Mr. 
W.  Price;  Rcnly,  Mr.  Stanley  Mar  2,  1235 

Militia  Staff  Sergeants — Pensions  ^Retiring 
Allowances,  Question,  Colonel  Naghten  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  F<r6  24,  [227]  812  ; 
Question,'Mr.  Dease  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  May  30,  [229]  1424  ;  Question, 
Colonel  Alexander ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  Jw/y  10,  [230]  1172 

Militia  Storehouses  in  Middlesex,  Question, 
Mr.  Coope  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
June  16,  [229]  1894 

Militia  Surgeons — Compensation,  Question,  Mr. 
Lyon  Playfair;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
August  7,  [23 1  ]  697 ;—  The  Regulations,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Eardley  Wilmot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 
thorne Hardy  Feb  21,  [227]  557  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Errington  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
May  18,  [229]  919  ;  Question,  Captain 
Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
August  10,  [231]  970 

Q;ueen's  County  Militia  Regiments,  Question, 
Mr.  Dease ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
Ifay  30,  [229]  1424 

Stafford  Miiitia,  Question,  Colonel  Dyott 
June  14.  [229]  1821 

Supplies  to  Militia  Regiments,  Question,  Mr. 
Dense ;  Answer.  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
May  18.  [229]  926 

The  Londonderry  Militia,  Question,  Mr.  Charles 
Lewis ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hanly  April  10, 
[228]  H84  [See  Army  Mobilization] 

Volunteers  and  Yeomanry 
Volunteer    Adjutants  —  Retiring   Allowances, 
Question,  Mr.  Brogden  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 
thorne Hardy  Mar  9,  [227]  1710 
Volunteer  Review   in  Uyde  Park,  Question, 
Mr.   E.   J.   Keed  ;    Answer,    Lord    Henry 
Lennox  June  27,  [230]  501 ;  Question,  Ob- 
99rwatioa»,  Lord  Eleho  ;  Reply,  Lord  Uenry 
Lmaox  June  29,  622 

*  [canL 


Abmt — AuxHiary  Forces — oont. 

The   Bucks  Yeomanry ,  Question,   Mr.  J.  G. 

Hubbard ;    Answer.    Mr.    Gathorne    Hardy 

August  3,  [231]  419 
Yeomanry  Adjutants ,  Question,  Mr.  Ridley ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  May  1,  [228] 

1908 
Yeomanry  Trumpeters,  Question,  Observations, 

The   Duke    of   St.    Albans;    Reply,    Earl 

Cadogan  ;    short   debate   thereon  May  26, 

[229]    1254  ;    Question,   Viscount   Galway  ; 

Answer,    Mr.    Gathorne     Hardy   June   22, 

[230]   247  ;    Question,   Viscount  Newport ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  July  3,  851 

« 

Army — Army  Mstimates 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  6,  To 
leave  out  from  **That,"  and  add  "in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  interests  of  the 
Nation  do  not  demand  an  increased  expen- 
diture on  the  Land  Forces"  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  v.,  [227]  1439  ;  after  debate.  Ques- 
tion put,  "  That  the  words,  &o. ; "  A.  192, 
N.  63  ;  M.  129 

Army — Army  Recruiting 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  2,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  **  the  in- 
ducements to  enter  the  ranks  of  the  Army 
ought  to  be  increased  "  {Captain  Nolan)  v., 
[227]  1209  ;  after  short  debate.  Question, 
"  That  the  words,  Ac.,**  put,  and  agreed  to 
[See  Army — Miscellaneous  Questions] 

Army — Knightshridge  Barracks 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  9,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  this  House 
ought  not  to  be  asked  to  vote  the  first  instal- 
ment of  £100,000  for  the  proposed  recon- 
struction of  Knightsbridge  Barracks  without 
the  plans  prepared  by  Mr.  Wyatt  being  first 
produced,  and  suflBcient  time  being  allowed 
for  their  consideration  by  Members"  {Mr. 
Reginald  Yorke)  v.,  [227]  1760  ;  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  **  That  the  words, 
Ac.;"  A.  195,  N.  46;  M.  149 

Army — Our  Military  Forces 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Feb  25, 
To  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  "  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  British  Army  is  most  unsatisfac- 
tory, and  its  cost  extravagant ;  that  oar  pre- 
sent practice  of  retaining  men  in  barracks  for 
Home  Service  longer  than  is  necessary  to 
make  them  efficient  and  thorough  soldiers  is 
vicious  and  immoral ;  and  that,  having  re- 
gard to  the  eflRcient  defence  of  the  Country, 
it  is  inexpedient  to  maintain  two  rival  paid 
forces  in  the  United  Kingdom  "  {Mr,  John 
Holms)  v.,  [227]  929  ;  tSter  debate,  Ques- 
tion, "  That  the  words,  Ao.,**  put,  and 
agreed  to 


Army — Pay  of  Soldiers  and  Marines 
Moved,  "  That,  while  recognizing  the  necessity 
for  increased  ex^jetidvCwt^  <iti  \.Vkfe  Kxtk^^xvl 
consequence  ol  XXie  \ax%<\^  vftKt«a»R^\tAaR»- 
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Army— Pay  of  Soldien  and  Marinet'-eoni. 

opinion  that  it  is  inexpedient  to  provide  for 
the  Militia  Service,  without  having  before 
the  House  a  detailed  statement  of  the  mode 
of  application  of  the  largely  increased  sum 
for  deferred  pay  and  increased  pay,  and  of 
its  total  amount  for  the  present  and  for 
future  years ;  and  that  no  measure  for  in- 
creasing the  eflScienoy  of  the  Army  is  com- 
plete that  does  not  include  an  improvement 
of  the  Militia  Reserve  and  the  diminution  of 
the  present  competition  between  the  Line 
and  the  Militia  for  the  same  class  of  men  " 
(Sir  Henry  Baveloek)  Mar  9,  [227]  1771  ; 
short  debate  thereon 

Army — The  Reserves 

Moved,  ''That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  for,  Papers  showing 
why  the  conditions  of  service  in  the  fifth 
paragraph  of  the  Regulations  for  the  Disci- 
pline and  Payment  of  the  Army  Reserve, 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Mutiny  Act  and 
Articles  of  War  should  apply  to  the  Force 
whenever  it  is  called  out  for  training  and 
exercise,  were  not  carried  out  from  1871  to 
2od  March  1876  ;  and  for  any  Papers  showing 
how  many  men  of  the  1st  Glass  Army  Reserve 
have  been  invalided  "  (  The  Lord  Strathnaim) 
August  7,  [231]  670  ;  after  debate,  on 
Question  ?  resolved  in  the  negative 

Army  Corps  Training  Bill 

(Mr,  Secretary  Hardy,  Mr,  ^tojUey,  Mr.  William 

Henry  Smith) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !»•  June  1  [Bill  182] 

229]  Read  2°,  after  short  debate  June  12,  1751 

Question,  Sir  Alexander  Gordon  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
.     Gathorne  Hardy  June  13, 1764 
.Committee — R.P.June  13,  1781 
Committee*  ;  Report  June  15 
.  Considered  June  16,  2023 
Read  3°*  June  19 
/.  Read  1*  •  {Earl  Cadogan)  June  20  (No.  128) 
Read  2^  *  ;  Committee  negatived  June  22 
Read  3^  *  June  26 
Royal  Assent  June  27    [39  <b  40  Vict.  c.  43] 

Artizans*  and  Labourers*  Dwellings  Act — 

Returns 
Question,  Mr.  Kay- Shuttle  worth  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  June  12,  [229]  1668 

Return— (ParZ.  P.  294) 

AsiiBURY,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Brighton 

Births  and  Deaths,  Registration  of—  Medical 
Certificates,  [228]  71 

Ashley,  Hon.  A.  Evelyn,  Poole 

Bank  of  England — Loans   Act — Suez   Canal 

Shares,  [228]  270,  351 
County  Court  Holidays,  [228]  1473 
Criminal    Law     Evidence   Amendment,     2R. 

[229]   1182  ;    Bill   withdrawn,   [230]    1925, 

1939 
Egypt— Red  Sea  Boundary,  [230]  1809 
E/ementary  Education,  2U.  ^^229^  \^05 
Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Res.  L227'\ia\ 
Afercaiitile  Marine— Ligbthouw«,  tii^'i  ^^^ 

\jcont« 


AsHLXT,  Hon.  A.  ETelyn— «0fil. 

Merchant  Shipping  Comm.  eL  9,  [128]  IM 
1869;  d.  15,  1592;   Amendt.  1613,  \%\\ 
add.  cl.  1929  ;  add.  cL  [229]  79,  94 ;  Cm 
add.  el.  1060 
Navy— Captain  Sulivan,  Rm.  [230]  1314 
Parliament — Public  Basioaia,  [230]  1919 
Parliament,  Acta  of— Report  of  Sclael  Oh 

mittee.  Res.  [228]  571 
Peru— Steamship  **  Taliimao,"   Crsv  tf  tk 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  41} 
Suex  Canal  Shares — Paymeot  of  Ioter«iC,[22i 

1521 
Supply— Suei  Canal  Shares,  [227]  998 
Turkey— Bulgaria,  Alleged  Atroeittee  ia,  [13 
1184,  1961 ;  [231]  1078 
Henegovina,    ConenUr  MemoraiidaB  • 
[230]  1480 

AsMy  Central — JSOumaie  of  Khohmd 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Hey  f,  1 
leave  out  from  "  That/'  and  add  **an  hnl 
Address  be  pmsented  to  Her  Majesty,  th 
She  will  be  graciously  pleaaed  to  give  tfh 
tions  that  there  be  laid  before  thb  flssi 
Copies  of  all  Correspondence  betwesn  B 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Rnsdaa  G 
vemment  respecting  the  ooonpation  by  Rw 
of  the  Khanate  of  Kbokand  ;  and  of  it 
Reports  of  Captain  Napier  or  other  OIm 
on  the  frontier  states "  {Mr.  BaOtu  CSk 
rane)  t/.,  [229]  107  ;  after  debate,  (^Mttio 
"  That  the  words,  Ao.,"  pat,  and  agneit» 

Assheton,  Mr.  E.,  Clitheroe 

Commons,  Consid.  [230]  1 86 

County  Palatine  of  Lancaater  (Clerk  of  tl 

Peace).  2R.  [227]  336 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  Comm.  eL  3,  [2^1]  1149 
Divine  Worship  Facilities,  2R.  [228)  45 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  and  Ai^ricultural  floldisi 

(England),  Res.  [229]  1286 
Elementary   Education,   Comm.   cl.  14,  [J31 

1465  ;  cl,  20,  1499 
Jurors  Qualification  (Ireland),  2R.  [230]  340 
Parliament— Derby  Day,  [229]  1431 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  cl.  28,  [w 

1768 
Public  Houses  (Ireland) — Sunday  Closing,  Ec 

[229]  539 
Real  Estate  Intestacy,  2R.  [230]  597 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (In 

land)  (No.  2),  Comm.  [231]  335 

AsTLEY,  Sir  J.,  Lincolnshire^  N. 
Drugging  of  Animals,  2R.  [227]  1491 

Attorney  General,  The  (Sir  J.  Holob* 

Preston 
230]  Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Comm.  1153;  d.  J 

.      11.59;  c/.  6, 1161,  1162 
231]  763,  766,  768  ;  cl.  7,  769  ;    cl.  8,  ib. ;  cl.  1{ 
772,  773  ;   Consid.  858,  866 ;   add.  cl  86* 
.      870,  871,  872,  873,  880  ;    cl.  13,  883,  88< 
.      885 
Bankruptcy  Laws — Legislation,  [227]  2018 
Barristers  and  Advocates  Fees,  2R.  [229]  346 
C\\«c^\3lC^  qtv  V»;vwVv^x%  ,  I  a;vvo  ,  (_2  2  7 |  3 1 9 
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Attobvbt  Gxniral,  The-^eorU, 

Criminal  Law  Eridenoe  Amondment,  2R.  Bill 

withdrawn,  [230]  1936 
Criminal    Law  —  Quarter    Sessions  —  Jaries' 

Sammons,  [228]  1577 
Crossed  Cheques,   3R.  [231]  1215  ;   Amendt. 

1218  ;  Re-€onim.  cl.  4,  Amendt.  ib.  1219  ; 

el,6,  Amendt.  t6. ;  el.  12,  Amendt.  t6.,  1220, 

1221 
DiTorce,  Law  of,  [229]  667 
Elections,  Corrupt  I'ractices  at,  [229]  918 
Klementarj   Kducntion,    Comm.  cL  20,  [230] 

1500 ;  cl.  27,  1506,  1507 
Employers  Liability  for  Injury,  2R.  [229]  1150 
**  Empress,"  Title  of— Dublin,  Corporation  of, 

[229]  40 
European  Assurance  Society  Arbitration,  [229] 

1088 
FogitiTO  SlaTC  Circulars,  Res.  [227]  717,  743 
Homicide  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [227]  1657 
Jndicature  Act,  187d~Offloial  Referees — Fees, 

[230]  1817  ; — Surrey  Assises,  [227]  302 
Judicature  Acts — Assises,  The,  [229]  1 187  ; — 

Jisoes  of  Fact  in  Chancery,  [230]  1816; — 

Jurymen,  [227]  480 
Law  and  Justice — * '  Kimberley  v.  Crossley  " — 

Costs,  [228]  964 
Mercantile    Marine— "  Locksley    Hall."    The, 

[229]  868 

Ss8]  Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  el  3,  896,  900  ; 

•  el.  4,  910,  911;  cl.  5,   1157,  1159;    cl.  9, 

•  1369;    el.   14,   1586,   1589;   el.  15,  1601; 

•  el.  19,  1881  ;  d.  21,  1884  ;  add.  cl.  1921, 
.      1941,  1942 

as9]  add.  el.  57,  66,  225,  233 
Sji]  Lords'  Amendts.  Consid.  1178 

Navy — Officers    holding    Cinl    Appointments, 

[339]  37 
Norwich  and  Boston  (Corrupt  Voters),  Comm. 

[331]  1055 
Oimnces  against  the  Person,  2R.  [227]  141  ; 

Comm.  334  ;  [228]  1623 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Lords    Lieutenant, 

[230]  854 
Parliament,  Acts  of — Report  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, Res.  [228]  578 
Parliamentary   Elections  Act,    1868 — Boston 

Election,  [228]  349, 350,  1480 
Patent  Laws— Legislation,  [227]  484 
Peru — Steamship  "Talisman,"   Crew  of  the, 

Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  414 
Real  EsUte  Intestacy,  2R.  [230]  603 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  el.  1,[228]  300,  301,  306, 

307,331,1985 
Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 

of  Justice,  Ao.  [227]  1848  ;  [229]  1329,  1333 

Trade  Marks  Registration  Act,  1875,  [229]  40 

United  States  —  Winslow   Extradition   Case, 

[229]  45 
Unreformed  Municipal  Corporations  (England 

and  Wales),  Res.  [227]  1153 


Backhouse,  Mr.  E.,  Darlington 

Croesed  Cheques,  Comm.  el.  6,  [230]  1516 

Bagob,  Sir  W.,  Norfolk,   W. 

Herobant  Shipping  Act—"  Strathclyde  "  Colli- 
aiotk^Tug  "  PuUnentOD,"  [330J  330 


Balfour,  Major-Oeneral  Sir  G.,  iTin- 

cardineshire 
Appropriation  Act,  [231]  966 
Ardglass  Harbour  Improrement,  Comm.  [230] 

1762 
Army — Mobilization  Scheme,  The  New,  [230] 
379 
Pay  of  Soldiers  and  Marines,  [227]  1772 
Army — Military  Forces,  Our,  Res.  [227]  987 
Army  and  Navy  Expenditure  Accounts,  Audit 

of,  [229]  2005 
Army  and  Navy  Expenditure,  1874-5,  Comm. 

[231]  657  ;  Amendt.  659,  660 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [227]  1472 
Militia  Pay  and  Allowances,  [227]  1775 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  [229]  1639 
Army    Purchase    Estimate^Army    Purchase 

Commission,  [229]  2022 
Burghs  and   Populous   Places  (Scotland)  Gas 

Supply.  2R.  [228]  5 
Burghs  (Division  into  Wards)  (Scotland)  Amend- 
ment, 3R.  [229]  1782 
Central  Asia — Khanate  of  Khokand,  Address 

for  Papers,  [229]  141.  142 
Ceylon — Breakwater    at    Trincomalee,    [230] 

1049 
China,  Res.  [230]  561,  562 
Civil  Departments  (Employment  of  Soldiers), 

Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  1993 
Consolidated    Fund    (Appropriation),    Comm. 

cl-  1,  [231]  979  ;  el.  4,  981 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  add.  el. 
,     [229]  1217 
Dover  Harbour,  [229]  1346 
East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Comm.  [231] 

1036 
Erne  Ix>ugh  and  River,  Comm.  [230]  1763 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1637 
Harbours  of  Refuge — Dover,  [231]  973 
Harbours  of  Refuge — North-Kast  Coast,  Res. 

[231]  33 
India — Duties  on  Manufactures,  [229]  36 

Malay  Peninsula— Birch,  Mr.,  Murder  of, 
[229]  1300 
India — Bengal   Famine,   Motion   for   a  Select 

Committee,  [228]  1859 
India,  Council  of,  (Pensions),  Res.  [227]  238 
India — War  OflSce  Charges,  [231]  117;  Res. 

653 
India  Tariff  Act— Correspondence,  [228]  1627 
Indian  Legislation,  2R.  [227]  467 
Local  Taxation — Queenborough,  [230]  1397 
Navy— Royal  Marines,  [228]  1522 
Navy  Estimates— Admiralty  Office,  [228]  1550 
Parliament — Order — Debates  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  Reference  to,  [229]  1624,  1625 
Public  Business,  Arrangement  of,  [230]  622 
Public  Schools  Act,  1868,  Res.  [238]  1447 
Queenborough  Harbour,  3R.  [229]  1968 
Supply — Army  Purchase    Commission,  [228] 
1879 
War  OflBce  on  account  of  India,  [228]  341 
Valnation  of  Property  (Metropolis)  Act  (1869) 

Amendment.  2R.  Bill  withdrawn,  [230}  1941 

Balfour,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Hertford 

East  India  Revenue  Accounts,   Comm.  [231] 
1033 

BAKDON,"EaT\oi 


BAN       BAN 


[  GENERAL  INDEX) 
227—328—239 — 330—331. 


BAN       BAB 


Bankers  Books  Evidence  Bill 

{Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr,  Backhouse,  Mr.  Sampson 
Lloyd,  Mr.  Watkin  WiUiams) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°*  May  29  [Bill  171] 

Read  2«,  after  short  debate  June  8,  [229]  1597 

Committee* — b.p.  June  15 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  23 
230]  Considered  July  3,  937 

Read  3o* /u/y  6 
I.  Read  \^*  {Lwd  Aberdare)  Julyl  (No.  159) 
.  Read  2*,  after  »hort  debate  July  17,  1470 

Committee  •  July  21 

Report  •  July  24 

Read  3*  •  July  25 

Royal  Assent  'August  11    [39  <b  40  Vict.  0.  48] 

Bankers  Deposits — Financial  Panics 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that 
Uer  Majesty's  Government  should  take  into 
its  early  consideration  whether  it  would  not 
be  for  the  advantage  of  the  Country  th^it  a 
moderate  and  graduated  stamp  or  oomposi- 
tion  Duty  should  be  levied  in  respect  to  all 
interest-bearing  deposits  with  bankers  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  whether  the  scale  and 
incidence  of  such  Duty  may  not  be  so  de- 
vised .18  to  encourage  the  making  of  such 
deposits  for  fixed  periods  and  renewable 
periods,  as  for  instance  from  three  months 
to  three  months,  in  preference  to  the  system 
which  has  grown  up  and  now  prevails, 
whereby  the  greater  number  and  amount  of 
the  interest-bearing  deposits  in  the  United 
Kingdom  are  held  subject  to  recall  at  a  few 
days*  notice  "  {Sir  Joseph  M^Koina)  May  16, 
[229]  778 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 


Bank  of  England — The  Loans  Act — Hie 
Suez  Canal  Shares 

(^uostion,  Sir  II.  Drumniond  Wolflf;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  20, 
[228]  209:  Question,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
iWar  21,  351 


Bankrupt  Banksy    IB i4- 1 S7 5— Defective 
Returns 
Quostion,  Sir  Joseph  M'Kcnna;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  U.  Smith  June  20,  [230]  128 

{Pari.  P.  115) 

Bankruptcy  Bill  ["l] 

(  The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Presented  ;  road  1*,  after  short  debate  June  1, 
[229]  1490  (No.  106) 

Read  2»,  after  short  debate  June  22,  [230]  234 
Order  for  Committee  discharged  ;  Bill  with- 
drawn, after  short  debate  June  29,  610 

Bankruptcy  Laics — Legislation 
(Question,  Mr.   Bell ;    Ansvfor,  'V:\\c  MVovivu^ 
GeiaralJ/ar  U,  [227]  2013 


Banks  of  Issue — Be-AppoinimmU  §f  (km- 

mittee 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Aniwer,  Ths  Ck»- 
cellor  of  the  Excheqaer  Feb  21,  [si;]  155 ; 
Mar  21,  [228]  352 


Banns  of  Marriage  (ScoiUuid)  W 

{Dr,  Cameron,  Mr.  Baxter,  Mr,  Barela^t  Mr. 

McLaren,  Mr.  Edward  Jenkims) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !<»  •  F<j6  9  [BiU  H] 

Moved,   "That    the    BiU    bo   now  ntd  3°** 

/une  21,  [230]  183 
Amendt.  to  leave  oat  '*  now/*  and  add  **  1^ 

this  day  three  months  *'  {Mr,  Orr  £m»9\ ; 

after    long   debate,    Question    pat,    "Tbil 

•now,'  &c. ;"  A.  141.  N.  106  ;  M.  35 
Words  added  ;    main   Question,  as  aaesM, 

put,  and  agreed  to ;  3R.  put  off  for  tfant 

months 

Barhadoes 
Reported  Disturbanees,  Questions,  Sir  Cbiiin 
W.  DUke,  Mr.  Thornbill ;  Answers,  Mr.  J. 
228]  Lowther  April   25,    1627 ;    Question,  Mr. 
W.    £.    Forster ;     Answer,     Mr.    DisneU 
.     April  27,    1763:    Question,   Obserratiesi, 
Lord  Blachford  ;    Reply,  The  Ear!  of  Cn^ 
nanron ;    short    debate    thereon    April  f>, 
.     1817 :    Question,   Mr.   Thornbill :    Astw, 
Mr.  J.  Lowther  April  28,  1834  ;  QoeitiM. 
Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  L»*- 
229]  ther  May  4,  43 ;  Question,  Mr.  Wait ;  At- 
swer,   Mr.  J.  Lowther   May  9,  265  i—Jlt 
Riots,   Question,    Mr.  Tbornhill  ;    Aotw, 
230]  Mr.  J.  Lowther  July   1 1 ,   1281  ;  Qoestioo. 
Mr.  Wait ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  July  ?4, 
1811  ;    Observations,    Earl    Granville,  Tbe 
231]  Earl   of  Carnarvon  July  28,  2;   Queitius. 
Mr.   Thornbill ;    Answer,    Mr.    J.    l-owiber 
.     August  7,  702 
Oovcnwr  Ihnnessy —  Thi  Spcerhes  and  Dvr»- 
ments,  Observations,    Mr.    Charley ;    Ke|>iy. 
Mr.  J.  Lowther ;  debate  thereon  Mav5,  [239] 
144 
Flogging  in,  Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  J.  Lowther  April  6,  [228]  1333 
Social  and  Political  Condition,   Observaiiosi. 
Mr.   E.   Jenkins;    Reply,    Mr.    J.  Lowther 
/u/y28,  [231]  42;  Observations,  The  Earl 
of  Carnarvon  ;  short  debate  thereon  August  1. 
236 

Papers [1539][155»1 

Inland  Revenue P.P.  iSd 


Barclay,  Mr.  J.  W.,   Forfarshire 

Army — Somersetshire  Militia,  Ist,  [229]  16»i5 
Army    Estimates — Volunteer    Corps,   Pay  vA 

Allowances,  [227]  1777 
Burgesses  (ScoilanvU,  Comm.  [227"  1770 
Cattle  Disease  (Ireland),  [227]  402;  2R  ITT-^ 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  Res.  [227^2»42 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  add.  W. 

[229:  1216 
Duchv  of  *d  Agricnltnral  Holdiop 

(Engl  'S.]^^^^ 

Egypt-  The   proposed,  [228] 


\ 


ov:' 


'^'^jc^wx^^x-V 


BAB 


BAB 
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BAB 


BAX 


Babolat,  Mr.  J.  W.— eoiU. 
Factory  and  Workshops  Commission,  Report, 

[228I  618 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1623,  1639 
Intestates  (Seotland)  Act,  [227]  818 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2K.  [^30]  666 
Merchant  Shipping,  Consid.  el.  18.  [229]  1072 
Offences  against  the  Person,  Comm.  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  [229]  1784 
Poor  Law  (Scotland),  2R.  [229]  259 
Scotch  Fisheries,  [227]  1418 
Supply — Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  514 
Fishery   Board    in    Scotland,  [227]  991 ; 

Amendt.  992,  993 
Local  Gorernment  Board,  Ac.,  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  [227]  519,  521 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Household  of, 

.[227]  1842 
Lunacy  Commission,  Scotland,  [227]  994 
Wild   Fowl  Preservation,  2R.   Amende.  [227] 
789  ;  Comm.  [229]  1661  ;  3R.  1884 

BABmo,  Mr.  T.  C,  Fssex^  8, 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (London),  Comm.  [231]  932  ; 
Amendt.  1185 

Barristers  and  Advocates  Fees  Bill 

(Mir.  Norwood,  Mr,  Leeman,  Mr.  Charles  Lewis, 
Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr.  Anderson) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Feb  9  [Bill  18] 

Moved,    "That   the    Bill    be   now   read   2""' 

May  10,  [229]  307 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  '*  upon 

this  day  six  months  "  {Sir  Htnry  Jackson)  ; 

after  long  debate,  Question  put,  **  That  *  now,' 

dfo. ;"  A.  130,  N.  237;  M.  107 
Words  added  ;   main    Question,  as  amended, 

put,  and   agreed  to ;    2R.   put  off  for  six 

months 

Babttelot,  Colonel  SirW.B.,  Sussex^  W 

Army  —  Patented  Inrentions  —  Small  Arms 

{230]  1 479 
Army— Military  Forces,  Our,  Res.  [227]  947 
Army  Corps  Training,  Consid.  [229]  2023 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [227]  1268 
Military    Education,    Establishments    for, 

[229]  1654 
Pay  and  Allowances  to  Land  Forces,  [227^ 

1487 
Volunteer    Corps — Pay    and    Allowances, 

[22731777 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  Amendt.  [229] 
1636,  1646 
Commons,  Comm.  [229]  1384  ;  d,  2, 1391  ;  el.  8, 

1530 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  Re8.'[227]2062 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  Comm.  d.  3,  [231]  1148 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  [2293976 
Education    Code — Subjects,  Choice    of.  Res. 

[2273  1806 
Electoral  System— Borough  and  County  Con- 
stituencies, Res.  [2293  1466 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  el.  4,(2303 1291, 
1294:   cL.  6,   1297;   el.   11,   1443;   el.  14, 
1466:  add.  el  1537,  1672;  Consid.  ^  14, 
[231]  480  ;  cl.  28.  556 
MnMse  of  the  EpiacopAte,  2R.,  Prerioui  Qnes- 
l      tioD  moved,  [22  j]  847 


Barttilot,  Colonel  Sir  W.  B.-^eoni. 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards),  2R. 

Amendt.  [229]  867.  878 
Law  and  Justice — Wilberforce,  Mr.,  Case  of. 

Res.  [228]  2012,  2016 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add.  el.  [2293  55 
Municipal    Officers    Superannuation,    Comm. 

[2273 1604 
Parliament — Public  Business,  Arrangement  of, 

[2303  9 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [227] 

472 
Prisons,  2R.  [2303  297 
Public  Houses  (Ireland)— Sunday  Closing,  Res. 

[2293  505 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),  Comm.  [2313  331 
Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  Ac.  [2293  1319 
New  Courts  of  Justice  and  Offices,  [2293 

1591 
Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom,  [2293  1589 

Bass,  Mr.  M.  A.,  Stafford^  E. 

Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade— Fire  at  Chelsea, 
[2303  1625 


Bass,  Mr.  M.  T.,  Derhy  Bo. 

Customs — Wine  Duties,   Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  [2273  1576 
Employers  Liability  for  Injury,  2R.  [2293  1178. 
Municipal  Officers  Superannuation  (No.  2),2R. 

[2273  328 
Railway    Accident    Ck>mmi88ion  —  Frederick 

Ilaroombe,  Case  of,  [2293  1518 


Bates,  Mr.  E.,  Plymouth 

Mercantile   Marine— "  Lily  of   DeTon,"   The, 
[2293  925 
Thames  Police  Court,  Decision  at,  [2283 

1837 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add.  el.  [2293  76, 

82,  91,  93,  231  :    Lords  Amendts.   Consid. 

[2313  1179:  Amendt.  1181 
Navy— Royal  Marines,  [2283  1524 
Sues  Canal  Shares,  Comm.  [2313  855 
United  States— '*  Alabama"  Award,  [2293  927 


Bath,  Marquess  of 

Commons,  Comm.  cl.  21,  [2303  1431 
Turkey— Treaties  of  1850,  Res.  [2313  106 
UniTcrsity  of  Oxford,  Comm.  el.  12,  [2283  939 


Baxter,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Montrose, 
Sfc. 

Banns  of  Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  [2303  200, 

201 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [2283  21 
Coast  and  Deep  Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R. 

[2283  438 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  [2293  720 
JNavy — Henwood,  Mr.  Charles  Frederick,  Case 

of.  Motion  for  a^  S«\<qq.\.  C*Q\si\si\v\xA^\>'i^ 

Poor  Law  Eixywi^vlux^  V?><»'^«wsl^>\>>*\^^'^ 


BEN       BIG 


(GENEEAL   INDEX) 
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BEimNOK,  Mr.  G.  W.  P.,  Norfolk,  W. 

Admiralty,  The — Oiyilian   First    Lords,    Res* 

[227]  1873 
Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Res.  [227]  845 
Merchant  Shipping,  2R.  [227]  464  ;    Comm. 

[228]  627 ;   cU  18,  1805  ;   Lords  AmendU. 

[231]  1169 
Navy — Anchors,  [228]  1479 

U.M.S.  "Serapis.'^  Accident  to,  [227]  1708 
Navy,   Administration    of  the,   Motion   for  a 

Royal  Commission,  [230]  446 
Navy— H.M.S."  Vanguard,"  Loss  of,  Motion 

for  a  Paper,  [227]  1077 
Navy — Navigation    of   Her    Majesty's  Ships, 

Res.  [228]  1666 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards,  Ac.  [230]  469 
Scientific  Departments,  [230]  460 
Seamen  and  Marines,  [228]  1646 
Parliament —  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

Report,  [227]  116 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouse,  Res.  [227] 

472 


Berespord,  Lord  C.  W.  D.,  Water- 
ford  Co, 

Navy,  Administration  of  the.  Motion  for  a 
Royal  Commission,  [230]  449 

Navy — Flogging,  Punishment  of.  Res.  [230] 
177 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Lre- 
land)  (No.  2),  Comm.  [231]  342 

Supply — Public  Kducation,  Ireland,  [231]  277 


Beresford,  Colonel  F.  M.,  Southtoark 

Army — Moncrieff  System   of  Artillery,  [230] 
419 
Regimental  Exchanges,  [230]  1178 
Criminal  Law — Political  Prisoners,  Release  of, 

[229]  1062 
Inland    Revenue — Excise — Blending   of   Irish 

Whiskey,  Motion  for   a    Select  Committee, 

Amendt.  [228]  1206 
Mercantile   Marine — Life   Saving    Apparatus, 

[231]  120 
Merchant   Shipping,  Comm.  a(f</.  c/.  [229]  62, 

68,  69,  71  :  Consid.  add.  cl.  1060 
Motropolis — Victoria  Embankment,  [227]  1867 
Navy — Shipbuilding,  Tenders  for,  [230]  1177 
Navy — Hen  wood,    Mr.    Charles,    Petition    of, 

Res.    [227]   1404  ;    [228]   343,   344 ;  [229] 

1038  ;  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  1609, 

1610,  1619,  1763 
Railway  Passenger  Duty,  Res.  [227]  1600 
Rivers  Pollution,  [229]  45 
Supply — Suez  Canal  Shares,  Res.  [227]  638 
"Ways  and  Means — Financial   Statement,  [228] 

1139 


Beresford,  Mr.  G.  Do  La  P.,  Armagh 
Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2R.  [227] 
788 


BiGGAR,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan  Co. 

Admiralty  Jurisdiction(lreland),  Lords  Amendts 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  [230]  1272 

Agricultural   Holdings   (Scollarni^j,  2^.  \.'iicr\ 
1127 


BieGAB,  Mr.  J.  G. — eowL 

Army — King  George  of  Haooter,  [230]  SN 
Bishopric  of  Tniro,.Conud.  [a3ij  27 
Cattle  Disease  (IreliiDd),  Comm.  d,  4.1l«tM 

for  Adjournment,  [aao]  183;  [230]  IITT; 

el,  5,  Amendt.  ib. ;   el.  7»  AnioMit.  IIJB; 

Consid.  Amendt.  2021 
Church  Temporalities  Commiiwonew  (Mni^ 

[228]  1403 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  and  of  the  Crovn  (Mni^ 

2R.  [229]  1338 
Criminal  Uw— Politieal  Frisonen,  RelMiiC 

[229]  1045 
Egypt — Sues  Canal  Shares,  [229]  1417 
Ilouse  Occupiers  Disqualiftoation  ReBOfil,Sl 

[228]  562 
Irish  Church  Temporaliti^  Motioa  for 

[228]  766 
Jurors  Qualification   (Ireland),   Comm. 

dulo  1.  [230]  146,  270,  271,  278 ;  3R.  MO 
Law  and  Justice — Wilberforee,  Mr.,  Case  i( 

Res.  [228]  2010 
Magistrates  ( Ireland) — Orange  MeeUnf ,  Sfsol 

at,  [229]  171 
Merchant  Shipping  Aots — Merobant  S«MI 

Deserters,  [230]  423 
Nayy   Estimates — Men   and   Boys,  Ae.  [11}] 

1942,  1943 
Poor    Law    Amendment,    GoDsid.   IfotiM  ir 

Adjournment,  [230]  483 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  [229]  1665 
Privilege — Messrs.  Rothschild,  [227]  1019 
Public  Works  Loans,  Comm.  [230]  981 
Supply — Civil  Service  Commission,  [227251S 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Coaik 

[230]  363 
Turkey — Eastern  Question,  The,  [230]  871 
Naval  Force  in  Turkish  Waters,  [230]  I 


BiRLEY,  Mr.  H.,  Manchester 

Divine  Worship  Facilities,  2R.  [228]  44 
East  India  Revenue  Accounts,   Comm,  [sjil 
1034 
229]  Elementary  Education,     I^ave,   960  ;   SB. 

.      1029, 1938 
230]  Comm.  cl.   4.    1289;    cl.   6,    1405;    W.  7. 
Amendt.    1414  ;    c/.    12,     Amendt.    1449; 
Amendt.  1450;  d.  14.  Amendt.  1451  :  f/.  16, 
Amendt.     1406,     1497  ;     cl,     27,    Ames^ 
1505;    Postponed    cl.    8,    Amendt.  1530; 
add.  cl.  1657 
231]  Schedule  1,  Amendt.   69;    Consid,  cf.  14, 
.      477,  491  ;  3R.  573 
Elementary    Education    Act    (1870)    Ames^ 

ment,  2R.  [228J  1271 
Elementary    Kducation    Act — Cardiff    School 

Board, [229J  47 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  3R.  [231]  561 


Bishopric  of  Truro  '^iM— Formerly  \ 
Diocese  of  Exeter  Bill  / 

{Mr.  Secretary  Cross ^  Sir  Benry  Sclwin-Jhbettm) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  Assh*:ton  Cross)  Jttne  8, 
[229]  1001  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed 
to  ;  Hill  ordered  ;  read  l"*  [Bill  185] 

Moved,   "That    the    Bill    be    now    read  2*" 
July  ^,\>^c>\^'i^\  \  VK?Vi^\.^  x^y^mxvkI 
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BOU        BOU 


I? 


ieof  Truro  BiUr-aovX, 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  daj  three  months"  {Mr.  Dillwyn); 
after  short  debate.  Question  put,  "That 
•  now,'  4o.  ;"  A.  75.  N.  23  ;  M.  62 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2° 

Committee  *— b.p.  July  24 

Committee  *— b.p.  July  26 

Committee ;  Report  July  27,  2021 

Consideration  ;  debate  adjourned  /u/y  28,  [231] 
27 

Consideration ;  debate  resumed  July  29,  72 ; 
after  short  debate.  Debate  further  adjourned 

Considered*  July  31 

Read  3*"  *  August  1 

Read  !••  {Lord  Pren<UrU)  August  1  (No.  201) 

Read  2*,  after  short  debate  August  7,  669 

Committee  *  ;  Report  August  8 

Read  3*  *  August  9 

Royal  Assent  August  U    [39  A  40  Viet.  0.  54] 

Bi«AOHFOEDy  Lord 

Africa,  West  Coast  of — Exchange  of  Territory, 

[227]  388 
Barbadoes,  Island  of— Reported  Disturbances, 

[228]  1817 
Heligoland,  Address  for  Papers,  [227]  1855 
Blalaj  Peninsula,  Res.  [230]  845 
Owners  of  Land  (Ireland )---New  "Domesdaj 

Book,"  [330]  944 
Universitj  of   Oxford,  Comm.  cl.   16,  [228I 

1305 

Blake,  Mr.  T.,  Leominster 

Criminal  Law— Vaccination  Act,  Arrests  under 

the,  [229]  1052 
I  Salmon  Fisheries  Act,  1873— Fishery  Board, 

[229]  1893 

Bi^EimERHASSETT,  Mr.  E.,  Kerr!/ 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  [228]  710 

BoLGKOW,  Mr.  H.  W.  F.,  Middleshorough 
Inland   Revenue  —  Grocers   Wine   and   Spirit 
Licences,  [22 7 J  1568 

BooBD,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Greenwich 

Civil  Service  Inquiry   Commission  —  Customs 

Out-Door  Department,  [229]  1115 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [231] 

60,  66.  67  :  Consid.  add.  cl.  470 
Elementary  Education  Act,  1870 — Compulsory 

Attendance — George  Beavis,  Case  of,  [227] 

227.  228,229  ;— John  Speers,  Case  of,  480 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  Motion  for  a  Select 

CommitUe,  [228]  361,  366 
Plumstead    and    Wormbolt    Commons,    Res. 

[231]  827 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  [228]  1456 

Borough  JBoundaries — Legislation 

Question,  Sir  Sydney  Waterlow  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  Mar  14,  [227]  2010 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 

(ifr.  Biggar,  Mr.  BuU,  Mr.  Bletmerhassett,  Mr. 

Maurice  Brooks,  Mr.  Richard  Power) 

§.  Ordered;  read  l''^ Feb  9  [BUI  17] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  jFed  29 

VOL.  COXXXI.    [thibd  bkbies.] 


BouRKE,  Hon.  R.  (Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  Foreign   Affairs),    Lynn 

Regis 
Africa---Oold  Coast  —  Messrs.   Swanxy,  [231] 

969 
Brazil — Outrage  on  a  British  Subject,  [227] 

403 
Canada,  Dominion  of— Treaty  of  Washington, 

[228]  1407 
Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  [229]  1666 
China — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Hankow,  Outrage  at,  [229]  44 
Kiung  Chow,  Port  of,  [229]  671 
Margary,   Mr.,  Murder  of— R^eport  of  the 

Mission,  [229]  1971 
Papers,  The,  [227]  136, 1798 
Yunnan    Mission,    [228]    1480  ; — Report, 

[331]  117 
China,  Res.  [230]  565 
Coolies — Reunion,  Island  of,  [228]  478 
Criminal  Law — Edward   0*Meagher   Condon, 

The  Convict,  [227]  1025 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service — Stockholm, 

British  Vice  Consul  at,  [229]  41 
Egypt — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Court  of  Summary  Justice,  [230]  1698 
General  Kirkham,  Imprisonment  of,  [230] 

1477 
Ministry  of  War,  [227]  266,  1022 
National  Bank  of,  [227J  1707 
Red  Sea  Boundary,  [230]  1810 
Sues  Canal — Sir  Daniel  Lange,  [227]  1207 
England  and  Portugal,  Commercial  Relations 

^tween,  [228]  67 
Foreign   Loans,   Select  Committee  on — Hon- 
duras Minister,  [227]  136 
France^Sugar  Convention,  1875,  [230]  737 
France  and  the  United  States — Reported  Com* 

mercial  Treaty,  [231]  116 
Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  [227]  230 
Germany — Prince  Bismarck  and  Count  Amim, 

[228]  875 
Greece—"  Agrigento"  and  the  *'  Hylton  Castle," 

[229]  1762;  [231]  1206 
Hertsiet's   Map  of  Europe  lly   Treaty — Non- 
European  Countries,  [231]  517 
Holland— Sugar  Duties,  [228]  1479 
India  —  Malay   Peninsula  —  Perak,   State  of, 

[228]  1577 
International    Submarine    Telegraphs,    [228] 

476 
Ionian  Islands — Treaty  of  1864 — Article  7— 

Public  Debt,  [230]  7 
Italy — Hind,   Mr.,   Murder  of,    near    Naples, 
[227]  684 
William  Mercer,  Case  of,  [230]  1173 
Japan  and  Corea,  Dispute  between,  [227]  201 4 

Newspaper  lieguiations,  [228]  478,  1473 
Joint  Stock  Companies  Act — Arrest  of  an  Offi> 

cial  Liquidator  at  Hamburgh,  [229]  926 
Korea— Proposed  Treaty,  [229]  1039 
Mercantile   Marine —  Merchant   Seamen  De- 
serters, [228]  1909 
Nautical  Terms,  Uniformity  of,  [227]  557 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [231]  977 
Peru— Guano,  [227]  406 
Peru— Steamship  '*  Talisman,"  Crew  of   the. 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  392, 
394,  395,  396,  d97»  406,  419,  1406,  1694, 
1985  ;  t*3ol^«;  E«%.  \>^v\1b1,\T>^,1liV 
PoriQgsA,  CommetQvaV  ^«Va.\X»ii<a  mxXv^  \>'^'V\ 
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BOW      BOW 


BouBKS,  Hon.  R. — eont, 

Roumania— The  New  Tariff,  [230]  852 
Russia  and  Corea,  [228]  171 
Santa  F6— Bullion,  Seizure  of,  [230]  1046 
Slave  Trade — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Mozambique,  [230]  128 
Red  Sea,  [230]  869. 1187,  1816 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  [228]  72  ;  [229]  1117 ; 
[230]  249 
Slave  Trade  (East  Africa),  Res.  [228]  1221 
Spain — Miscellaneous  Questions 

British  Subjects,  Detention  of,  [229]  1272 
"  Clementina,"  The,  [229]  489 
Constitution,  Article  11 — Religious  Tolera- 
tion, [230]  6 
Cuba— Chinese  Coolies,  [230] 616 ; — Tax  on 

Foreigners,  867 
Justice,  Miscarriage  of — Murder  of  a  British 

Subject,  [228]  1626 
"Ootavia," 'Seizure    of  the,  [228]   1912; 

[229]  1113 
Sloop  "  Lark,"  Seizure  of  the,  [228]  702 
Tonnage  Dues,  [227]  813 
War  Taxes  on  British  Subjects,  [228]  1322 ; 
[231]  695 
Sugar  Convention,  1864— -Holland,  [227]  562 
Sugar  Convention,  1875 — Dutch  Chamber,  Re- 
fusal by  the,  [228]  74 
Supply — Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  [228] 
1467,  1468 
Report,  [229]  1757  ; — Suez  Canal — Modifi- 
cation of  Dues,  [228]  1574 
Sweden — Stockholm,  British  Church  at,  [228] 

1475;  [230121 
Treaty    of   ViAina,   1815 — Polish    Language, 

[231]  820 
Treaty  of   Washington  —  Canadian    Fishery 

Commission,  [230]  258 
Turkey—  Miscellaneous  Questions 
Bagdad,  Plague  in,  [230]  427 
Bosnia  and  Herzegovina,  [227]  406 
Bulgaria,  Atrocities  in,  [230]  1698,  1961  ; 

[231]  734,876,877,  1107,  1111 
Eastern  Question — Koumania.  [230]  1527  ; 

—The  Papers.  [229]  1424 
Herzegovina,    Consular   Memorandum   on, 

[230]  1480 
Salonica,  Murder  of  the  Consuls  at,  [229] 

1114  ;  — Corrcapondence,  [230]  1820 
Servia— Revolted  Provinces,  [230]  737,  950 
Turkish  Finance,  [229]  1354 
United  States — Miscellaneous  Questions 
"  Alabama"  Claims,  The,  [228]  1481 
Extradition  Treaties,  [227]  673;  [229]  107; 

[231]  424 
General  Schenck,  [227]  1798 
Winslow  Extradition  Case,  [229]  45,  777, 

778,  1668 


Bow  Street  Police  Court  (Site)  Bill 

(Mr.  IVilliam  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Secretary  Cross) 

c.  Ordered  •  June  1 3 

Read  1"*,  and  referred  to  the  Examiners 
JuneU  .     [Bill  191] 

Read  2°  •,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee July  1 1 

Moved,  "That  the  Select  Committee  do  consist 
of  Five  Members,  Three  to  be  nominated  by 
the  House,  and  Two  to  be  nominated  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection  "  July  13 ;  Moved, 


Bow  Street  Police  Court  (Siie) 

**That    the    Debate    be    now  Uj/mtm 
(Captain   Nolan)  ;    QoeeUon   put :  ▲. 
N.  92  ;  M.  84 

Original  Question  pat,  and  agreed  to  ■ 

Committee  nominated  as  followt : — Mr.  Spa 
Stanhope  (Chairman),  Colonel  Bhettw 
and  Mr.  Richard  Smytb ;  Lord  Riedi 
Churchill  and  Sir  John  Si.  Anbynnoaia 
by  the  Comitiittee  of  Seleotion 

Ordered,  That  all  Petition!  presented  ifri 
the  Bill  be  referred  to  the  Comimtles  «i 
Bill,  provided  sucb  Petition!  are  pn«i 
one  clear  day  before  tbe  ICeeting  of  thtOi 
mittee  ,*  and  that  eooh  of  tbe  Petitionn 
pray  to  be  heard  by  tbemselTes,  their  Gi 
sel,  or  agents,  be  heard  apon  their  Pstkii 
if  they  think  fit,  and  Counsel  beard  is  (n 
of  the  Bill  against  the  said  Petitions :— T 
the  Committee  have  power  to  send  f»  | 
sons,  papers,  and  records  ;  That  Tbnt 
the  quorum  (Mr.  William  Benty  Simi&) 

Report  of  Select  Committee  Jfdy  19 

Question,  Mr.  Wbitwell ;  Answer,  Mr.  W. 
Smith  July  20,  [230]  1625 

Committee  *  (on  re-camm. ) ;  Report  ilaoHf 

Read  30  *  August  10  [BUrtfT 

I.  Read  I* •  (Lord PresicUnt)Augtut  11  (Vet 

Read  2*  *  ;  Committee  negatived  August  U 

Read  S^^  August  14 

Royal  Assent  Aug  15  [39  A  40  Viei.  c. 


Bow   Street  Police   Court   (Site)  M 

Expenses  of  Commissioners 
c.  Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "Tkkl 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair" /sijrl 
Question  put  ;  A.  125,  N.  30  ;  M.  95 
Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  4( 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  Matter  considered 
Committee  ;  a  Resolution  agreed  to 


BowYER,  Sir  G.,  Wexford  Co. 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  [229]  1708*;  Cob 

[230I   984,  1168;    el.  6,  [231]  761;  ci. 

Amendt.  769  ;  cl.  13,  773 
Army — Knightsbridge    Barracks,   Ret.  [s 

1765 
Barbadoes — Riots — Governor  Hennessy,  [1 
164 
Social  and  Political  Condition,  [331]  53 
Cheques  on  Bankers,  Leave,  [227]  321 
City   of    London    Companies,    Address  loi 

Return,  [229]  1142 
Coast  and   Deep  Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland), ! 

[228]  442 
Commons,  Comm.  [229]  1380 
Crossed  Cheques,  Re-comm.  cl.  12,  [231]  1: 
Customs — Solicitor,  OflBce  of  the,  [231]  700 
Elementary    Education,    Consid.     [231]   4( 

cl.  14,649;  3R.  688 
Il.R.U.    the    Prince    of    Wales— Nobility 

Malta,  [229]  670,  1667 
Homicide  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [230]  1943 
Law  and  Justice— Wilberforce,  Mr.,  Case 

Ilos.  [228]  2019 
London  Municipal  Government,  Res.  [229]  I! 
Malta.  Taxation  in.  Res.  [229]  1984 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  [228]  538 ;  d. 

547,908;  c^4,911 


\COTVt, 
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BowTSB,  Sir  O.— oenU. 

MooMtio  and  CooTentual  Institutions  (Great 

Britain),  Res.  [328]  1011 
Manicipal    Officers     Superannuation,    Comm. 

[227]  1604 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Act,  1875, 

Ret.  [228]  283 
Parliament — Ladies'  Gallery,  House  of  Com- 
mons, [228]  588 
PriTilege — Public  Petitions,  Personal  Ex- 
planation, [229]  586 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [227] 

472 
Parliament — Privilege — Political  Gonunittee  of 

the  Reform  Club,  Res.  [229]  1673 
Ro^al    Titles,    Leave,    [227]    418  ;     Comm. 

€l  1,  [228]  284,  289,  293,  208,  300,  302, 

807 
Brngi^j — Mint,  including  Coinage,  [227]  523 

Bradt,  Dr.  J.,  L&itrim  Co. 
Amj  and  Navy  Surgeons,  [229]  777 

Beajo),   Bight  Hon.   H.   B.  W.,  {»&$ 
Speaker,  The) 

Bbassey,  Mr.  T.,  Hattingi 

IroD-clad  Navies,  British  and  Foreign,  [227] 

1917 
Keroantile  Marine — Pensions  to  Seamen,  Res. 

[227]  1812, 1834 
Merchant  Service  Officers,  Res.  [229]  704,  804 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  d,  3,  {228]  662  ; 

d.  15,  1600,  1615;  cL  26,  Amendt.  1914 ; 

add.  el,  1927,  1939  ;  [229]  70,  71.  79 
Mavy — Administration  of  the.    Motion  for  a 

Royal  Commission,  [230]  453 
Navy— H. M.S.  *<  Vanguard,"  Loss  of.  Motion 

for  a  Paper,  [227]  1085 
Navy — Navigation    of   Her    Majesty's   Ships, 

Res.  [228J  1648 
Navy— Ships  of  War,  Res.  [229]  235,  255 
Navy  Estimates— Admiralty  Office,  [228]  1549 
Coastguard   Service,   Naval    Reserve,  Ac, 

[228]  1553 
Dockyards,  Ac.  [230]  469 

MroMiH — (hUrage  on  a  British  Subject 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
Ftb  17,  [227]  403 

Bbigos,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Blackburn 

Criminal  Law — Political  Prisoners,  Release  of, 

[229]  1049 
East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Comm.  [231] 

1026 
Elementary     Education     Act,    1870  —  Pupil 

Teachers,  [228]  877 
House  Occupiers  Disqualification  Removal,  2R 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [228]  554 

Bright,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Birmingham 
Art  Library,  South  Kensington,  [229]  105 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  [228]  758 
Customs — Wine  Duties,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  [227]  1573 
-    Electoral  System — Borough  and  County  Con- 
9(ituencies,  Res.  [229]  1474 


Bbioht,  Right  Hon.  J. — cont. 

Elementary  Education,  Conmi.  el,  27,  [230] 
1506  ;  el.  28, 1507 ;  add,  el.  1669, 1670,  1674, 
1718,  1829,  1910;  Amendt.  1977,  1991 

Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amendment, 
2R.  [228]  1289,  1297 

Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res.  [231]  302,  314, 
316 

Land  Owners  of  Ireland — "  Domesday  Book," 
[227]  1209,  1798 

Medical  Act  Amendment  (Foreign  Univer- 
sities), 2R.  [230]  1018 

Parliament— Derby  Day,  [229]  1432 

Public  Business,  Arrangement  of,  [230]  1638 

Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [229]  1852 

Public  Houses  (Ireland) — Sunday  Closing,  Res. 
[229]  555 

Royal  Titles,  Leave,  [227]  427 

Royal  TiUes  ProcUmation,  [228]  1770,  1771  ; 
— Vote  of  Censure,  Res.  [229]  402 

Turkey— Eastern  Question,  The,  [230]  877 
'    Ministers,  Assassination  of,  [229]  1975 

Women's  Disabilitiet  Kemoval,  2R.  [228]  1730 

Bright,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 

British  Honduras,  [231]  117 

Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  el.  [230] 
1851 

Irish  Parliament,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, [230]  785,  786 

Spain— War  Taxes  in  Cuba,  [231]  694 

Turkey  —  Bulgaria,  Reported  Atrocities  in, 
[231]  753 

Ways  and  Means — Income  Tax,  Res.  [228] 
1345 

Women's  Disabilities  Removal,  2R.  [228]  1688 

Bribe,  Colonel  S.  B.  Ruogles-,  Essex,  E. 

Duchy  of  lAnoaster  and  Agricultural  Holdings 

(England)  Act,  Res.  [229]  1286 
Elementary    Education,    Comm.   cl.  4,  [230] 

1291 ;  el.  6,  1405  ;  el.  17,  Amendt.  1498 

Bristowe,  Mr.  S.  B.,  Newark 

Commons,  Comm.  el.  2,  [229]  1391  ;    el.  8, 

1528;    el.   12,   1534;    Consid.    [230]   132; 

Amendt.  133 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  add.  el, 

[229]  1215 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  el.  7,  Amendt. 

[230]  1414  ;  Amendt.  1415,  1417  ;  cl.  20, 

1500  :  Postponed  el.  8,  1530  ;  add.  el.  1848  ; 

Consid.  el,   14,   Motion    for    Adjournment, 

[231]  495  ;  Amendt.  547 
University  of  Cambridge,  2R.  [230]  1112 
University  of  Oxford,  2R.  [229]  1739 

British  Monduras 

Question,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  July  31,  [231]  117 

British  Museum 
SalarieSf  Question,  Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens ;  An- 

swer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  Ajml2i,  [228]  1576  ; 

Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  JtUy  3, 

[230]  858 
The  Reading  Rooms,  Question,  Mr.  Sullivan : 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  April  10,  [228I 
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Beogden,  Mr.  A.,   Wedneshwry 

Army — Volunteer  Adjutants,  [227]  1710 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  acfcf.  c^.[23i]26 


B BOOKS,  Mr.  M.,  Dublin 

Criminal  Law — Fenian  Prisoners,  [227]  1718 
Political  Prisoners,  Release  of,  [229]  1040, 
1049 
Elementary   Education  Act,  1870 — "  Godless 

Education,"  [228]  267 
Inland   Revenue — Excise — Blending   of   Irish 
Whiskey,  Motion  for   a   Select  Committee, 
[228]  1204 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Dublin  —  St.   Stephen's  Green,  [230]  612, 

1882 
Ireland,  Government    Advertisements    in, 

[231]  816 
Irish  Fishery  Inspectors — Gunboat,   [231] 

1073 
Registry  of  Deeds  (Dublin),  [229]  1117 
Ireland — Borough  Franchise,  Res.  [228]  748 
Ireland — Public  Houses— Sunday  Closing,  Res. 

[229]  666 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  [227]  1180, 

1181 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  2R.  [227]  468  ; 
Consid.   cl.   3,    Amendt.  [231]  662;    cl.  4, 
Amcndt.  t6.  ;    d,   8,    Amendt.  663 ;  el.  12, 
664,  774 
Post  OflBce   Telegraph — Special   Wires,  [231] 

815,816 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.   2),    2R.    [230]   1334 ;    Comm. 
Amendt.  [231]  330 
Supply— Public  Education,  Ireland,  [231]  278 


Brooks,  Mr.  W.  C,   Cheshire,  E, 

Burial  Services   in   Parish  Churchyards,  Res. 
[227]  1344 


Brown,  Mr.  A.  H.,   Wenlock 

Commons,  Comm.  cl.  8,  [229]  1629 ;  cl.  12, 
1533 
230]  Elementary  Education,  Comm.  cl.  6,  1401; 
cl.  7,  Amendt.  1413;  cl.  11,  Motion  for  re- 
porting Progress,  1420 ;  cl.  12,  Amendt. 
1460  ;  Postponed  cl.  9,  Amendt.  1631  ;  add. 
cl.  1535,  1718,  2001 
31]  22 

Parliament — Public  Business,  Arrangement  of, 
[230]  1640 

Poor  Law — Out-Door  Relief,  [229]  1425 

Public  Health— Water — Impure  and  Deficient 
Supply,  [231]  6 

Rivers    Pollution    Commission  —  The  Report, 
[230]  384 


Brown,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Horsham 

Army  Mobilization — Irish  Militia,  [230]  1698 


Bruce,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  E.  A.  C.  B., 
Marlborough 
Metropolis — Hyde  ParVi  Corner,  \ii*]'\^\\; — 
Traffic  at,  [229]  1213  ;  \\'^  U^^ 
Streets,  Rc-paving  of,\_22']"\8\5 


Bruce,  Hon.  T.  0.,  PwrUimoidk 

Navy  Estimates — SoientifioDepartnMai%[v 

459 
Turkey — Miscellaneoai  Qaettiont 
Berlin  Conference,  [229]  105S 
Bosnia  and  Hene^Yina,  [237]  406;  [t] 

1170 
Eastern  Question,  The,  [330]  S55 
Salonica  Murders  —  CoCTefpJMidtae^  [i; 
1821,  1822 
Turkey — Bosnia  and  HenegoTina,  RM.[ii 
126,  225 

Bruen,  Mr.  H.,  Carhw  Co. 
Coast  and  Deep  Sea  Fisheriea  (Irilaid)^  \ 

[228]  446 
Contagious    Diseases   (Animals),    Bcs.  [2 

2066 
Ireland— County  Prisons  —  Legislatios,  [t 
1423 
Criminal    Law  Ganvassing   Juron,  [^ 
1974 
Ireland — Borough  Franchise,  Res.  [228]  \ 

717 
Ireland—National  School  Teaehen  Ael,  U 

Res.  [228]  235 
Ireland — Royal  Irish  Constabnlarj  (Mr.  Ji 

Croker),  Res.  [229]  1434,  1442 
Jurors  Qualification   (Ireland),   Coom.  Sc 

dule  1,  [230]  144,  270  ;  Motion  for  rspvi 

Progressj  272.  273  ;  3R.  338,  341 
Orphan  and  Deserted  Children  (Irelaad),! 

[230]  988 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  [338]  1471 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  [229] 
Supply — Civil  Contingencies  Fnnd,  [228]! 


Brussels  International  Exhibition 
Question,  Mr.  J.  R.  Torke ;  Answer,  ' 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  25,  [: 
1886 
Transport  of  Sick  and  Wounded  Sdi 
Question,  Lord  Elcho ;  Answer,  Mr.  GiUm 
Uardy  July  17,  [230]  1477 

BuccLEUcn,  Duke  of 

Clean  Rivers,  2R.  [230]  1881 
Commons,  Comm.  cl.  20,  [230]  1431 
Publicans   Certificates    (Scotland),  2R.  [: 

484  ;  Comm.  cl.  13,  [230]  104 
Royal   Titles  —  Personal    Explanation,  [ 

689 

BuLWER,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Ipswich 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Consid.  [231]  8M 
Elementary    Education,    Comm.    cl.  6,  [ 

1412;  cl.7,  1417 
Merchant  Shipping — Lords*  Amendts.  Cot 
[231]  1179 

Burgesses  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  McLaren,  Mr.  Anderson,  Mir.  Teama 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  9  [Bill  4 

Read  2°,  after  short  debate  Mar  1,[227]  11 
C,oTv\Tcv\U,^Ki*  — ^vl>-?  .  Mar  3 
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]^gtge»8e$  (Scotland)  Bill—oont, 

'    Committee*  ;  Report  Mar  13 

Considered  *  Mar  16 

R«mI8«*  ifarlT 
I  Read  !••  (7%<J  Earlof  Axrlie)  ifor  20  (No.  36) 

Read  2«  Mar  23.  [228]  466 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  27 

Read  3*  •  April  4 

Rojal  Assent  June  1  [39  Vict,  0.  12] 

Burghs  (Division  into  Wards)  (Scotland) 
Amendment  BiU 

{Tke  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Secretary  Cross) 

«•  Ordered  ;  read  lo*  May  24  [Bill  166] 

Read  2o  May  26,  1339 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  8 

Read  3**.  after  short  debate  June  13,  [229]  1782 
i.  Read  1» •  iThe  Lord  SUward)  June  U 

Read  2*  *  June  19  (No.  116) 

,    Committee  *  Jun^  22 

Report  *  June  23 

Read3*»/MikJ26 

Royal  Assent  July  13    [39  &  40  Fifct.  c.  25] 

Burghs  (Scotland)  Gas  Supply  Bill 

{Sir  Windham  Anstruther,  Mr.  Orr  Ewing,  Mr, 
Orieve,  Mr.  William  Holms) 

0.  Ordered ;  read  P*  Feb  9  [Bill  5] 

Read  2^,  after  short  debate,  and  committed  to 
a  Select  Committee  Mar  16,  [228]  3 

And,  on  Mar  21,  Committee  nominated  as  foU 
lows: — Mr.  Massey  (Chairman),  Sir  Wind- 
ham Anstruther,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman, 
Mr.  Cawley,  Mr.  Dundas,  Mr.  Goldney,  Mr. 
Grieve,  Mr.  Ion  Hamilton,  Mr.  O'Sbaugh- 
nessy,  Mr.  Rodwell,  Sir  John  St.  Aubyn, 
Mr.  Salt,  and  Mr.  Whitelaw 

And,  on  Mar  23,  Sir  Edward  Colebrooke  and 
Sir  William  Cuninghamo  added 

Order  for  Committee  discharged,  after  short 
debate  May  18,  [229]  998  ;  Bill  re-committed 

[BiU  120] 

Committee*  (on  re-comm) ;  Report  June  8 

Considered  •  June  9  [  Bill  1 75 J 

Read  3""  */un«  16 

Lords  Amendts.  [Bill  274] 

I.  Read  1**  {Lord  Steufartof  Oarlies)  June  19 

Read  2*  *  June  27  (No.  124) 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  13 

Committee  *  July  20  (No.  172) 

Report*  July  24 

Read  3**  July  25 

Royal  Assent  August  11    [39  A  40  Vict.  c.  49] 

Burglary  and  Forgery  Bill 

{Mr,  Forsyth,  Lord  Francis  Hervey,  Mr.  Locke, 

Mr.  Serjeant  Simon) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^ •  Febll  [Bill  63] 

2R.  [Dropped] 

Burial  Gronnds  Bill 

{Mr.  John  Talbot,  Mr.  Cubitt,  Mr.  WiWraham 

Egerton) 

«.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>*  Feb  14  [Bill  67] 

Hored,   "Tbmt   the   Bill    be  now  read   2«" 
^Mfyae,[2So2l91B 


Burial  Orounds  £t72— oont. 

Amendt.  to  leave  oat  '*  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  two  months"  (Mr.  Osbortie  Morgan) ; 
Question  proposed,  *'  That  '  now,'  &o. ;  " 
after  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  "  (/Str  WilUam  Edmonstone); 
Motion  withdrawn 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  '  now,'  &o,;" 
Amendt.  and  original  Motion  withdrawn  ; 
Bill  withdrawn 

Burialj  Law  of 

Moved  to  resolve  "  That  it  is  desirable  that  the 
law  relating  to  the  burial  of  the  dead  in 
England  should  be  amended, 

*'  (1.)  By  giving  facilities  for  the  interment  of 
deceased  persons  without  the  use  of  the 
burial  service  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
churchyards  in  which  they  have  a  right  of 
interment,  if  the  relatives  or  friends  having 
the  charge  of  their  funerals  shall  so  desire  ; 

"(2.)  By  enabling  the  relatives  or  friends 
having  charge  of  the  funeral  of  any  deceased 
person  to  conduct  such  funeral  in  any  church- 
yard in  which  the  deceased  had  a  right  of 
interment  with  such  Christian  and  orderly 
religious  observances  as  to  them  may  seem 
fit " (Earl  Granville)  May  16, [229]688 ;  after 
long  debate,  on  Question  ?  Cent.  92,  Not- 
Cent.  148  ;  M.  56  ;  resolved  in  the  negative 
Division  List,  Cent,  and  Not-Cont.,  664 

Burial  Services  in  Parish  Churchyards 
Petitions  presented  ( The  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury) Feb  29,  [227]  1105 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  3,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  **  the  parish 
churchyards  of  England  and  Wales  having 
been  by  the  common  law  of  England  appro- 
priated to  the  use  of  the  entire  body  of  the 
parishioners,  it  is  just  and  right,  while  making 
proper  provision  for  the  maintenance  of  order 
and  decency,  to  permit  interments  in  such 
churchyards  either  without  any  burial  ser- 
vices or  with  burial  services  other  than  those 
of  the  Church  of  England,  and  performed 
by  persons  other  than  the  Ministers  of  that 
Church"  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  v.,  1296; 
Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words,  &c.  ; " 
after  long  debate.  Question  put;  A.  279, 
N.  248 ;  M.  31 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1397 

Burials  in  Chnrchyards  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The Earl  Grey) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  I**  May  9  (No.  77) 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*  "Maj/  23, 

[229]  1084 
After  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out 
(*'  now")  and  insert  (**  this  day  six  months  ") 
(The  Lord  President);  on  Question,  that 
(**  now,")  Ac, ;  resolved  in  the  negative ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  2*  this  day  six  months 
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BuBT,  Ml.  T.,  Morpeth 

Criminal  Law  —  Buxton   Reformatory,  [227] 

1866 
Crossed  CVief^xies,  Comu\.  cl.^,\>'5fi\\TA'?» 
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BUT      GAL 


Burt,  Mr.  T.— con<. 
Elementary  Education,  3R.  [231]  686 
Employers  Liability  for  Injury,  2R.  [229]  1179 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  [228]  531  ;   add, 

cl.  [229]  226 
Supply— Report,  [227]  996 

Butler-Johnstone,    Mr.   H.   A,,    Can- 

terhury 
Central  Asia — Khanate  of  Khokand,  Address 

for  Papers,  [229]  128 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech* 
[227]  107 
Order—  Balloting  for  Motions,  [230]  13 
Turkey — Montenegro,  [229]  106 


Butt,  Mr.  I.,  Limerick  City 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Comm.  d.  6,  [231]  768 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  [228]  747 
Burial  Grounds,  2R.  Withdrawal  of  Bill,  [230] 

1918 
Cattle  Disease  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  2,  [228] 

1037  ;  cl.  4,  [229]  182  ;  cl.  5,  [230]  1677 
Coast  and  Deep  Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R. 

[228]  449,  454 
Consolidated  Fund ( Appropriation),  Consid. el.\, 

[230  978,979 
Criminal  Law — Political  Prisoners,  Release  of, 

[229]  1051 
Crossed  Cheques,  Re-comm,  cl.  12,  [231]  1219, 

1220;  Amendt.1221 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  Comm.  d.  3,  [231]  1150 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  3R.  [229]  1377 
Election  Petitions,  Trial  of,  [229]  37 
Expiring  Laws  (Continuance),  Consid.  Amendt. 

[231]  879 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Inspectors  of  Fisheries — Bye- Laws,  [231] 

1201 
Labourers  Dwellings,  [231]  1197 
Magistrates  —  Orange  Meeting,  Speech  at, 

[229]  172 
Public  Health— Dublin,  [228]  1179 
Ireland — An  Irish  Parliament,  [229]  49  ;  Mo- 
tion for  a  Select  Committee,  [230]  738,  802, 

803 
Ireland — Common  Pleas — Resignation  of  Chief 

Justice,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  [231]  1231 
Ireland  —  Local   Taxation,   Select  Committee 

on— Valuation,  [231]  1078 
Ireland — Peace  Preservation  Act,  Res.  [228] 

1246 
Ireland  —  Phoonix  Park   (Dublin)— Whitefield 

Lodge,  [231]  073.  1072,  1200;  Motion  for 

Papers,  1222 
Irish  Land  Act — Notices  to  Quit,  [227]  1294 
Juries  (Dublin),  Leave,  [231]  664 
Jurors  Qualification    (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.   2, 

Amendt.  [230]  141  ;  3K.  340 
Land   Tenure  (Ireland),  [227]  817;  2R.  [228] 

771,  814,  819,  1559  ;  [230]  666,  710 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  d.  3,  [228]  905 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  [227]  1174, 

1183 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  2R.  [227]  469, 

928  ;  Consid.  d.  4,  [231]  663  ;  cl.  12,  t6. 
Parliament—  Miscellaneous  Questions 

Privilege  —  Monastic   and   Conventual    In- 
stitutions, [228]  1319 
Public  Business,  [227^  1126 

\cowt* 


BoTT,  Mr.  I. — corU, 

Relevancy  of  Debate— Appn^riatiM  fi 

[231]  1160 
Strangers,  Exdniion  of—SeMOMl  |0H 
[229]  1495 
Parliament—Private  Bills— Releroti,  Vol 

for  a  Select  Committee,  [227]  499 
Parliament — Public  Business,  AmogHMH 

Res.  Amendt.  [231]  704,  711 
Peru— Steamship  "  Talisman,"  Crew  of  1 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  Ol 
Royal  Titles  Act  Proclamatioo— Vote  of  C 

sure.  Res.  [229)417 
Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Gi 
of  Justice,  Ac.  [229]  1319 
Civil  Service  Commission.  [227]  514»  511 
Civil  Service  (Further  Vote  00  Aeese 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  [23s] ' 
Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  [227]  993 
Revenue  Departments,  [228]  18(78 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (IrelaadX  Cm 

Amendt.  [230J  342,  364,  365 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Lesfib  [> 
805 

Oadogan,  Earl 
Army — Miscellaneous  Qoestions 

Church  Attendance  of  Soldiers— Psji 

for  Sittings,  [227]  1794 
Knightsbridge  Barracks,  [227]  1112;  [: 

916 
Martini-Henry  Rifle,  [227]  667,  67S 
Militia,  Paymasters  in  the,  [230]  843 
Mobilization,  [231]  232 
Reserve    Forces—  Yeomanry    Tmnfil 
[229]  1265 
Army — The  Reserves,  Motion  for  Papai,[: 

686 
Malta,  Fortifications  of,  [230]  489 

Cairns,    Lord    {Bee    Chancellos,   ' 
Lord) 

Call  AN,  Mr.  P.,  Dundalk 

Army  —  Aldershot,    Insubordination    at- 
'  Patrick's  Day.  [228]  470 
Roberts,  Captain — 94th  ElegimeDt,[23i 
Commons,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [229]  1398, 1399 
Criminal    Law  —  Bravo,    Mr. — The    Inq 
[229J  923 
Political  Prisoners,  Release  of,  [229]  K 
Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2&.| 

788 
Elementary  Ed ucation,' Consid.  c2.  14,[23i 
Inland    Revenue — Excise — Blending    of 
Whiskey,  Motion  for  a  Select   Coausi 
[228]  1215 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Criminal    Law — Claffey,    Trial    of,   [ 
974  ;— Kirwan,  The  Convict,  [231J  4 
Dublin,  Corporation  of,  [231]  1230 
Equity   Courts  —  Lord    Justice  Chrii 

[227]  1871,2017 
Landed  Estates  Court — Second  Judge 

pointnient  of,  [228]  76 
Law  and    Justice  —  Mr.    Serjeant    i 

strong,  [230]  1140.  1141,  1175 
Peace  Preservation  Acts — Coonty  of  Lc 
[2^0]  1627;— Proclaimed  Di8trtets,[ 
271 
'P\i^Ti\'k^^xV^>a.Vi\\x^,  ^a^il  974 
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Callan,  Mr.  P. — eorU. 

Ireland  —  Common    Pleas  —  Resignation    of 
Chief  Jastice,   Motion  for  a  Paper,  [231] 
1283,  1234 
Ireland— Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res.  [231] 

800,  301 
Ireland — Public  Houses — Sunday  Closing,  Res. 

[229]  845 
Ireland— Royal  Irish  Constabulary  (Mr.  John 

Croker),  ttes.  [229]  1442 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  cl.  6,  [228]  1161 
Monastic  and   Conventual  Institutions,   Peti- 
tion, [229]  846 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Ladies'  Gallery,  House  of  Commons,  [228] 

589 
PriTilege — Irregular  Petitions,  [228]  1319, 
1320,  1396,   1399,  1657,  1668 ;— Public 
Petitions,  Personal    ExpUnation,    [229] 
586 
Public   Business,    Arrangement    of,    [230] 

1637.  1638 
Strangers,  Exclusion  of,  [230]  1564,  1565 
Parliamentary  Agency,  Res.  [231]  330 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
Und)  (No.  2),  2R.  [230]  1370  ;  Comm.  [231] 
360 
Turkey— Eastern  Question,  The,  [230]  874 
United  States— Emma  Mine,  [229]  1352,  1353 

Cambridge,   Duke    of    (Field  Marshal 
CJommanding-in-Cliief) 
Army — Knightsbridge  Barracks,  [227]  1115 

Martini- Henry  Rifle,  [227]  670 
Dover  Harbour,  Petition,  [229]  1107 
Metropolis—Uyde    Park    Corner,    TrafBc  at, 
[227]  550 

Cameron,  Dr.  C,  Glasgoio 

Banns  of  Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  [230] 
•183,  197,  202,  205,  214,  222 

Burgesses  (Scotland),  Coram.  [227]  1779 
*     Ciril  Service  Inquiry  Commission— The  Cus- 
toms, [230]  499 

Duchy  of  Lancaster  and  Agricultural  Holdings 
(England)  Act,  [227]  1796  ;  Res.  [229]  1276, 
1284 

Education — Government  Inspectors  and  Secon- 
dary Schools,  [230]  1396 

Employers  Liability  for  Injury,  2R.  [229]  1164 

Fenian  Convicts,  Escape  of,  [229]  1604 

Medical  Act  Amendment  (Foreign  Univer- 
•ities),  2R.  [230]  1011 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts — Board  of  Trade 
Surveys— "  Mount  Royal,"  [227]  1666 

Navy— U.M.S.  »«  Vanguard,"  [230]  870 

Peru — Steamship  **  Talisman,"  Crew  of  the. 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  375, 
394,  395,  396,  397,425,  1406  ;  Res.  Amendt. 
[231]  746,  749,  763 

Post  Office — Postal  Telegraph  Department, 
Res.  [228]  207 

Poblicans  Certificates  (Scotland),  2R.  [227] 
828;  Comm.  el  4,  [228]  1810;  cl.  5,  t6., 
1811 ;  d.  10,'Amendt.  1813 ;  cMl,  Amendt. 
ib, ;  cl,  13,  Amendt.  1814  ;  add.  el.  ib. 

PnbUo  Haalth  Act,  1872— Medical  Officers  of 
fiMdib  JaaO  419 

Sraply— EmbMiM  and  Miasioas  Abroad,  Mo- 
tto Ar  m,h29llW9 
•  LmdOmh  0utaa7J5I9 


Cameron,  Mr.  D.,  Invem$s8-»hir0 

Poor  Law  (Scotland),  Comm.  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, [230]  535 


Campbell,  Lord 

Felstead  School— The  Rev.  W.  Grignon,  Dis- 

missal  of,  [228]  1746,  1756 
Roumania,  Commercial  Treaty  with,  [231]  1192 
Turkey —Berlin  Memorandum,  [230I  395,  418 
Turkey— Treaties  of  1866,  Res.  [231]  74,  HI 


Campbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirkcaldy ^  Sfc. 

Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Army  Recruiting,  [229]  1630 
India  —  European  Regiments,  Service   of, 

[231]  120 
Indian  and  Home  Services,  [227]  397 
Reserve,  The,  [227]  1206 
Army—  MiliUry  Forces,  Our,  Res.  [227]  966 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [227]  1461 
Banns  of  Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  [230]  221 
Barbadoes — Riots,  [229]  43  ;— Governor  Ken- 

nessy,  163 
Central  Asia — Khanate  of  Khokand,  Address 

for  Papers,  [229]  121,  123,  124,  132 
China — Margary,  Mr.,  Murder  of — Report  of 

Mission.  [229]  1971 
China,  Res.  [230]  559 
Commercial  Frauds,  [231]  422 
Council  of  India  (Professional  Appointments), 

2R.  [227]  1281 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  add,  el, 

[229J  1219 
East  India  Army — Superannuation,  &c.  Allow- 
ances, [227]  1706 
East  India  (Chief  Justices  of  Iligh  Courts), 2R. 

[229]  1163 
East  India — Christianity,  Address  for  Papers, 

[227]  237 
Egypt — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Egyptian   Finance  —  Mr.   Cave's   Report, 
[228]  699  ;— Mr.  Rivers  Wilson,  [229] 
365 
National  Bank  oC;  [227]  1707 
Egypt — Mr.  Cave's  Mission,  Res.  [231]  615 
Elementary   Education,  Comm.  add,  el,  [230] 

1902,  1904 
Firman  on  Reforms,  Sublime  Porte — Andrassy 

Note,  Address  for  Papers,  [227]  1405 
India — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Indian  Finance— New  Loan,  [229]  43 
Legislative    Council,    Acts    of   the,   [230] 

426 
Malay  Peninsula  —  Disturbances  in  the — 
Papers,  [227]  257  ; — Birch,  Mr.,  Murder 
of,    [2  29 J    1296  ;  —  Salangore,    British 
Resident  in,  1616 
India — Bengal   Famine,   Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  [228]  1847,  1854 
Indian  Legislation,  2R.  [227]  467 
Jurors  Qualification  (Ireland),  3R.  [230]  342 
Market — Bubble  Companies — FrauUulent  Prac- 
tices. <bc.  [227]  810, 811 
Navy  Estimates — Scientific  Departments,  [229] 

2021 
Parliamenl— Y\i\A\<i^u«:\iv^%*,\>acJ\\^^^,'iavt>^ 
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CAN       GAS 


Caupbbll,  Sir  G.-— conl. 

Public  Works  Loans,  Coram.  [230]  980 
Royal    Titles,   Leave,   [227]   417,    423  ;    2R. 
1730,  1738,  1749;    Comm.  [228]  92,   110, 
159;  cL  1,  298,306,336 
Saint  Vincent  (Treatment  of  Coolies),  Motion 

for  an  Address,  [227]  2074 
Slave  Trade  (East  Africa),  Res.  [228]  1280 
Supply — Mr.  Cave's   Mission  to  Egypt,  [231] 
655 
Report — Suez  Canal — Modification  of  Does, 

[228]  1571 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  Res.  [227]  636 
Turkey — Second  Note  of  the  Three  Powers— 
Tho  Despatch,  [229]  1510 


Campbell-Bannerman,  Mr.  H.,  Stirling, 
Sfc. 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  [229]  1711 
Army — Army  Recruiting,  [229]  1635 

Guards,  Brigade  of.  Special  Allowances  to 
the,  [229]  1992 
Army— Militory  Forces,  Our,  Res.  [227]  960 
Army  Corps  Training,  2R.  [229]  1751 ;  Comm. 

1781  ;  Consid.  2023 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [227]  1270 
Burgesses  (Scotland),  Comm.  [227]  1779 
Burghs     (Division    into    Wards)     (Scotland) 

Amendment,  3R.  [229]  1783 
Ecclesiastical  Assessments  ( Scotland),  2  R.  [228] 

1162 
Poor  Law  (Sooiland),  2R.  [229]  259 


Camperdown,  Earl  of 

Agricultural   Holdings  (England)  Act,  Motion 

for  Returns,  [229]  1261,  1342,  1344;  [230] 

1.4 
Gaslight  and  Coke  Company,  2R.  [230]  227, 

233;  Report.    1128.    1130;    Comm.  1943; 

Amendt.    1944,    1950;    3R.    Amendt.    [231] 

367 
Gaslight   and   Coke    Company,  South    Metro- 
politan Gas  Company,  Motion  for  Returns, 

[230]  611,  612 
Navy — Flag  Rank,  Promotion  to,  [229]  1257, 

1258 
Parliamentary  Agency,  [231]  4 
Turkey — Servian    Army,    Russian   OflBcers    in 

the,  [230]  823 
University  of  Oxford,  2R.  [227]  1692,  1693; 

Comm.   cl.   4,  [228]   936 ;   cL  16,   Amendt. 

1303;  cl.  19,  1308;   Report,  cL  16,  1950; 

cl.  28,  Amendt.  1952 


Canaday   Dominion   of 

British  Columhia — Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
Questions,  Mr.  Alderman  M'Arthur ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  J.  Lowther  July  3,  [230]  870 

Prince  Edward  Island — The  Land  Purchase 
Act,  1875,  Question,  Sir  Graham  Mont- 
gomery ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  Feb  21, 

[227]  569 

T/ie  Treaty  of  IFashington,  QuesUoi\,  Mr.  E. 
Jenkins  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourko  April  '4,\ji^^'\ 
1407 


Oaih'erbuby,  Archbishop  of 

Burial,  Law  of,  Ras.  [329]  616 
Chnrohyardi— Burial  Laws,  [337]  1165 
Confession,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  [230]  168S 
Eoolesiastioal  OfBoes  and  Feet,  9R,  [227]  llll 

1199 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [331]  791 ;  Ctu 

add.  cl.  946 
Fiji,  Address  for  Papers,  [330]  1688, 16M 
Intemperance,  Motion  for  a  Sdeei  CoouMtts 

[230]  715 
Sulphurous  Acid,   Ac.,  Addrets  for  a  &■;] 

Commission,  [228]  604 
Union  of  Benefices,  2R.  [339]  761 
University  of    Oxford,   IR.  [337]  80S ;  II 
1666,  1667  ;    Comm.  el.    10,   [228]  918 
el   14,   944;    cL   15,  948;    d.  16,  IM 
Amendt.  1304  ;  cL  20,  Amendt.  1609 

Oabdwell,  Viscount 

Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Knightsbridge  Barracks,  [337]  1116 
Martini-Henry  Rifle.  [327J  671 
Mobilisation,  [231]  234 
Army — The  ReserTes,  Motion  for  Papsrfl,[2j 

683 
Barbadoes,  [231]  247,  249 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  [339]    1063,  \U 

Comm.  el.  3,  [330]  108,  114  ;  Amendt  U 

cl.  6,  126 
Fiji,  Address  for  Papers,  [330]  1693 
Fugitive  Slaves  —  The   Cireulars  —  Petiti 

[237]  1506 
Gaslight  and   Coke    Company,   Comm.  [t; 

1948;  3R.  [331]  370 
Mauritius,  Coolie  Trade  in  the  —  The  &o 

Commission,  [229]  480 
Merchant  Shipping,  2R.  [230]  333 
Union  of  Benefices,  2R.  [229]  761 
University  of  Oxford,  Comm.  [228]  931 ;  d. 

940  ;  cl,  14,  946 ;  el.  16,  laO.I ;  cl.  24. 1 
West   Coast  of    Africa — Dahomey,   King 

[229]  769 

Carlingford,  Lord 

Dover  Harbour,  Petition,  [229]  1108 
Gaslight  and  Coke  Company,  2  R.  [230]  3 

Comm.  1950 
Irish  Peerage,  2R.  [228]  1171  ;  Comm.  c 

1898  ;  cl.  3,  1904 
Merchant  Shipping,  2R.  [230]  323 ;    Co 

cl.  4,  1130;  cl.  21,  1132 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Act,  H 

[229]  361 
Notices  to  Quit  (Ireland),  2R.  [230]  1696 
Sea   Insurances  (Stamping   of   Policies), 

[228]  090 
University  of  Oxford,  2R.  [227]  1674;  Co 

cl.  4,1228]  035;  cl.  16,  960,    1303,  IJ 

add.  cl.  1316 


Carlisle,  Bishop  of 

Intemperance,  Motion  for  a  Select  Commi 

[230]  721 

Carnarvon,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  81 
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Cabhartoh,  Earl  of— £on<. 


Birbadoei,  Island  of — Reported  DiBtorbanoes, 

[228]  1819;  [231]  3.236.249 
Cruelty  to   Animals.  2K.  [229]  1001  ;  Coram. 

cl'  1.  [330]  107;  cl.  3,  108.  115,  118.  120, 

121;  el.   4.    124;  d,  5,   125,  126;    el.    11, 

ih  ;  Amendt.  127 
Fiji,  Address  for  Papers,  [230]  1689,  1691, 1694 
Gold  Coast— Whydah,  The  Outrage  at,  [228] 

556 
Heligoland,  Address  for   Papers,  [227]   1853, 

1855 
H.R.H.  The   Prince  of  Wales  —  Nobility  of 

MalU,  [229]  363.  1965 
India— Indian  Tariff,  [227]  2002 
Malay   Peninsula.   Address  for   Papers.  [227] 

1011.  1013  ;  Personal  Explanation,  1284 
Malay  Peninsula.  Res.  [230]  836 
Mauritius,   Coolie   Trade  in  the — The  Royal 

Coraraission,  [229]  477,  480 
Merchant  Shipping.  2R.  [230]  329 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[227]  21 

Royal  Titles.  Comm.  [228]  1086 

Saint  Vincent,  Tobago,  and  Grenada  Consti- 
tution. 2R.[23o]  1039 

University  of  Oxtord.  2R.  [227]  1681  ;  Comm. 
[228]  932  ;  el.  12.  939 

West  African  Settlements — Cession  of  the 
Gambia,  [228]  264 

West  Coast  of  Africa — Dahomey,  King  of, 
[229]  766 


Oabtwright,  Mr.  W.  C,   Oxfordshire 

Costomi — Wine  Duties.  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  [227]  1569 
Egypt — Egyptian  Finance — Mr.  Cave's  Report, 
[228]  480  ;  [229]  490 
Mr.  Rivers  Wilson.  [229]  1112 
National  Bank  of.  [227]  1417 
England  and  Portugal,  Commercial  Relations 

between,  [228]  67 
Fine  Arts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [229]  282  ; 

Amendt.  284 
Parliament — Public    Petitions    from    Foreign 
Towns — Boulogne-sur>Mer    (British    Con- 
sulate), Res.  [228]  1419 


Cattle  Disease  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Sir  Michael  Biekt-Beaeh,  Mr.  Sdieitar 

General /or  Ireland) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  2  [Bill  94] 

227]  Read  2^  after  short  debate  Mar  9, 1778 

Committee* — r.p.  Mar  10 
228]  Committee— R.P.  Mar  31.  1036 

.  Committee — b.p.  April  7. 1471 
229]  Committee — r.p.  Mai/  5.  182 
330]  Committee  ;  Report  July  20,  1677 

Considered  *  July  25 

Considered*  July  26 
.  Considered  July  27,  2021 

Read  3®  •  July  29 
2.  Read  1*  •  ( Lord  President)  July  31     ( No.  1 95) 
231]  Read  2>.  after  short  debate  August  7,  666 

Committee  * ;  Report  August  8 

R0*d3**Au^ustlO 

Ro/Ml  Asseni  August  II  [39  S  40  Via.  0. 51] 


CattU    Disease    {Ireland) — Pleuro-Pneu- 

mania — Compulsory  Slaughter 
Question.  Captain  Moore  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  June  32,  [230]  253 


Cattle  Diseases  {England  and  Ireland) — 

The  Privy  Council  Regulations 
Question,     Observations,    The     Marquess    of 
Huntly  ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  and 
Gordon  ;  short  debate  thereon  Feb  10,  [227] 
124 


Cave,  Eieht  Hon.  S.  (Paymaster  Ge- 
neral), New  Shoreham 

Army— Military  Prisoners — Gunner  Charlton, 
[230]  1963 

Civil  Departments  (Employment  of  Soldiers), 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  1996 

Egypt — Mr.  Cave's  Mission,  Res.  [231]  619, 
653 

Egyptian  Debt  —  Mr.  Cave's  Report,  [229] 
490  ;--Tbo  Decree,  776 


Cave,  Mr.  T.,  Barnstaple 

Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [229]  233 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
[2  28  J  156 


Cavendish,    Lord    F.    C,    YorJcshire^ 

TT.R.y  N.  Div. 
Barbadoes — Riots,   The — Governor  Ilennessy, 

[229]  152 
Church  of  England — Hali&x,  Vicarage  of,  [230] 
1177 
229]  Elementary  Education,  Leave.  961 ;  2R.  1919 
230]  Comm.  cl.  4,  Amendt.  1293  ;  Amondt.  1294, 
.      1296;    cl.    6,    1403,    1409;    cl.    7,    1416; 
.      el.    11,    1443,   1449;  el.  14,  1455;    cl.  16, 
1496;  cl.  20,  1499;  el.  29,   Amendt.  1508, 
.      1509  ;  cl.  34.  1512  ;  add.  el.  1537  ;  Amendt. 
1540, 1544,  1666,  1910.  2006 
231310,  25;  Schedule  1,  Amendt.  68;  Consid. 
.     d.  8,  Amendt.  474,  475  ;  el.  13,  Amendt.  i5., 
479  ;  el,  16,  Amendt.  554  ;  el.  18,  Amendt. 
.     555 

Halifax,  Vicar's  Rate  at,  [229]  1520 
Hen  wood,    Mr.    Charles,    Petition    of.    Res. 

[228] 344 
Legal  Departments  Commission,  1874,  Report, 

[227]  1837 
Parliament,   Acts  of— Report  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, Res.  [228]  576 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  2R.  [230]  1878 
Saint  Vincent  (Treatment  of  Coolies),  Motion 

for  an  Address,  [227]  2075 
Supply— Royal  Palaces,  [228]  251 
Supreme  Cdnrt  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 

[230]  357 
Telegraphs  (Money),  2R.  [227]  1490 


Cawley,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Sal/or d 

Metropolis— Hyde  Park  Corner,  [230] 857 
Oyster  Fi»Viem%,  '%\<^\\oii  lot  ^  *S^^\»  ^isixsw' 
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Ghanobllor  of  the  Exchequer — eont. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [231] 

709,710,711 
Parliament — Private  Bills — Canvassing  in  the 

House,  Res.  [227]  1495 
Parliament — Referees  on  Private  Bills,  Nomi- 
nation of  Select  Committee,  [227]  1496,  1497 
Parliament  —  Strangers,     Presence    of,    Res. 

Amendt.  [229]  1819 
Peru  —  Steamship  "Talisman,"  Crew  of  the. 

Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  421, 

427 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  2R.  [230]  1676 
Poor  Law  (Scotland)— Medical   Relief,  X228] 

1483 
Post  OflBce— Telegraph  Service,  [227]  1207 
Post   OfiBce  —  Postal  Telegraph   Department, 

Res.  [228]  224 
Prisons,  2R.  [230]  312,  930 
Public   Houses  (Ireland)  —  Sunday    Closing, 

Res.  1^29]  567,  920,  1275 
Public    Works    Loan    Commissioners  —  Road 

Trusts  (Scotland),  [230]  872 
Public  Works  Loans,  Comm.  [230]  975,  981 
Railway  Accident — John  Chiddy,   Reward  to, 

[231]  713 
Royal  Titles,  2R.  [227]  1746,  1749;    Comm. 

[228]  86.  92,  97  ;  el.  1,  314,  335 
Royal  Titles— The  Proclamation,  [228]  1771, 

1773,  1982 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies — Defi- 
ciencies, [228]  272 
Sea   Insurances  (Stamping   of  Policies),   2R. 

[227]  1187 
Suez  Canal  Shares,   Comm.  [231]   839,  840, 

845.856;  ct.  1,  i5. 

Supply — Army   Purchase   Commission,   [228! 

1879 
Chancery  Division  of   the  High    Court  of 

Justice,   <kc.  [227]    1849 ;    [229]    1309, 

1332 
Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  507,  509, 

511,612,  513,  1100 
Embassies     and    Missions    Abroad,    [228! 

1469 
Local  Government   Board,  Ac.  [227]   518, 

519 
Mint,   including  Coinage,  [227]  522,  523, 

525 
Public  Buildings,  [229]  1586 
Report,  [229]  1757 
Report — Suez  Canal — Modification  of  Dues, 

[228]  1566 
Royal  Palaces,  [228]  251 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  [227]  266,  297  ;  Res. 

607,  616 

Supreme   Court   of   Judicature   Act,   1873  — 
OflBcial  Referees,  [229]  774 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 

[230]  365 
Trade  Union  Act,  1871,  [227]  678 
Tralee   Savings    Bank,  Motion   for  a   Select 

Committee,  [227]  1584 
Treaties  Respecting  Non-European  Countries — 

Uertslet's   "  Map   of    Europe    by  Treaty," 

[231]  416 

Turkey — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Bulgaria,  Atrocities  in,  [231]  876 
Guaranteed  Loan  of  1855,  [22l'\  Z^^  \\y'h\\ 

423 
Insurgent  Provinces,  [ijo'^dOO 

\cont. 


Chancsllob  of  the  Exohkqosb — eojtf . 

Loans  of  1854  and  1855,  [328]  698;  [231] 

1203 
Loans  of  1854  and  1871,  [331]  966 
Turkish  Debt— Loan  of  1854,  Rm.  [230]  1741 

1748,  1760 
United  SUtes—*' Alabama  "  Award,  [229]  IX 

Extradition  Treaty,  [230]  500 
University  of  Oxford,  2R.  [229]  1748 
Valuation — Surveyors  of  Taxes,  [228]  1760 
Valuation  of  Property  ( Metropofia)  Act  (IMS' 
Amendment,   3R.    [327]  1162;   BiU  vit^ 
drawn,  [230]  1941 
Ways  and  Means — Misoellaneoas  Quettkni 
Income  Tax  —  Customs  and  Inland  Be 

venue  Act,  1875,  [229]  668 
Inland   Revenue  Department,  [227]  561 

[231]  695  ;— Extra  Pay,  [230]  1890 

Inland  Revenue — Armorial  Bearingt,  [1^ 

1391 ;— Friendly  and  Buildinf  Soetstk 

-—Fees  on   Certificates,    [238]  1097:- 

Game  Licences,  [329]  1419  ; — Malt  Tu 

[229]   1973  ;— (Ottt-door  Departmest)- 

Playfair  Commission,  [339]  1973  ;— Rail 

way  Passenger  Duty,  [337]  1030;  [238 

1475  ;~London,    Chatham,    and  Dim 

dec.    Railways,  [231]    1075  ; — Serrasti 

Taxes  on  Casual,  [227]  400 

Out-Door  Excise  Establishment,  [230]  4£ 

Stamp  Act — Marine  Policies — "  Sanoos  \ 

Harris,"  [227]  679 
Treasury  Minute,  [230]  858 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [iifl 

1100,1127.1144,1324 
Ways  and   Means— Income  Tax,   Res.  [ttfl 

1357,  1362,1365,  1366 
Ways  and  Means — Inland  Revenue — Excist- 
Blending  of   Irish    Whisky,    Motion  for 
Select  Committee,  [228]  1210 
Ways  and  Means — Railway  Passenger  Dal 

Res.  [227]  1591,  1602 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  [229]  1082 


Channel  Islands — Royal  Court  of  Jeru^ 
Questions,  Mr.  Locke ;  Answers,  Mr.  Assbeti 
Cross  Feb  29,  [227]  1120;  Mai-  20.  [22 
361  ;  Mar  31,  964  :  August  10,  r23i]  968 
Orders  in  Council,  Questions,  Mr.  Lock< 
Answers,  Mr.  Assbetou  Cross  Jm/i^  17,  [23 
5  ;  June  26,  428  ;  Jult/  20,  1622 


Channel  Tunnel  Scheme 
Question,  Mr.  Bromley  .Davenport ;  Ansvi 
Mr.  Bourke  June  12,  [229]  1665  i—Enpli 
Channel,  The— The  SlraiU  Tunnel,  Qa< 
tions,  Mr.  Whalley  ;  Answers,  Sir  Chari 
Adderley  July  4,  [230]  947 

Report  of  the  Commissioners  .     .    [157 


Chaplin,  Colonel  E.,  Lincoln 

Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  el,  15,  [228]  1591 

Chaplin,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Mid 
Elementary    Education,  Comm.  el.   34,  lixi 

\ 
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Cbipuh,  Mr.  H.— tfonl. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [227] 

471 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  124 
Turkey — Eastern  Question,  The,  [230]  255 
Wild  Fowl  Preseryation,  Comm.  [229]  1661 
Women's  Disabilities  RemoTal,  2R.  [228]  1719 


Chabley,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Salford 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2EI.  [229]  1706  ;  Comm. 
[230]  1151  ;  cl.  6,  Amendt.  1160;  r/.  18, 
Amendt.  [231]  773;  Consid.  Amendt.  859, 
868  ;  add,  cl,  878 ;  Amendt.  880  ;  d.  18,  882 

Barbadoes — Riots,  The — GoTomor  Hennessy, 
[229]  144.  151 

China,  Res.  [230]  565 

Elementary  Education,  Comm.  d.  26,  [230] 
1503  ;  add.  d.  Amendt.  1546  ;  Consid. 
d,  14,  [231]  648,  662 

Elementary  Education  Act,  1870 — Armley 
National  School,  [230]  1527 

Elementary  Education  Proyisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (London),  Comm.  [231]  1189 

London  Municipal  Goyernment,  Res.  [229] 
1818 

Offences  against  the  Person,  2R.  [227]  188; 
Comm.  332,  335,  1189  ;  [228]  1622,  1623 

Parliamentary  Agency,  Res.  [231]  326,  329 

Public  Health — Dairy  Farms,  Superrision  of, 
[231]  1199 
Eagley,  Typhoid  Feyer  at,  [227]  552  ;  [231] 
421 

Chelmsfobd,  Lord 

Marriage  Law,  Amendment  of  the,  [228]  609 

Chelsea  Hoepital  Accounts  Bill 

{Mr»  Stephen  Cave,  Mr,  William  Henry  Smithf 

Mr,  Stanley) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  P*  April  26  [Bill  133] 

Read  2»*ifay  4 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  8 

K9Kd  3°  ^  May  d 
i.  Read  1*  ^  {Earl  Cadoyan)  May  11    (No.  81) 

Read2**i/ay  16 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  18 

Read  S*^  May  22 

Royal  Assent  June  1  [39  Vict.  0.  14] 

Cheques  on  Bankers  Bill 

{Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard,  Mr,  Ootehen,  Mr,  TwelU) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  J.  O,  Httbbard)  Feb  15, 
[227]    315 ;     after    short    debate.    Motion 
agreed  to  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  l"*  [Bill  70] 
2R.  [Dropped] 

Childers,  Eight  Hon.  H.  C.  E.,  Fonte- 

fract 
Consolidated   Fund    (Appropriation),   Consid. 

d.  4,  [231]  981 
Customs    and    Inland    Revenue,    2R.    [229] 

•684,  704,  705  ;  Comm.  948 
Dochy  of  Lancaster  and  Agricultural  Holdings 

(England)  Act,  Res.  [229]  1284 
MercbMDt  Shipping,  Comm.  el.  14,  [228]  1374  ; 

<r/.  16,  1796;  3R.  [229]  133i 

[colli. 


Childsrs,  Right  Hon.  H.  C.  E. — eont. 

Navy— Royal  Marines,  [228]  1520 

Navy — Navigation  of  Her  Majesty's  Ships,  Res. 

[228]  1656 
Navy— Ships  of  War,  Res.  [229]  255 
Navy  Estimates — Admiralty  Office,  [228]  1552, 
1554 
Coast  Guard  Services,  [229]  255 
Dockyards,  Ao.  [230]  465,  471 
Scientific  Departments,  [230]  460 
Seamen  and  Marines,  [228]  1544 
Parliament — Public  Business,  [228]  1762 
Prisons,  2R.  [230]  926,  929 
Public  Works  Loans,  Comm.  [230]  979 
Koyal  Titles  Act  Proclamation — Vote  of  Cen- 
sure, Res.  [229]  406,  407 
Science  and  Art — Trannitof  Venus,  [230]  1169 
Turkey —  Salonica  Murders —  Correspondence, 

[230]  1820 
Ways  and   Means — Income   Tax,   Res.  [228] 
1306 


China 

Chinese  Consul  at  Hong  Kong^  Question,  Mr. 
Richard  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  July  31, 
[231]  119 

Murder  of  Mr.  Margary — The  Papers,  Ques* 
tion,  Mr.  Richard ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
Feb  10,  [227]  136  ;  Question,  Mr.Leatham  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Mar  10,  1798  ; — Report 
of  the  Mission,  Question,  Sir  George  Camp- 
bell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Juna  16,  [229] 
1971 

Outrage  at  Hankow,  Question,  Mr.  Puleston  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  May  4,  [229]  44 

Port  of  Kiung  Chow,  Question,  Mr.  Pender ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  May  15,  [229]  671 

The  Blockade  Question,  Question,  Mr.  Pender ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  Ix>wther  June  27,  [230]  503 

7*he  Yunnan  Mission,  Question,  Sir  Trevor 
Lawrence ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  April  10, 
[228]  1479  i—The  Report,  Question,  Mr. 
Mark  Stewart ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke /u/y  31, 
[231]  117 


Pari.  Papers — 

Murder  of  Mr.  Margary 
Tunnan  Mission    .     .    . 


[1422] 
[1456] 


China 

Moved,  '*  That,  having  regard  to  the  unsatis- 
factory nature  of  our  relations  with  China, 
and  to  the  desirability  of  placing  those  rela- 
tions on  a  permanently  satis&ctory  footing, 
this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the  existing 
Treaty  between  the  two  Countries  should  be 
so  revised  as  to  promote  the  interests  of 
Commerce,  and  to  secure  the  just  rights  of 
the  Chinese  Government  and  People"  (Ifr. 
Richard)  June  27,  [230]  536  ;  after  debate. 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr.  Ritchie) ;  Motion  withdrawn  ;  original 
Motion  withdrawn 


1 


Church    Bodies    {Gibraltar)— The    Ordi- 
nances 
Question,  Mr.  DillinTk  \  Kxxmvt^Va  ,\  ,\jci^i^«t 
Feb  \\,  \%%i\  Vlh  \  Feb  \^,  'iSa-,  Mar  \&^ 
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Church  Bodies  (Otbraltar)]'^  The  Ordinances^ 
oont. 
Moved, ''  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
withhold  her  assent  to  the  Draft  Ordinances 
for  creating  Anglican  and  Roman  Catholic 
Church  Bodies  at  Gibraltar^  which  have  been 
recently  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  " 
{Mr.  Dillwyii)  Mar  28,  [228]  767  ;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

The  Ordinances— (PaW.  P.  91) 

Churchill,  Lord  R.,  Woodstock 

Metropolis — Hyde  Park — Rotten  Row,  [329] 
672 


Church  of  England 

Burial  Services — The  Dore  Burial  Case,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Osborne  Morgan ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  Mar  23,  [228]  469  ;  Mar  31, 
966 

episcopal  See  of  Oibraltarf  Question,  Captain 
Pirn ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  August  12, 
[231]  1166 

Oloucester  District  Registry,  Question,  Mr. 
Monk  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  May  18, 
[229]  926 

lie  Burial  Service,  Question,  Mr.  A. 
M' Arthur;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
Mar  30.  [228]  881 

7%«  Vicarage  of  Halifax,  Question,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  June  1,  [229]  1620;  July  10,  [230] 
1 177  ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  August  10,  [231]  972 
[See  title  Burial,  Law  of —  Resolutions 
{Earl  Granville)] 


Church  of  Englandy    Confession  in  the — 

Report  of  Committee  of  Convocation 

Moved,  *'  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House 
Copy  of  Report  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Upper  House  of  Convocation  of  the  Province 
of  Canterbury  with  regard  to  confession, 
agreed  to  in  the  Seasion  of  1874"  {The 
Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne)  July  21,  [230] 
1681  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 


Church  of  Scotland  {Election  of  Ministers) 
— See  under  Scotland 


Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  McLaren,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Baxter,  Mr. 
Trevelyan,  Mr.  Grieve,  Mr.  lAiing,  Sir 
George  Balfour) 

e.  Ordered;  read  1°  *  Feb  9  [Bill  25] 

Moved,    •♦That  the    Kill   be   now   read    2°" 

Mar  16,  [228]  8 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
tills  day  six  months  "  {Sir  William  Cuning- 
hame)  :  after  debate,   Question   put,  "That 
•  now,'  Ac.  ;  "  A.  155.  N.  210  ;   M.  56 
Words  added ;    main    Question,   as   ainei\AeA, 
put,   and   agreed   to ;   2U..  put  oS    lor   avT. 
months 


Churchyards — Owstan  ChwckysKri 
Question,  Mr.  Watkin  Willuuni ;  Aotvcr,  Ifr. 
Assheton  Cross  Mar  2,  [227]  1203 

City  of  London  Companies 
Moved,  "  That  an  humble  AddreM  b«  prMaM 
to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  fradoaly 
pleased  to  give  directions  tbat  there  be  hid 
before  this  Uouse,  Hetum  aettiof  Ibrtk  it 
detail  a  Statement  of  the  real  and  ptnotd 
property  vested  in  the  City  of  Loodoo  Cob* 
panies  respectively ;  alio  a  detailed  Suit, 
ment  of  the  charities  payable  by  toeh  €#■• 
panies  and  of  the  income  derived  fnm  sD 
sources  ;  and  Statement  of  expenditore  ai4 
receipts  during  the  last  three  years  preecdi 
the  Ist  day  of  January  1876"  (Jfr.  Jamu) 
May  23,  [229]  1117  ;  after  long  debate,  M*. 
tion  withdrawn 

Civil  BiU  Coorts  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Sir  Mkkad 

Hicks-Beach) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  ( The  SoUcitor  Oenerdfir 
Ireland)  Feb  18,  [227]  544  ;  Motion  Mgmi 
to ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  l®  •  [Bill  h] 

2R. ;  after  short  debate.  Debate  adjotmi 
June  27,  [230]  636 

Bill  withdrawn  •  July  17 

Civil  Departments  {EmphymefU  of  Sd- 

diers) 

Moved,  ^*  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appoistsl 
to  inquire — 

"  1st.  llow  far  it  is  practicable  that  Soidien. 
Sailors,  and  Marines  who  have  meritoriooily 
served  their  Country  should  be  employed  ii 
such  Civil  Departments  of  the  public  servies 
as  they  may  be  found  fitted  for  ; 

''2nd.  How  far  it  is  practicable,  in  order  to 
form  and  retain  an  efficient  Reserve  Force, 
for  the  State  to  become  the  medium  of  eoib- 
munication  between  private  employers  of 
labour  and  Soldiers  of  tho  Army  Reserve  sod 
Militia  Reserve  who  desire  to  obtain  employ- 
ment : 

"  And  that  the  Committee  be  directed  to  report 
on  the  best  means  of  carrying  these  objects 
into  eflfect "  {Sir  Henry  Havelock)  May  1, 
[228J  1987  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  inquire  bov 
far  it  is  practicable  that  Soldiers,  Sailors, 
and  Marines  who  have  meritoriously  served 
their  Country  should  be  employed  in  soeh 
Civil  Departments  of  the  public  service  ai 
they  may  bo  found  fitted  lor"  (Sir  Hemy 
Havelock) 

And,  on  May  15,  Committee  nominated  u 
follows  : — Sir  George  Balfour,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil,  Mr.  Chil- 
ders,  Mr.  James  Corry,  I^rd  Elcho.  Mr. 
P>rington,  Mr.  Ilanbury-Tracy,  Sir  llenry 
Havelock,  Viscount  Ilinchingbrook,  Sir 
Henry  Holland,  Mr.  John  Holms,  Mr.  Laing, 
Colonel  Mure,  Mr.  Gerard  Noel,  Captain 
?T\<io,  S>vt  CUarles  Russell,   GenenU  Shate, 
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(SESSION     1876) 
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GMl  Servants  SnperaimiiatioiL  (Un- 
healthy Climates)  Bill-See  tiUe 

Snperannnation  (Unhealthy  Climates) 
Bill 

OpH  Service  Inquiry  Commiuum 

Question,  Mr.  DoDbar;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  10,  [237]  134 

Higher  Division  of  Clerks,  Question,  Mr. 
Wheelhouio ;  Answer,  The  Chaneellor  of 
the  Exchequer /($6  18,  [237]  484  ;  Question, 
Mr.  J.  Holms ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer  Feb  21,  554 
-  Lower  Division  of  Clerks,  Question,  Mr. 
Ritchie ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor  of  the 
Excheouer  Feb  22,  [227]  677 

The  Order  in  Council-— Clause  12 — Loufer 
Division  of  Writers,  Question,  Colonel 
Nsghten  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Excheouer  Mar  23,  [228]  472  ;  Question, 
Mr.  0  Conor ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  April  27,  1759 

Writers  at  the  Customs  Out-Ports,  Question, 
Mr.  M*LAreu;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  Mar  31.  [228]  963  ;— Out- 
door Officers  at  Out- Ports,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Shaughnessy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 
^;^7  10,  [228]  1478 

Customs  {Out-door  Department),  Q,ue9iion,  Mr. 
Boord ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  U.  Smith  May  23, 
[229]  1115 

Scheme  of  the  Play  fair  Commission —  The 
Customs,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  27, 
[230]  499 

Inland  Revenue  (Out-door  Department),  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Wheelhouse ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  June  16,  [329]  1973 

Ciptl  Service  Trading 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee  (Sir  Thomas 
Chambers)  June  20,  [230]  178 

[House  counted  out] 

Clean  Rivers  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Earl  of  Doncaster) 
I  Presented  ;  read  1^*  July  17  (No.  182) 

Read  2'  July  25,  [230]  1881 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  27 

KdsA  3^  •  July  28 
e.  Read  P  •  July  31  [Bill  279] 

BUI  withdrawn  *  August  10 

Clerk  of  the  Peace  and  of  the  Crown 
(Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Sir  Michael 

Eicks- Beach) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  ifar  30  [BiU  119] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^** 
May  26,  [229]  1337 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Sir  Colman  OLogh- 
len) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  *■  now,'  Ac.  ; " 
Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed" {Mr,  Meldon)  ;  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to ;  Debate  adjourned 

BiU  witbdnwD  •  July  17. 


\ 


Oleyeland,  Duke  of 

Commons,  Comm.  cL  19,  [330]  1480 
University  of  Oxford,  2R.  [227]  1686  ;  Commi 

[228J  932;   d.  16,  1306;  Report,  add.  el. 

1952 


Cliitobd,  Mr.  C.  C,  Newport,   Isle  of 
Wight 
Universitj  of  Oxford,  2R.  [339]  1737 
Unreformed    Municipal    Corporations  —  Yar- 
mouth and  Brading,  Isle  of  Wight,  [339]  1620 


CuvB,  Mr.  G.,  Hereford 

Army  —  Dublin,  Garrison  of— Typhoid  Fever, 

[327]  2015 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  [229]  1274, 

1275 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt  [228]  790 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  cl.  28,  [229] 

1768 
Salmon  Fisheries    Inspectors'    Report  ~~  The 

Wye,  [229]  264,  1972 


Coal  Mines 

Accidents  in  Coal  Mines,  Question,  Mr.  Side- 
bottom  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  CroM 
Feb  22,  [227]  674 

Mines  Act — Use  of  Blasting  Powder — Legis- 
lation, Questions,  Mr.  Mncdonald ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Feb  10,  [227]  136  ; 
Feb2B,  1022;  Jfar  10,  1797 

Mines  Inspectors  Reports  for  1875,  Question, 
Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  Feb  22,  [227]  680 

The  Birley  Explosion,  Question,  Mr.  Mac- 
donald ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cron  July  11, 
[230]  1279 

The  Clifton  Sail  CoUiery  Accident,  Question, 
Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
August  11,  [231]  1074 

The  Wigan  ColUeriee,  Question,  Mr.  Mac- 
donald ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
June  13,  [229]  1760 

Reports  of  Inspectors,  1875      .    .  [1499] 
Further  Reports  on   Blasting 
Powder [1449] 


Coal — Sale  by  Weight — Legislation 

Question,  Mr.  Gourley  ;   Answer,  Sir  Chariot 
Adderley  Feb  24,  [227]  816 

Coast  and  Beep  Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland) 

Bill         {Dr.  Ward,  Mr.  BuU,  Mr.  Collins, 

Sir  Joseph  M^Kenna) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  -F«5  9  [BiU  9] 

Moved,   ^'That    the    Bill    be    now  read   2°** 

Mar  22,  [228]  428 
After  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and 
add  "  upon  this  day  six  months"  {Sir  Michael 
HickS' Beach),   464;   Question    put,  "That 
•  now,'  Ac. ;"  A.  131,  N.  215  ;  M.  84. 
Word*  added ;  m«ATv^\i^*C\oxi,«A^^«^^^*Yo^»> 
and  agr^  ^^  •  ^^-  ^^^  '^"'^  ^^^  «ci.Tass«?iX»^ 
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CooHEANB,  Mr.  A.   D.  W.  R.  Baillie, 

Isle  of  Wight 
Arctic  Expedition — "  Pandora/'  OflQcers  of  the, 

[229]  1110 
Central  Asia — Khanate  of  Khokand,  Address 

for  Papers.  [229]  107,  123,  143 
Fine  Arts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [229]  288 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R.  [230]  1886 
Metropolis — Paving,  Cleansing,  and  Lighting, 
•      [230]  423 
Railway  Accident — John  Chiddy,  Reward  to, 

[231]  714 
Supply — Report — Suez  Canal — Modification  of 

Dues,  [228]  1671 
Turkey — Bulgaria,  Alleged  Atrocities  in,  [231] 

780 
Unrcformed    Municipal    Corporations  —  Tar- 
mouth  and   Brading,   Isle  of  Wight,   [229] 

1619,  1621 

CoGAN,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  F.,  Eildare 

Navy — Sub- Lieutenants,  [229]  1186 
Public  Houses  (Ireland) — Sunday  Closing,  Res. 
[229]  540 


C0LCHE8TEE,  Lord 

University  of  Oxford,  2R.  Amendt.[227]  1661, 
1667  ;  Coram,  cl.  16,  [228]  1804  ;  cl.  17, 
Amendt.  1307  ;  add,  cl,  1816 ;  Report,  c2.  16, 
1961 

Cole,  Mr.  H.  T.,  Penrhyn,  Sfc, 

Appellate    Jurisdiction,    Comm.  [230]    1152; 

ci.  .3,  1160 
Coroners,  Res.  [230]  1814 
Judicature  Act,   1873 — Summer  Assizes,  [229] 

921,  1187 
Magistrates  (Ireland) — Orange  Meeting,  Speech 

at,  [229]  172 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [229]  93  ; 

Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  [231]  1178 
Prisons,  211.  [230]  310 
Unrcformed  Municipal  Corporations  (England 

and  Wales),  Res.  [227]  1160 

CoLEBKOOKE,  Sir  T.  E.,  Lanarkshire,  N, 
Banns  of  Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  [230]  205 
Burghs  and   Populous   Places  (Scotland)  Gas 

Supply,  2R.  [228]  5  ;  Comm.  [229]  999 
Endowed   Schools    and    Hospitals   (Scotland), 

[227]  399  * 

Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1630,  1649, 

1654 
Parliament — Private   Bills — Reforees,  Motion 

for    a    Select    Committee,   [227]  498 ;    In- 
struction, Res.  [228]  617 
Poor  Law  (Scotland),  2R.  [229]  259  ;  Comm. 

[230]  633 
Royal  Titles,  Leave,  [227]  422  ;   Comm.  [228] 

109, 110 
Supply — Public  Education  in  Scotland,  [231] 

268 


COLERTDGE,  Lord 

Appellate     Jurisdiction,    Commons    Amendts. 

[231]  949 
Buriai,  Law  of.  Res.  [22()\  039 
Crut^hy  to  Animals,  Comm.  cl,  3,\.23o\\0^ 

\co«t. 


OoLXBiDos,  Lord— eofit. 
Fugitive    Slaves  —  The    Cirmilan,  P«liiia, 

[227] 1558, 1562 
Inns  of  Court,  Comm.  [229]  588 
Judicature  Act,  EzpUoatioo,  [231]  1 
Judicature  Acts — Cavev.  MAokeozie,  [230^1117 
United  State»—Extrmdition,  AddrMS  f»C» 

respondenoe,  [230]  1805 

Collins,  Mr.  E.,  JSTinsale 
Bankers    Deposits  —  Finaneial    Paaies,  Bm, 

[229]  791 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Ree.  [218]  741 
Coast  and  Deep  Sea  Fisberiet  (Irelaad),  SS. 

[228]  452  ; 

Merchant   Shipping,  '2R.  [337]  463 ;  Cssia 

cl,  9,  [228]  1870 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  [227]  UTI 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ii^ 

land)  (No.  2),  Comm.  [231]  356 
Supplv — Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Hm» 
hold  of,  [227]  1843 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  [337]  184e 
Ways  and  Means — Income   Tax,  &••.  [t4] 

1364 


CoLMAN,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Norwich 

Contagious    Diseases   (Animals),    Bes.  [tt;] 

2055 
Elementary  Education  Act — Wrentham,  [117] 

1414 
Municipal    OflQcers    Superannnatioo, 

[227]  1605 
Norwich  and  Boston  (Corrupt  Voters), 

[231]  1055 

Colonial  Marriages  Bill 

{Sir  Thomas  Chambers,  Dr.  Cameron^ Mr.  TMay) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  \''^  Feb  24  [Bill  87] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  July  5 

CoLviLLE  OF  CuLROSs,  Lord 

Railway    Accidents,    Royal    Commission  00— 

Brakes,  [229]  1095 
Wild  Fowl  Preservation,  3R.  [230]  1469 

Commercial  Frauds — Legislation 
Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  August  3,  [231]  423 

Commons  Bill  (Mr.  Secret^iry  Crm, 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibhttson) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Assheton  Cross)  Ffh  10, 

227J 186  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to; 

Bill  ordered  ;  read  1°  •  [Bill  51] 

Moved,  "That   the   Bill    be    now    read  2** 

.     Feb  18,  525 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 

"  this  House  considers  that  the  Bill  does  not 

provide  sufficient  facilities  for  the  regulatioa 

and  improvement  of  commons  in  their  pre> 

sent  open  condition,  and  is  of  opinion  tltat, 

after  the  recent  decisions  given  in  regard  to 

Epping  Forest  and  other  cases,  where   in- 

^\ci%wx^%  Vv?».N«  W«iv  illegally  and  arbitrarily 

\50ik, 
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CmtoiidaUd  Fund  (;^4.080,000)  £tU- oont. 

Committee* — b.p.  Mar  2 
Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  3 
Read  3^  after  ihort  debate  Mar  6,  [227]  U37 
I,  Read  \^^{The  Lard  PretiderU)  ifor  6 

Read  2**;    Committee    negatived;    read  3* 

Marl 
Rojal  Asient  Mar  9  [39  Viet,  c.  2] 

Consolidated  Fund  (£10,029,550  58.  Id.) 
Bill 

{Mr,  Raikett  Mr,  Chancellor  of  t/t€  Exchequer, 

Mr.  William  Henry  Smith) 

e.  Resolutions  [March  20]  reported,  and  agreed 
to  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  !*>•  Mar  21 
Read  2»*  Afar  22 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  23 
Read  3^  after  short  debate  Mar  24,  [228]  563 
/.  Read  I**  {The  Lord  President)  Mar  24 

Read   2**  ;    Committee   negatived  ;    read   3* 

Mar  25 
Royal  Assent  Mar  27  [39  Vict,  c.  4] 

Consolidated  Fnnd  (£11,000,000)  BiU 

{Mr,  Baikee,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Mr,  William  Henry  Smith) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  May  22 ;  Resolu- 
tion agreed  to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ; 
read  l*'*lfay24 

Read2«*3fay26 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  26 

Read  3<»*  ifay  29 
/.  Read  l^*  {The  Lord  President)  May  29 

Read    2*  * ;    Committee  negatived ;    read    3* 
May  30 

Royal  Assent  June  1  [39  Vict,  c.  15] 

Consolidated  Fnnd  (Appropriation)  BUI 

{Mr,  Raikes,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^ 

Mr,  William  Henry  Smith) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  August  7 
231]  Read  2°  August  8,  821 
.  Question,  General  Sir  George  Balfour  ;    An- 
swer,   The    Chancellor    ot    the    Exchequer 
August  10,  966 
.Committee  ;      Report,    after     short     debate 

August  10,  978 
.  Read  3«  AuguH  1 1, 1078 
I,  Read    !■•    {The     Marquess    of    Salisbury) 
August  11 
Read  2*  *  ;  Committee  negatived  August  12 
Read  3' *  iit4^u^  14 
Royal  Assent  August  15  [39  dc  40  Vict.  0. 60] 

Contagions  Diseases  Acts  Repeal  Bill 

(Sir  Harcourt  Johnstone,    Mr.   Whitbread,  Mn 

Stansfeld) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  P  •  Feb  10  [BiU  55] 

Moved,  "That    the   BiU    be   now  read    2»" 

July  19,  [230]  1556 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'That,"  and  add 
"considering  the  time  which  has  elapsed 
since  the  lUport  of  the  Royal  Commission, 
it  is  desirable  that  the  subject  of  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  Acts  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committftft"  ^Mt.  EutUwe  ^w«iK\>J.\  ^^«^^ 
lion   pTo^owA,  "•^Yi^x   v\»   ^««^v  ^ft»\* 

VOL.  COXXXT.  [miBD  asRiBs.]  [cofrf, '         a  a  ^^^^' 


Cinmmms  BiH-^ooni. 

ment "  (Mir,  Shaw  Lefevre)  v, ;    Question 

proposed,  "  That   the  words,  Ao,  ;  "   after 

short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  BiU  read  2^ 

Order  for  Committee    read  ;    Moved,  "  That 

Mr.   Speaker    do    now   leave    the    Chair" 

S29]ifay25,  1219 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  this  Bill  does 
not  give  adequate  protection  to  the  interests 
of  the  rural  labourers,  and  does  not  provide 
proper  securities  against    the    inolosure  of 
those  Commons  which  it  is  desirable  to  pre- 
serve in  their  uninclosed  condition  for  the 
use  and    enjoyment    of  the   people"  {Mr, 
Fawcett)  v. ;  Question  proposed,  **  That  the 
words,  Ac, ; "   after  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  234,  N.  98  ;  M.  136 
Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ac,"  put, 
and  agreed  to  ;  Committee — r.p. 
.  Committee— B.P.  May  29,  1379 
•  Committee — b.p.  June  1, 1523 
.  Committee  ;  Report  June  8,  1556  [BUI  184] 
330]  Considered  June  20,  131 

Read3«*/ini«22 
/.  Read  !••  (Lord  President)  June  23   (No.  139) 
.  Read  2*,  after  short  debate  July  6,  1029 
.  Committee  July  14,  1427 
.  Report  July  18, 1518  (No.  176) 

Read  3*  •  July  20  (No.  183) 

331]  c.  Lords  Amendts  considered  Au^t  7>773 
Amendts.  as  &r  as  the  Amendt.  in  page  22, 

line  33,  read  2**,  and  agreed  to 
Page  22,  line  33,  after  "situate,"  to  insert 
"  but  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not 
apply  to  any  commons  or  waste  lands  whereon 
the  rights  of  common  are  vested  solely  in  the 
lord  of  the  manor,"  the  next  Amendt.  read  2^ 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendt. ; "  A.  47,  N.  18  ; 
M.  29  ;  subsequent  Amendts.  agreed  to 

[BiU  273]   _ 
I.  Royal  Assent  August  11   [39  A  40  Vict.  0.  56] 

Companies  Acts  (1862  and  1867)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

{Mr.  Chadwick,  Sir  Henry  Jackson,  Mr.  Sampson 
Lloyd,  Mr.  Rylands,  Mr,  Bopwood,  Mr, 
Benjamin  Whitworth) 

C  Ordered  :  read  1»  •  June  27  [Bill  211] 

Read2^<*  Augusts 

Committee  * — r.p.  August  7 

Committee  *  ;  Report  August  8 

Readd"*  Augusts 
I.  Read  l^^  {Earl  ForUseue)Auaust  10  (So.  21S) 

Read  ^2%  after  short  debate  August  11,  [231] 
1065 

CoKOLLY,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal  Co, 

Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2R.  [227] 

771.  774,  775 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add.  «l.  [228]  1939 

Consolidated  Fnnd  (£4,080,000)  Bill 

{Mr,  Raikes,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exehequer, 
Mr,  WilUam  Henry  Smith) 

«.  Eetolution  [Feb  24]  reported  ;   Bill  ordered  ; 
retad  1^*  Fed  25 
Bead  2*"^  Fed  28 


\ 


Contagioiu  Diitaiti  Aeli  Repeal  Bill — oont. 
Main    QueBtion    mgiin   propoped,    "  That    the 

Bill  be  Qow  read  2"  " 
Amendt,  to  Ibsyb  out  "row,"and  add  "upon 

this  da;  two  monthi"  (Sir  Ckarlm  Legard) 
Queation  put.  "ThaC  '00*'  Ao.i"  A.  103, 

N.  224  ;  M,  ISS 
Words  added  ;   maio   Qneation,   u  amendBd, 

put,  and   agreed  to ;   3R.  pat  off  for  two 


Conti^ions  Diteasa  (Animah) 
Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  HouM, 
the  gsneral  orders  and  regulations  for  the 
stoppage  of  Contagioas  Diseases  among  Stoek 
should  cease  to  be  varying  or  permiasiTe.and 
should  be  aniform  throughout  Great  Britain 
and  Irelaod"  (Mr,  CtareRead)  Mar  U,[2I7] 
2017 
Amende,  to  add,  at  end  of  Question,  "  and  that 
it  is  further  desirable  that  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Select  Committee  of  1873,  in 
relalioo  to  foot  aud  mouth  disease,  should 
b«  carried  into  effect "  {Mr.  O'Conar) ;  Qua*- 
lion  proposed,  "That  those  irorda  he  there 
added ; "  niter  long  debate,  Amendt.  and 
Motion  aithdrawo 

CoDTentiaii  (Ireland)  Act  Repeal, Bill 

(Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth,  Mr.  Ronayne,  Mr.  <yCUry) 
e.  Ordered  i  read  !••  May  S  [Bill  113] 

Bill  withdrawn  ■  July  10 

CouTicted  Children  Bill  (Sir  EardUy 

Wilmot,  Mr.  Flayer,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon) 
C.  Ordered  ;  read  \'*  June  U  [Bill  192] 

Re.id  2°  "  Jant  28 
Bill  withdrawn,  after  short  debate  July6,[xy}\ 


Convict  Prisons  (Betams)  Bill 

(Sir  Henry  Stlmn-IbbeUim,  Mr.  Secretary  Crott) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  ■  July  3  [Bill  227] 

Read  2°  •  July  10 

Committee*;  Report /u^ji  1 3 

Read  3l'*Julll  U 
I.  Read  l"-*  (The  Marqueu  of  SaHih«rv)Jvty\t 

HeaU3'*  J»'y27  (tJo.  179) 

Committee";  Report /u'y  28 

Read  3'' July  3\ 

Royal  Assent  August  II    [39  *  *0  Via.  o.  43] 

Cooliee — Tiie  Idartd  of  Reunion 

Question,  Mr.  Eriington  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Bonrke 
Mar  23,  [ll8]  478 


Inland  Revenue— Public    Health  Act,   1S7S— 

Proiy  Stamp,[«8]  HIO 
National  Caller;— New  Buildings,  [zzS]  ITD 

Copyrigld  Vommis'ion 
Question,  Mr.  E.Jenkins;  Anwef,SrtCtim\ei.' 
ylddorle;  3far  16,  [ll^l^^ 


fGENEBAL INDEX} 
ai7— siS — 119—130—131. 

Cobs,  Earl  of 


MoT»d,  "  That  fiirttMr 
with  regard  to  tbo  q< 
ment  of  Coronen  and  tha  mode  «f  L 


Ic^ulMioD  lidiArik 


CoTonerB  (Snblin)  Bill 

( .Wr.  SuSivan,  Sir  ArAar  OnimteM,  Jfr.  Kmk 

Brooki,  Mr.  Patrvk  JVortn) 
f.  Ordered  ;  read  1°*  Mar  IS  [Bill  IN] 

Read  2°  ■  Jfor  27 

Committue  •  ;  Report  May  IT         JBill  lO] 

Committee  *  (on  re-eomm.) — mj.  iny  )( 

Committee":  Report  M«y  2i 

Considered  •  May  26 

Read  3°  ■  May  39 

Lords  Amendls.  [Bill  114] 

I.  VM>A\'*{Lord  CHagoMyMixyW  (N0.IM) 

Bead  2-  ■  June  33 

Committee*  June  33 

Report  ■  Jmte  36 

Read  3"  ■  June  37 

Rojal  Assent  J«ly  13      [39  A  40  Ptd.  ■.«} 

Corrnpt  Practices  at  ElectionB  KS 

Afterward! — 

Parliamentary    Elections    and   taap, 
Practices  Bill 

{Mr.  AtUmtey  General,  Mr.  Seerelary  Oao) 

...Ordered:  read  l°*  .Ju^ri  8  [Bill  SH) 

Bill  withdrawn  ■  Angati  10 

CoKET,  Hon.  H.  W.  Lowry,  Tyrmw 

'    Armj — Omagh,  Barraeka  at,  [117]  3S0 

OoHRT,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Belfmt 

Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [119]  11' 

C0TTE8LOE,  Lord 

AgrleulturaH^hildren  Act,  [S17]  131 

Gold  Coast— Whydah,  The  Outrage  at.  [ill 

SS5 
Local  GoTcrnment  Board's  ProTisional  Or4B 

Confirmation    (Birmingham,    Ac.).    B(fW 

[HO]  1630 
Poor  Uw  Amendment.  2R.  [130]  1278 
Railway  Accidents — liojal  CommiasioD,  ReM 

[117] 864 
West   Afric.in    Settlements — Cesaion    of  ib 

Gambia,  [328]  261 
West    Coast    of  Africa  —  Dabomev,    Kiag  a 

[219] 761 

Cotton,    Right  Hon.  TV.    J.  E.  (tor 

Mayor),  London 

Citf  of  London  Companiea,  AddreM  lor  a  Bi 

turn. [!J9]  1139 
Crossed  Cheques,  Comm.  el.  5.  Ameodt.[)]( 

151.',^   3R.  [iji]   1317;    Re-eomm.  <J.  I 

1         \'i\'i-,  d.\1,\11ti 
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CoTTov,  Right  Hon.  W.  J.  R.- 

India— Kirwee  Booty,  [230]  1898 

Prisont,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjonrnment,  [230] 

813,  886 
Toll  Bridges  (Rirer  Thames),  [230]  1638 

Council  of  India  (Professional  Appoint- 
ments) Bill 

{Mr.  Raikes,  Lord  Qtorge  HamxlUm^  Mr.  WiUiam 

Henry  Smith) 

c.  Resolution  [Feb  11]  reported,  and  agreed  to* 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  14     [Bill  69] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3«" 
Mar  2,  [227]  1278 

Amendt.  to  leayeont  from  "That,"  and  add 
<*it  is  inexpedient  to  pass  this  Bill,  as  it 
would  throw  an  additional  and  nnneoessary 
charge  on  the  Revenues  of  India"  (Mr, 
Fawcetf)  v. ;  after  short  debate,  Question 
put,  "  That  the  words,  <fec. ;"  A.  101,  N.  41 ; 
M.  110 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^ 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  6 

Read  do'ifar  9 
2.  Read  1*  •  (If.  of  Salulmry)  Mar  10  (No.  28) 

Read  2%  after  debate  Mar  17,  [228]  16ff 

Oommittee  Mar  21,  845 

Report  *  Mar  23 

Read  3*  *  Afar  24 

Royal  Assent  April  7  [89  Viet,  e.  7] 

County  Inflrmaries  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Meldon,  Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  (yShaughnesey) 

«.  Ordered  ;  read  l^Teb9   "  [Bill  47] 

2R.  [Dropped] 

County  of  Peebles  Justiciary  District 
(Scotland)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Advoeate,  Mr.  Secretary  Crott) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l""  *  June  28  [Bill  212] 

Read  2«  *  June  30 

Oommittee  *  ;  Report  July  5 

ReadS*»/M/y6 
/.  Read  1*«  ( The  Lord  President)  July  7 

Read  2*»  July  11  (No.  158) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  13 

Uesid  3^  •July  14 

Royal  Assent /u/y  24    [39  &  40  Vict.  0.  clii] 

County  Palatine  of  Lancaster  (Clerk  of 
the  Peace)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hardeastle,  Mr.  HoU,  Mr.  Clifton) 

0.  Ordered ;  read  1°*  Feb  10  [Bill  53] 
Mored,  "That    the    Bill  be   now   read    2o" 

JF'tf*15,[2a7]335 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'  now,"  and  add  '*  upon 

this  day  six  months  "  {Mr.  Rathbone) ;  after 

short  debate.  Question,  *'  That  '  now,'  Ac." 

put,  and  agreed  to 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2<* 
Oommittee ;  Report  Feb  29,  1160 
Oonsidered  Mar  9, 1778 
Read3*'*Jlfar  17 

1.  Read  1*  •  {Lord  JFinmarleigh)  Mar  20  (No.  34) 
Read  2*,  after  short  debate  Mar  24,  [228]  560 
Oommittee  *  ;  Report  Mar  27 

Read  3*  *  Mar  28 
Bo/Ml  Aesent  Jpril  7  [89  Vict.  0.  ui] 


Counly  Bates  (Ireland)  Bin 

(Mr.  Butt,  Mr.  Downing,  Mr.  Richard  Smyth) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  April  27  [  Bill  138] 

Moved,  <«That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^*' 
ifoy  9,  [299]  306 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith):  after  short  debate, 
Motion  agreed  to ;  Debate  adjourned 

Read2o*/ti/y  10 

Oommittee  [Dropped] 


CouBTOWN,  Earl  of 

Grand  Juries  (IreUnd),  Res.  [229]  1413 
Irish  Peerage,  Coomi.  el  2,  [228]  1900  ;  Re- 
port, [239]  190 


CowAir,  Mr.  J.,  Edinburgh 
Army — Sea  Ports — Defences — Firth  of  Forth, 

[227]  1565.  1566 
Harbours  of  Refuge — North  East  Ooast,  Res. 

[231]  40 
Supply — Friendly  Societies,  Registry  of,  [227] 

515 


CowEN,  Mr.  J.,  NewcaetU'Ofi'^Tyne 
Agricultural   Holdings  (England)    Act — The 

Ecclesiastical  Oommissioners,  [228]  963 
Commons,  Comm.  el.  2,  [229]  1398 
Oonsolidated    Fund    (Appropriation),    Consid. 

el.  1,  [231]  980 
Duke  of  Schomberg's  Pension — Commutation, 

Res.  [231]  755,  758 
Egypt— Papers,  Ac.  [228]  1758 
Elementary   Education,   Comm.   [230]   1283 ; 

cl.  1,  Amendt.  1416;  Consid.   el.  14,  [231] 

479,  550 ;  3R.  574 
England  and  France  —  Extradition  —  Nadal, 

Case  of,  [231]  116 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards),  2R. 

[229]  848,  912 
Irish  Folitical  Prisoners.  Res.  [231]  292 
Judicature  (Ireland) — Court  of  Common  Pleas, 

[231]  1153 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [229]  63, 

65,  208 
Parliament — Strangers,  Exclusion  of— Sessional 

Order.  [229]  1495 
Peru — Steamship  "  Talisman,"   Crew  of  the. 

Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  397 
Royal  Titles,  3R.  [228]  501,  1757 
Supply— Lord  Lieutenant   of  Ireland,  House- 
hold of,  Amendt.  [227]  1840 
Turkey  —  Bulgaria,    Reported    Atrocities   in, 

[231]  734 


CowPEB,  Earl 

Criminal  Law — Untried  Prisoners,  Detention  of 
--Case  of  George  Hill,  [228]  919 

Railway  Accidents,  Royal  Commission  on— ^ 
Brakes,  [229]  1098 


1 
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Crab   and  Lobster  Fisheries  (Norfolk) 

Bill       {Mr,  Frederick  Walpole,  Sir  Robert 
Button,  Mr,  Colman) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !»•  Mar  17  [Bill  109] 

Read2»*Jfar  21 

Question,  Mr.  Meldon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 
ton  Cross  June  26,  [230]  429 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  27 

Considered  •  June  28 

Read3°*/M>MJ29 
I,  Read  !■•  {Lord  Suffield)  June  30  (No.  164) 

Read  2*  •  Juli/  7 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  10 

Read  3»*  Juli/  13 

Royal  Assent  July  24     [39  &  40  Vict.o,  oli] 

Crawford,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Down 

Cattle  Disease  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  4,  Amendt. 
[229]  182 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [230]  224 

Orphan  and  Deserted  Children  (Ireland),  2R. 
[230]  990 

Tenant  Right  at  the  Expiration  of  Leases  (Ire- 
land), 2R.  Amendt.  [228]  2048 

Criminal  Law 

M1SCELLANBOU8  Questions 

Adminittration  in  Summary  Cases,  Observa- 
tions, Mr.  Ilopwood;  Reply,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  June  16,  [229]  1993 

Agrpravated  Assaults  on  iromen — Legislation, 
Question,  Colonel  Eperton  Leigh  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Feb  18,  [227]  481 

Bravo,  Mr.  —  The  Ingnest,  Questions,  Mr. 
Serjeant  Simon,  Mr.  Callan  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  May  18.  [229]  922 

Buxton  R^ff/innatory,  Question,  Mr.  Burt ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Mar  13, [227]  1866 

Case  of  James  Timony,  Question,  Mr.  Ander- 
son ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Ilicks-Bcach 
July  3,  [230]  853 

Case  of  Joseph  IfadUy,  Question,  Mr.  Pease  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Mar  27,  [228]  627 

Cases  of  Lewis,  Piatt,  and  Lancaster — Remis' 
sion'jof  Sentence,  Question,  Dr.  Kenealy  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  31,  [231] 
115;  yl«^7?ii<7,[23i]697 

Case  of  Margaret  M'Fadden,  Question,  Mr. 
Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
Mar\(S,  [228]  68 

Case  of  Mr.  Palmer —  The  Metropolitan  Police, 
Question,  Observations,  Sir  William  Fraser  ; 
Replv,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  April  7,  [228] 
1462' 

Case  of  Police-Constable  Maeonachie,  Obser- 
vations, The  Earl  of  Minto ;  Reply,  The 
Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon  Mar  27, 
[228]  599 

CcLse  of  Thomas  Hare — Cumulative  Penalties, 
Question,  Mr.  Rod  well ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 
ton Cros»  July  7,  [230]  1137 

Case   of  Uoratio    Walters,   Question,  Captain 
Pirn  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  August  12, 
[231]  1206 
Constabulary  Grants,  QuesUon,  Mr.  ''WYAWeW  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  VV.  U.  Sma\i  July  28,^13^"^^ 

\cont. 


GRnflNAL  Law — eont. 

Dietary  of  MilXbank  PriMom,  QoMtiai.  Ifr. 

Rowley  Hill ;  Answer,  Mr.  AwhttOB  Crw 

August  10,  [231]  970 
Disproportioned    Sentences,     QoestioD,    Mr. 

James  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Auheton  Crott  JIvl, 

[227]  1709 
Dog  Poisoning,  Qnestion,   Sir  Trevor  Ltv. 

rence  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Auheton  Croei  ApnlU, 

[228]  1635 
Escape  of  Fenian  ConvieU  from  Jvifraiii. 

Question,  Dr.  G.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 

Lowther  June  0,  [229]  1604  ;  QocttieB,  Mr. 

O'Connor    Power ;    Answer,    Blr.   Disaii 

Jtme  22,  [230]  261 
Execution  of  George  BUI,  Qoeetion,  Mr.  P.  A. 

Taylor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Hof  i, 

[229]  34 
Expense  of  Executions,  Question.  Mr.  Fi^ 

tesoue  iTarrison  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smkh 

May  8,  [229]  206 

Judicature  Act,  1873  —  Untried  Pnsosm, 
Question,  Mr.  Ryder ;  Answer,  Mr.  Aaks- 
ton  Cross  Mar  28,  [328]  702 ;  —  Cm 
of  George  HiU,  Question,  Obsoifatias^ 
Earl  Cowper ;  Reply,  The  Lord.  Ck»* 
celior  Mar  31,  919; —  Winter  Atsbm, 
Question,  Lord  Elcho  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Aaki> 
ton  Cross  Mar  37,  625 ;  Qoestioa,  Mr. 
Ryder ; 'Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Gross  Jtfnrlt, 
[229]  488;--7'A<!  Summer  Assises,  <W 
tion,  Mr.  Cole  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton Cros 
May  18,921;— The  Assises,  QoestioB,Mr. 
Cole  ;  Answer,  The  Attomej  Geners!  Ms^ti, 
1187 

Mad  Dogs,  Question,  Mr.  Sykes :  Answer,  Mr. 

Assheton  Cross  May  23,  [229]  1115 

Outrages  in  Jermyn  Street,  Question,  Mr. 
Thornhill ;    Answer,    Mr.    Assheton   Croa 

July  11,  [230]  1281 

Police  at  Plymouth,  Question,  Mr.  Ilopwood: 
Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  AugSut  19, 
[231]  975 

Police — Devonport  Watch  Committee,  Quettioi, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  AssheCos 
Cross  May  9,  [229]  263 

Poiitefract  Magistrates  —  Case  of  Dwpga*, 
Question,  Sir  Joseph  M'Kcnna ;  AniWr, 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  31,  [231]  114 

Prison  Diet,   Question,   Sir  William  Frusr: 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Mar  30,  [228] 

877 
Public    Prosecutor,     Question,     Sir    Charki 

Russell  ;     Answer,    Mr.     Assheton    CroM 

May  25,  [229]  1 189 
Quarter  Sessioiis — Juries*  Summons,  Qoestios, 

Colonel   Naghten ;    Answer,    The   Aitorsey 

General  April  24,  [228]  1676 

Release  of  Political  Prisoners,  Questions,  Mr. 
M.  Brooks  ;  Answers,  Mr.   Disraeli  Mar  9, 

[227]  1718  ;  May  22,  [229]  1040 

The  Convict  Chi-istos  Baumbos,  Question,  Mr. 

II.  B.  Sheridan  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  ilicki- 

Beach  August  8,  [231]  817 
The    Convict     Edward     0* Meagher    Condom, 

Questions,     Mr.     Parneli ;     Answers,   Mr. 

Bourke,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Feb  28,  [217] 

1025 
The  Cotwxcl  SlandT\dg«,  Qjaeation,  Mr.  Ws<My; 
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Convatnng  Jurors,  Question,  Mr.  Bnien ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh  July  27, 
[230]  1974 

The  Convict  Ktrvoan,  Question,  Mr.  Callan  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Miohael  Iliokt-Beaoh  August  3, 
[231]  424 

Trial  [of  Claffet/,  Question,  Mr.  Callan ;  An- 
swer, The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
^M^ttrt  10,  [23i]974 

IThe  Tichbome  Case 

Arthur  Orton,  Question,  Major  O'Gorman ; 
Annwer,  Mr.  Assheton  Gross  June  22,  [230] 
218 

7T^«  Queen  v.  Castro^  Witnesses t  Question, 
Mr.  Whalley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
Mar  16,  [228]  72  ;  ObserTations,  Mr. 
Whalley  ;  Reply.  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
Mar  17.  246;— 7%«  7iia/  at  Bar— The 
Orton  Portraits  and  Paintings,  Questions, 
Mr.  Whalley ;  Answers,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
August  9,  [231]  878  ;  August  11,  1071 

Treatment  of  the  Convict  Orton,  Question,  Dr. 
Kenealy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
ifar  9,  [227]  1712;  Question,  Mr.  Whalley; 
Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  May  26,  [229] 
1271 

Vaecination  Act 

Arrests,  Question,  Mr.  Blake  ;  Answer,  Mr* 
Assheton  Cross  May  22,  [229]  1052 

Milner's  Case,  Question,  Mr.  Pease ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Mar  23,  [228]  477 

Prosecutions,  Question,  Mr.  P.  A.Taylor;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Mar  16,  [228]  62 

The  Keighley  Board  of  Oitardians,  Question, 
Mr.  Serjeant  Simon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth /w/y  7,  [231]  1139 

'  Wife  Desertion — Case  of  George  Warrington, 
Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  Mar  14.  [227]  2011 

Criminal  Law — Railway  Traim,  Throwing 

Stones  at 

Moved,  for  Copy  of  evidence  given  before  the  Sal' 
ford  Police  Court  {Earl  De  La  Warr)  May  29» 
[229]  1341  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 


Criminal   Law    Evidence    Amendment 

Bill  (Afr.  Ashley,  Mr.  Oeorge  Clive) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  /V6  11  [Bill  61] 

Order  for  2R.  read  May  24,  [229]  1182  ;  after 
short  debate,  further  proceeding  on  2R.  ad- 
journed 
Further  Proceeding  on  2R.  resumed  July  26, 

[230]  1925 

Moved,   "That   the   Bill    be    now  read   2"*" 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  **  upon 

this     day    two    months "    (ifr.    Rodweu) ; 

Question  proposed, "  That '  now,'  dec. ;"  after 

debate,   Amendt.  and   Motion    withdrawn ; 

BUI  witbdnwa 


\ 


Crossed  Cheques  Bill 

( The  Lord  Chancellor) 

227]  i.  Presented  ;  read  1»  Feb  18,  474   (No.  12) 
e.  Question,  Sir  John  Lubbock ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
.      G.  Uubbard  Feb  22,  684 
./.Read  2*  Feb  29,  1106 
Committee  •  Mar  9  (No.  27) 

Report*  i/ar  14  (No.  30) 

Read3»*  Mar  17 
c.  Read  !••  {Mr.  Attorney  General)  Mar  21 
Read  2"*  April  6  [Bill  112] 

Committee— R.P.  July  17,  [230]  151.5 
Committee*  ;  Report  July  24        [Bill  267] 
Considered  *  August  8 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  3*" 
Bill  re-committed  in  respect  of  Clauses  4,5, 
and  12  August  14,  [231]  1207  ;  Committee  ; 
Report  ;    Bill  read  3^  with    Amendments, 
and  passed 
/.  Royal  Assent  August  15    [39  &  40  Via.  0.  81] 

Ceoss,  Eight  Hon.  E.  A.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), Lancashire,  S.  W. 

Agricultural  Children  Act — Henry  Cole,  Case 

of,  [229]  47 
•  Artizans  Dwellings,  [229]  1669 
Bishopric  of  Truro,  2R.  [230]  1761 
Borough  Boundaries,  [227]  2010 
Burgesses  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1188 
Burial  Grounds,  2R.  Bill  withdrawn,  [230]  1925 
Burial  Service— Church  of  England,  [228]  881 
Burial  Services — Dore  Burial  Case,  [228]  469, 

966 
Burial  Services  in  Parish  Churchyards,  Res. 

[227]  1320,  1369 

Channel  Islands — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Jersey,  Bailiff  of  the  Royal  Court,  [228]  352 
Orders  in  Council,  [230]  5,  6,  428,  1622 
Royal  Court  of.  [227]  1120,   1121  ;  [228] 
964;  [231]  968 

Church  of  England — Halifax,  Vicarage  of, 
[230]  1177;— Vicar's  Rate,  [229]  152U ; 
I231]  973 

Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [228]  42 

Churchyards — Owston  Churchyard,  [227]  1202 

City  of  London  Companies,  Address  for  a  Ko- 
turn,  [229]  1150 

Colliery  Accidents — Wigan  Collieries,  [229] 
1761 

Commercial  Frauds,  [231]  422 
327]  Commons,  Leave,  186,  196,  197  ;  2R.  542 
229]Comm.  1241,  1243,  1250,  1253,  1382, 
1385  ;  cl.  2,  1389,  1393,  1394,  1396, 
1397,  1398  ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 
ib.,  1400 ;  cl  4,  1523,  1524  ;  cl.  8,  1525, 
1527,  1528.  1529,  1531  ;  el,  12,  1632,  1533, 
1535 ;  cl.  18,  1558  ;  cl,  22,  1562 ;  cl.  25. 
1563;  cl.  28,  Amendt.  1565,  1567,  1568, 
1569,  1570 ;  add,  el.  1572  ;  Preamble,  1575, 
1576 

23o]Con8id.  131,  134,   135;  Amendt.  138,139, 
.     140 

Coroners,  Res.  [230]  1310 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections — Norwich  and 
Boston  Election  Commissions,  [229]  1035 

County  Palatine  of   Lancaster  (^Clerk.  of  t.\\!^ 
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Cross,  Right  Hon.  R.  A,^-cofU. 

Crab  and  Lobster  Fisheries  (Norfolk),  [230] 

420  ;— (United  Kingdom),  1967 
Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Bravo,  Mr.— The  Inquest,  [229]  923 

Buxton  Reformatory,  [227]  1866 

Dog  Poisoning,  [228]  1636 

Edward  O'Meagher  Condon,  The  CooTiot, 
[227]  1025 

George  Ilill,  Execution  of,  [229]  35 

Horatio  Walters,  Case  of,  [231]  1207 

Jermyn  Street,  Outrages  in,  [230]  1281 

Judicature  Act,  1873 — Summer  Assizes, 
[229]  926 

Justice,  Delay  of — Winter  Assises,  [228] 
625,  702 

Lewis,  Piatt,  and  Lancaster,  Cases  of— Re- 
mission of  Sentence,  [231]  115 

Mad  Dogs,  [229]  1116 

Margaret  M'Fadden,  Case  of,  [228]  69 

Metropolitan  Police^  Case  of  Mr.  Palmer, 
[228]  1465 

Millbank  Prison,  Dietary  of,  [231]  871 

Police  at  Plymouth,  [231]  970 

Police — DcTonport  Watch  Committee,  [229] 
264 

Pontefract  Magistrates— Duggan,  Case  of, 
[231]  114 

Prison  Diet,  [228]  877 

Prisoners,  Untried,  [229]  488 

Public  Prosecutor,  [229]^!  190 

Sentences,  Disproportioned,  [227]  1709 ; — 
Remission  of,  [231]  698 

Standridge,  The  Convict,  [229]  207 

Summary  Cases,  Administration  of,  [229] 
1998 

Thomas  Hare,  Case  of— Cumulative  Penal- 
ties, [230]  1 138 

Tichborne  Case — Arthur  Orton,  [229]  1271 ; 
[230]  248  ;  Queen  v.  Castro — Witnesses, 
[2 28 J  73,  249  ;— Portraits,  Ac.  [231]  879, 
1071 

Tichborne  Claimant,  [227]  1712 

Vaccination  Act,  Arrests  under  the,  [229] 
1062 

Wife  Desertion — George  Warrington,  Case 
of,  [227]  2011 

Women,  Aggravated  Assaults  on,  [227]  482 

Crossed  Cheques,  Comm.  cl.  6,  [230]  1516 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  [231]  886;  Comm. 

el.  2,  1147  ;  cl.  3,   1148,  1149  ;  cL  5,  1151 ; 

add.cl.ib.,  1162 
Diocese  of  Exeter,  Leave,  [229]  1601 
Ecclesiastical     Assessments     (Scotland),    2R. 

[228] 1162;  [230]  1048,  1481 
Ecclesiastical    Dilapidations   Acts,    1871    and 

1872,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228] 

374 
Education — Factories    Act,     1874 — Examina- 
tions, [227]  261 
Election  of  Aldermen  (Cumulative  Vote),  2R. 

[229]  1662 

Election  Petitions,  Trial  of,  [229]  37 
Electors,    Registration    of— Parochial    Relief, 
[227]  1206 

Elementary  Education,  Coram,  cl.  4,  [230] 
1289  ;  add.  el.  1644  ;  [231]  10,  26  ;  Consid. 
cl.  8,  476  ;  cl.  16,  664 

Elementary  Education  Act,  1870 — Compulsory 
Attendance — George  tieavis,  Case  o?,  \ji'i1^ 
:'28,  229 

\cont. 


Cross,  Right  Hon.  R.  A.- 

Employers  Liability  for  lojorj,  2R.  [299]  UN 
Endowed  Schools — Aitittont    BfasUn,  [tsf] 

1420 
England  and  France  —  Ezinuiitioii  —  Ka41, 

Case  of,  [231]  116 
Exhibition  CommissioDers  of  1851 — Tbe  Fnn- 

cial  Position,  [230]  254 
Explosive  Substances  Act,  1875  —  Dvubjh 
Explosion  in  South  Wales,  [228]  1S31: 
[229]  1191  ;— Hamilton,  Ezplosioa  at,  ^25^ 
268  ;~Railway  Companiet'  Bye-Lavs,  [lO^ 
879 
Factory  Acts  —  Bleaobworlu  mod  Dytweifa^ 

[228]  1098 
Factory  and  Worksbopt  Aet,  [aiS]  1762 ;  [ti|] 

1520 
Factory  and  Workshop  Committion^Be^ 

[228]  618 
Fugitive  Slave  Commisaion — ^Tho  Rtport,[u|] 

1976 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  [227]  1864 
Home  Office — ^DepuUtions,  [330]  1628 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.  [337]  Ml; 

[230]  1026 
Inland  Revenue— Grocers'    Wine   and  Spirit 

Licences,  [227]  1568      , 
Intemperance—  «foint  Committae,  [350]  1043 
intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Law  hmmi 

ment)  (No.  2;,  2R.  [228]  1890,  1892 
Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Ret.  [331]  315. 3U 
Law  and  Justice— Miscellaneous  (^oettioiis 
Judges'   Chambers — Reporters,    Admiwiw 

of,  [227]  479 
Judicature  Act,  1873—  OflBoial 

[227]  802 
Judicature  Act,  1875  —  ElcTcnth 

[229]  1422 
Judicature  Acts — Judges  on  Circuit,  [250] 

1968 
Jury  Law — Legislation,  [227]  564 
Justice,  Summary  Administration  of,  [217] 

812 
Market — Bubble     Companies — Fraudolest 

Practices,  Ac.  [227]  810 
Public  Prosecutors — Legislation,  [227]  554 
Wilberforce,  Mr.  R.  G.,  Case  of,  [227]  675; 

Res.  [228]  2019 
Yorkshire  Magistracy,  [230]  1044 
Licensing  Act,  1872— Burial  Clubs,  [328]  860, 

1099 
Liverymen  (City  of   London),    Motion  for  s 

Return,  [228]  1816 
Local  Taxation,  [227]  1123 
London  Municipal    Government,    Res.   [229] 

1812 
Mercantile  Marine — Miscellaneous  Questiou 
Jloratio  Walters,  Case  of,  [231]  1207 
'•  Lily  of  Devon,"  The,  [229]  925 
"  Lockesley  Hall,"  The,  [229]  42  ;— Thames 
Police  Court,  Decision  at,  [228]  1837 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  cl.  16,  [228]  1793: 
add.  cl.  [229]  224,  227  ;  Consid.  cl.  11,  1068 
Metropolis — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Artizans  Dwellings  Act — Lancashire  Court, 

Bond  Street,  [231]  1204 
Snow,  Removal  of,  [227]  400 
Street  Accidents  from  Vans,  Ac,  [228]  1482 
Temple  Bar,  [227]  1203 
University     Boat     Race  —  Uammersmith 
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CmoM,  Right  Hon.  R.  A,-~cont. 

MetropoliUn  Fire  Brigade— Fire  at  CheUea, 

[230]  1626 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  Ameodt.  [228]  369 
MetropoliUn  Police— Helmets,  [230]  1819 
Mines— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Blasting  Powder,  [227]  137,  1022,  1797 
Coal    Mines,   Accidents  in,  [227]  676; — 
Birley   Explosion,  [230]   1279 ;— Clifton 
Hall  Colliery  Accident,  [231]  1074 
Reports  of  Inspectors  for  1875,  [227]  681 
Municipal    Officers    Superannuation  (No.   2), 

2R.  [227]  327 
NaTy — Miscellaneous  Questions 

H.M.S.  "Thunderer,"  [230]   1888,  1971; 

[231]  8,  1072,  1206 
"  MUtletoe,"  The,  CoUision.  [227]  269  ;- 
Coroner's    Jury,  [228]   1761 ;— Further 
Inquiry,  [230]  429 

Navy  Estimates — Soientifio  Departments,  [229J 

2020 
Noxious  Vapours — A  Royal  Commission,  [230] 

1624 
Offences  against  the  Person,  Comm.[229]  1784 
Open  Spaces  (Metropolitan  District),   Comm. 

[228]  428 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 
East  Suffolk  Election,  [227]  2009 
Norwich  and  Boston,  Boroughs  of,  [229] 

1346 
Public  Business,  [229]  492, 1196, 1366, 2017 
Parliamentary  Agency,  Res.  [231]  827 
Parliamentary    and     Municipal     Registration 

(Boroughs),  3R.  [229]  1783 
Parliamentary  Franchise — Liverymen  of  Lon- 
don, [228]  1321 
Police    Superannuation — Special    Committee, 

Report,  [227]  814 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  3R.  [231]  668 
Pollution  ofRirers- The  Clyde,  [228]  1909 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland),  [230]  1049 
Poor  Law  (Scotland),  2R.  [229]  260 
Prisons,  Lea?e,  [229]  1636,  1563 ;  2R.  [230] 

314,  918 
Prisons  Bill — Prison  Chaplains,  [230]  737; — 

Roman  Catholic  Chaplains,  1396 
Prisons  (Scotland),  [231]  704 
Publicans  Certi6catcs  (Scotland),  Comm.  cL  6, 

Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  [228]  1811, 

1812.  1813 
Public  Meetings— Freedom  of  Discussion,  [228] 

1327 
Public  Schools  Act,  1868,  Res.  [228]  1443 
Queenborough  Harbour,  3R.  [229]  1970 
Railway  Accident  Commission— Frederick  Har- 

combe.  Case  of,  [229]  1618 
Record  Office— Destruction  and  Sale  of  Public 

Records,  [231]  693 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  [229]  366 
Roads  (ScotUnd)— Legislation,  [227]  479 
Salmon    Fisheries    Act,    1861— The    Sol  way, 

[230] 1176 
Salmon  Fisheries  Act,  1873 — Fishery  Board, 

[229]  1893 
Salmon  Fisheries  Inspectors'    Report  —  The 

Wye,  [229]  264,  1972 
Scientific  Instruction,  Royal  Commission  on, 

[227]  661 
ScotUnd — Ayr,  Fatal  Fire  in,  [230]  419 
Sheriff  Courts  (ScotlAnd),  2R.  [231]  663 
bundM/  TndiDg'-'BMken  Act,  [iiS]  62 


Cross,  Right  Hon.  R.  A.— <r<m<. 

Supply— Convict  Establishments,  England  and 
the  Colonies,  [228]  692 
Metropolitan  Police,  [228]  691 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts,  [229]  1691 
Police,  County  and  Borough,  [228]  337,  692 
Public  Buildings,  [229]  1684 
Report,  [227]  996  ;  [228]  687 
Sweden— Stockholm,  British  Church  at,  [231] 

716 
United  States — Extradition — Winslow,  Case 
of,    [228]    1909;    [229]    1113;— Caldwell, 
Case  of,  [230]  946 
Uniyersity  of  Cambridge,  Leave,  [229]  837 
Unreformed  Municipal  Corporations  ( England 
and  Wales),  [227]  1167  ; — Royal  Commis- 
sion, [228]  479  ;  [229]  182 
Vivisection — Legislation,    [228]   476  ; — Royal 

Commission,  Report,  [227]  819 
Ways  and  Mean»— Income  Tax,  Res.  [228]  1366 

Cboss,  Mr.  J.  K.,  Bolton 

Elementary  Education,  Comm.  el,  4,  [230]  1293, 

1294;  add.  cL  1^57  ;  [231]  19 
Public    Health — Eagley,    Typhoid    Fever    at, 
[228]  1474 

Craelty  to  AnimalB  Bill  [h.l.] 

(  The  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1"*  May  16  (No.  86) 

229]  Read  2*,  after  short  debate  May  22,  1001 
Observations,  Viscount  Cardwell ;  Reply,  The 
.     Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon  May  29, 1340 
Committee  put  off  sine  die 
230]  Committee,  after  short  debate  June  20,  106 
Report  •  June  26  (No.  131 ) 

.  Read  3*  June  27,  486  (No.  144) 

Commons  Amendts.  (No.  237) 

0.  Read  1°  *  {Mr.  Atsheion  Cross)  July  18 
231]  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2« 
August  9,  886 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now,"  and  add  "  this 
day  month"  {Dr,    Ward)  ;    after    debate, 
Amendt.  withdirawn 
Main    Question    put,    and    agreed    to ;    Bill 

read  2»  [Bill  260] 

Committee  * — r.p.  August  10 
.Committee  ;  Report  August  11,  1147 
Considered  *  ;  read  3<*  August  12 
L  Royal  Assent  August  16   [39  A  40  Vict,  c.  77] 


Craelty  to  Animals  Bill 

{Mr.  Holt,  Mr,  Hardeastle,  Mr,  Wait,  Mr,  Wilson) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1<>  •  May  24  [Bill  168] 

2  R.  [Dropped] 

CuBiTT,  Mr.  G.,  Surrey  J  W, 

Agricultural    Holdings    (England)    Aot->The 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  [228]  963 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.  [227]  365 

CuNiNGHAME,  SiT  W.  J.  M.,  Ayr,  SfC. 
Banns  of  Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  [230]  212 
Church     Rates     Abolition    (Scotland),     2R. 

Amendt.  [228]  16,  22 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1627 
Inland    Revenue — Excise — Blending    of  Irish 

Whiskey,  Motion  for  a   Select  Committee, 

[228]  1214 
Supp\7 — ^V\»\\«T^    '^^nx^  V^^^NSas^^^  K:saR.\sA5w, 
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CtrsT,  Major  H.  F.  C,  Grantham 
India— Bishopric  in  Northern  India,  [229]  264 


Customs 
Memorial  of  Officers,  Question,  Mr.  M'Carthy 
Downing ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  June  22, 
[230]  261 
Office  of  the  Solicitor,  Qaestion,  Sir  George 
Bowyer ;    Answers,    Sir   Charles    Adderlej, 
Mr.  VV.  II.  Smith  August  7,  [231]  700 
ICustoms — See  title  Civil  ^Service  Inquxry 
Ccmmitsion] 


Customs  Acts  Consolidation 
Question,   Mr.   Monk ;    Answer,    The  Chan- 
cellor of  the    Exchequer  April  24,  [228] 
1578 


Customs  and  Inland  Aeyenne  Bill 

(Mr,  Raikes,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^ 
Mr,  William  Henry  Smith) 

e.  Resolutions  [April  6]  reported,  and  agreed  to ; 

Bill  ordered  ;  read  1»  •  April  7  [BUI  124] 
229]  Moved,   "  That  the  Bill   be  now  read  2° " 
May  16,  673 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"this  House  regrets  that  the  progressive 
increase  of  expenditure  recommended  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  have  led  to  a 
proposal  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
add  to  the  Income  Tax  in  the  present  year  '* 
{Mr.Rylandt)  v. ;  Question  proposed,  "That 
the  words,  Ac.  ;  "  after  long  debate.  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  263  ;  N.  175  ;  M.  88 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Bill 
read  20 

Order   for   Committee   read  ;    Moved,  "  That 
Mr.    Speaker    do    now    leave    the   Chair " 
.      May  18,  966 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  it  is  inexpedient  to  extend  the  range  of 
absolute  exemption  from  Income  Tax  to 
incomes  of  £160,  and  to  extend  the  limit  of 
partial  exemption  from  incomes  of  £300  to 
incomes  of  £400,  inasmuch  as  these  additional 
exemptions  would  Injuriously  affect  the 
equable  proportion  in  which  all  incomes  of 
like  nature  should  be  assessed  "  {Mr.  Hubbard) 
V.  ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words, 
&.C. ; "  atter  long  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  241,  N.  121;  M   120 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  dEC."  put, 
and  agreed  to  ;  Committee — r.p. 
.  Committee  ;  Report  May  25,  1197 

Considered  *  May  26 
.Moved,   "That    the    Bill    be    now   read   3°" 
May  29,  1357 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  no  financial 
arraugcments  can  be  satisfactory  which  are  so 
framed  as  to  make  no  provision  for  relieving 
Ireland  from  a  burden  of  Taxation  beyond 
her  ability  to  pay  as  compared  with  Great 
Britain  "  {Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  v. ;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac.  ; "  after 
»hurt  debate,  Amendt.  wlthdrawiv 
Alain  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  \  "BVW 
read  3<> 


Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  BtU-^wat, 

L  Retidl^*{T%e  Lord  President)  MafS9 
Read  2«  ;  Committee  nei^tivad ;  Tbea  Stii^ 
ing  Orders  Noi.  XXXVI L  and  XXXVUL 
considered,  and  dispensed  with;    Read  T 
May  30 
Royal  Assent  June  I  [S9  Viet,  e.  If] 


Customs  Duties  Consolidatioii  BiU 

{Mr.  Raikes,  Mr,    William  Henry  SmsJk,  Ur. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  ReioIiiUoB  agmi 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  leed  1** 
June  0  [BiU  188] 

Head  ^^  June  \5 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  3 

Considered  *  July  6 

Read  3»  •  July  7 
I,  Read  1^^  {The  Lard  President)  Jn^  10 

Read  2*^  July  13  (Ncltt) 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  14 

Read3**/Mty  17 

Royal  Assent  July  24    [39  A  40  VieL  e.  91] 

Customs  Laws  ConsolidatioiL  Bin 

{Mr,  Raikes,  Mr.  William  Henry  Swmik,  Mr, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exehefuer) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolation  agnid 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  1'* 
May  IS  [BUls  154-154a] 

Read  2«  June  15,  [229]  1962 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  Jukft, 
[230]  936  ;  Moved,  *'  That  the  debate  be  aov 
adjourned "  {Mr,  Dillwyn) ;  Motion  witk- 
drawn 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Ceo- 
niittee  ;  Report 

Considered  •  July  6 

Read3''»/Mty7 
I.  Read  !••  (The  Lord  President)  July  10 

Read  2»  ♦  July  13  (No.  IM) 

Committee*^;  Report //</(/  14 

Read3»*yuZy  17 

Royal  Assent  July  24    [39  &  40  VicLe,  86] 

Customs — The  Wine  Duties 
Moved,  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appoiatsd 
to  inquire  into  the  present  system  of  levyinf 
the  Customs  Duties  on  Wine  "  {Mr,  WiUiim 
Cartwright)  Mar  7,  [227]  1669  ;  after  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived 

Dalkeith,  Lord,  Edinhurghshire 
Roads  (Scotland) — LegisUtion,  [227]  479 


Dalrymple,  Mr.  C,  Buteshire 

Banns  of  Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  [230]  316 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [228] 

24 
Electoral  System — Borough  and  County  Con- 
stituencies, Res.  [229]  1458,  1462 
Elementary  Education,  Consid.  cL  14,  [231]  485 
\tv^vjk. — ^\3\\<ic>'s^wwv\A^  Cvsvl  Service,  [.227]  1869 
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DEN 
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Dalbtxfli,  Mr.  C. — eont. 

lotoxica^infif   Liquors    (Scotland),    2R.    [230] 

1371,1387 
Publicans  Certificates  (Scotland),  Corom.  el.  5, 

[328]  1812 
Public  Schools  Act.  1868.  Res.  [228]  1447 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  [229]  366 
United  Parishes  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  661 

Davenport,  Mr.  W.  Bromley-,  Warwick" 
shire,  N. 
Channel  Tunnel  Scheme.  [229]  1665 
Merchant  Shipping.  Gomm.  cL  15,  [228]  1612 
Metropolis — Hyde  Park — The  Serpentine,  Ret. 

[228]  1249 
Parliament — Derby  Day,  [229]  1430 
Supply — Civil  Seryice  Commisiion,  [227]  1103 

Dayies,  Mr.  D.,   Cardigan 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  [228]  725 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [229]  1028  ;  Comm. 

add,  el.  [ISC']  1722 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add.  el.  [229]  66 
Slaye  Trade  (East  Africa),  Res.  [228]  1231 
Supply,  Report.  [227]  996 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [228] 

1139 

DsASE,  Mr.  E.,   Queen* s  Co, 

Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Militia  Regiments,  Supplies  to,  [229]  926 
Militia    Staff   Sergeants — Pensions,   [229] 

1424 
Queen's  County  Militia  Regiments,  [229] 

1424 

Db  La  Warr,  Earl 

Agricultural  Holdings  (England)  Act,  Motion 

for  Returns.  [229]  1260,  1263 
Criminal  Law — Throwing  Stones  at  Railway 

Trains,  [229]  1341 
Declaration  of  Paris,  1856,  Res.  [230]  1464 
Malta,  Fortifications  of,  [230]  487 
Primary  Education,  Motion  for  Returns,  [229] 

96 
Railway  Accidents,  Royal    Commission  on  — 

Brakes,  [229]  1008 
Turkey — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Insurrectionnry  Proyinces,  [230]  387 
Salonica,  Outrage  at,  [229J914; — Murder 

of  the  Consuls,  [230]  847 
Sultan,  Reported  Deposition  of  the,  [229] 

1416 
Treaty  of  Paris,  1856,  [229]  1888 

Db  Mauley,  Lord 

Egypt-  Slaye  Trade,  Res.  [228]  257,  261 

Denbigh,  Earl  of 

Declaration  of  Paris,  1856,  Ret.  [230]  1457, 
1463 

Denison,  Mr.    C.  Beckett-,  YarkshirSf 
W.E.y  E.  Div. 

Central  Asia — Khanate  of  Kbokand,  Address 

for  Papers,  [229]  124 
1J.B.H.  the  Frinoe  of  Faies— Visit  to  India 
— Expenditure,  [231]  1077 

[eoni. 


I 


DiinsoN,  Mr.  C.  Biokbtt — e(mt. 

India— Exchanges,  The,  [227]  262 
Indian  Legislation,  2R.  [227]  467 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  el.  6.  [228]  1161 
Metropolis — Hyde   Park    Comer,    Res.  [229] 

1576,  1583 
Municipal    OflBcers    Superannuation,    Comm. 

[227]  1603 
Parliament— Public  Business,  [228]  1328 
Releyancy  of  Debate— Appropriation  Bill, 

[23']  1161 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  141,  145 

Supply— Ciyil  Contingencies  Fund,  [228]  339 
Home  and  Coloni^  Offices,  [229]  1587 
Mediterranean  Extension  Telegraph  Com- 
pany, [228]  837 
New  Palace  at  Westminster — Acquisition 

of  Lands  and  Embankment,  [229]  1594 
Public  Buildings.  [229]  1584,  1585 
Report,  [229]  1757: — Suei  Canal — Modifi- 
cation of  DQe8,J'228]  1578 
Royal  Parks  and  Gardens,  [229]  1583 
War  Office  on  Account  of  India,  [228]  341 

Denman,  Lord 

Appeals — Standing  Orders,  Res.  [227]  1201 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,   IR.   [227]  224;   2R. 

917  ;    Commons    Amendta.   Amendt.  [231] 

946,  959 
Irish  Peerage,  2R.  [228]  1174 
Royal  Titles,  3R.  [228]  1392 

Derby,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs) 
Agricultural  Holdings  (England)  Act,  Motion 

for  Returns,  [229]  1262 
Declaration  of  Paris,  1856,  Res.  [230]  1461, 

1463 
Egypt— Cave,  Mr.,  Mission  of,  [227]  202 

Khedive,  The,  and  the  New  Legal  Tribunals, 
[231]  965 
Egypt— Slave  Trade.  Res.  [228]  259 
Exchequer    Bonds  —   Personal    Explanation, 

[227]  1500,  1505 
Fiji,  Address  for  Papers,  [230]  1692 
Firman  on  Eleforms — Sublime  Porte — Andrassy 

Note,  Address  for  Papers,  [227]  1409 
Foreign  Decorations,  [229]  1265,  1415 
Fugitive  Slaves — Coolies,  [228]  255 
Fugitive  Slaves,  Reception  of — Commons  De- 
bate, Personal  Explanation,  [227]  907,  908  ; 
— Circulars,  Petition,  1547,  1551 
India  I  Indian  Tariff.  [227]  1947 
Merchant  Shipping,  2R.  [230]  333 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[227]  23,  32 
Roumania,  Commercial  Treaty  with,  [23  ill  193 
Sugar  Convention.  1875— Elefusal  of  the  Dutch 

Chambers,  [228]  558 
Sweden  —  Stockholm,  Episcopal  Charob  at, 

[229]  1887 
Turkey — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Berlin  Memorandum,  [230]  411 
Bulgaria,  Alleged  Atrocities  io,[23oJ  1168  ; 

[231]  1059 
Eastern  Question— The  Papers,  [230]  1766 
Insurrectionary  Provinces,  [230]  886,  888 
Salonica,  Outrage  at,  [229]  915  ;«^Marder 

of  the  Conau\a,^a^<Ck\%Vl 
Second  ^oU  ol  \\i^  't\a^  "^wtsivVkvJ^ 
1000,  \h\l 
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DxRBT,  Earl  of— ^ont. 

Serria,  Declaration  of  War  hj,  [230]  610 
Servian    Army,   Rassian    Officers    in  the, 

[230]  824 
Sultan,  Reported  Deposition  of  the,  [229] 

1416 
Treaty  of  Paris,  1866,  [229]  1891 
Turkey— Treaties  of  1866,  Res.  [231]  94,  97 
United  States — Extradition  Treaty — Winslow, 
Case  of,  [229]  33  ;  [230]  1617 ;  Address  for 
Correspondence,  1783 

Devon,  Earl  of 

Union  of  Benefices,  2R.  [229]  758 

Devonshire,  Duke  of 

University  of  Oxford,  IR.  [227]  803;  Comm. 
[228]  926 

Dickson,  Major  A.  G.,  Dover 

Armiy— Military  Etiquette,  [231]  1168 
Dover,  East  Cliff  at,  [231]  1164 
Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res.  [231]  301 
Railway  Passenger  Duty,  Res.  [227]  1601 

Dickson,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Dun^annon 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland).  Res.  [2s8]  729 

DiGBY,  Hon.  Captain  E.  T.,  Darsetihire 
Mercantile  Marine — "  Royal  Adelaide,"  Wreck 
of  the,  [227]  1868 

DiGBY,  Mr.  K.  T.,  Queen^s  Co. 
Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res.  [231]  289 

DiLKE,  Sir  C.  W.,  Cheheay  ^c, 

Barbadoes— Alleged  Riots,  [228J  1627 

China,  Res.  [230]  663 

City  of  London  Companies,  Address  for  a  Re- 
turn,  [229]  1148,  1149 

Commons,  Comm.  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, [229]  1250,  1379,  1381,  1384  ;  cl.  2, 
1392,  1397;  cl.  12,  1534  ;  cl.  21,  Amendt. 
1562  ;  Consid.  Amendt.  [230]  131,  133 

Cuba— Chinese  Coolies,  [230]  616 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Serrice — Stockholm, 
British  Vice  Consul  at,  [229]  40 

Electoral  System — Borough  and  County  Con- 
stituencies, Res.  [229]  1461,  1462 

Elementary  Education,  2R.  [230]  99  ;  Comm. 
cl.  11,  1445;  Amendt.  1448;  cl.  20,1500; 
Consid.  cl.  14,  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
[231]  485,  495 

Elementary  Education  Prorisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (London),  Comm.  [231]  1186 

Fine  Arts — Motion  for  an  Address,  [229]  265, 
284,  285,  304 

House  Occupiers  Disqualification  Removal, 
211.  [228J551,5.')3 

India — Malay  Peninsula — Birch,  Mr.,  Murder 
of,  [229]  1295 

Japan  and  Corea,  Dispute  between,  [227]  2014 

Japan — Newspaper  Regulations,  [228]  478, 1473 

Juries  (Dublin),  Leave,  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, [231]  665 

Merchant  Shipping,[229]  121 4-,  LoiCk&  Xm^tiNiu, 
Consid.  [231]  1184 


DiLKi,  Sir  C.  W. — ami. 

Metropolis  Gas  Act.  1860— Gat  CoiipiH 
Accounts,  [229]  204  * 

Nayy — Mediterranean  Squmdron,  [230]  1811 

Open  Spaces  (Metropolitan  Dtttriet),  Gmi 
Motion  for  Adjonrnment,  [228]  4i7 

Parliament— Public   Buaineit,   [228]  U^ 


[231]  126,  126 
elevai 


Relevancy  of  Debate— Appropriatka  Bil 
[231]  1160,  1162 
Plumstead    and    Wormholt    Commoas,  Bi 

Amendt.  [231]  821 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  2R.  Motion  tot  ki^ 
ment,  [230]  1675,  1876,  1880  ;  Coaal  X 
tion  for  Adjournment,  [231]  284 
Pollution    of   Rivers— Thamet  Water,  [vk 

1578 
Queenborongh   Harbour,   dR.   Amendt  [» 

1967 
Royal  Titles  Act,  [328]  1983 
Russia  and  Corea,  [218]  170 
South  Kensington  Mofeiun — GrataitiMlsti 

Police,  [231]  1280 
Supply — Report— Suex  Canal — Modifieatas 

Dues,  [228]  1573 
Turkey — Miscellaneous  Qaettiona 
Bulgaria,  Atrooitiet  in,  [231]  1119 
Eastern  QaetUon,  The— Roamania,  [13 

1527 
Loans  of  1854  and  1855,  [231]  1203 
Servia — RcTolted  Prorinoes,  [230]  7l7 
University  of  Cambridge,  Leave,  [229]  8SS 

2R.  Amendt.  [230]  1056,  1126 
University  of  Oxford,  2R.  [229]  1750 
Unreformed  Municipal  Corporation  Cob« 

sion,  [229]  182 
Unreformed  Municipal  Corporations  (Eagiai 
and  Wales),  Res.  [227]  1126.  1159,  ll«: 
Lostwithiel,  Explanation,  [228]  1 ;— I) 
mouth  and  Brading — Isle  of  Wight,  Tu 
1620 
Ways  and  Means — Report,  Res.  [231]  758 

DiLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 

Admiralty  J  urisdiction  ( Ireland ), Lords  Ameo^ 

[230]  1272 
Army — Knightsbridge  Barracks.  [227]  1229 
Army  and  Navy  iLzpenditure  Accounts,  At 

of,  [229]  2011 
Army     Turchase    Estimate — Army    Poreb 

Commission,  [229]  2022 
Bishopric  of  Truro,  2R.  [230]  984  ;    Amn 

1761  ;  Comm.  cZ.  6,  2021 
Cattle  Disease  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  2,  Mot 

for  reporting  Progress,  [228]  1036,  1037 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Works,  OfBee  of,  [i 

C95 
Church  Bodies  (Gibraltar) — The  Ordioafr 

[228]  66,  67;  Motion  for  an  Address,! 

769  ;  [230]  1399 
Commons,  Comm.  [229]  1252 
Consolidated  Fund,  3R.  [228]  564,  566 
Crossed    Cheques,    Comm.   cl.   6,    Motion 

reporting  Progress,  [230]  1515 
Customs  Laws  Consolidation,  Comm.  Moi 

for  Adjournment,  [230J  936 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  cl.  15,  Abmi 

[230]    1496;    cl.  20,    1499;    ci.  26,  1* 

Consid.  cl.  14,  [231]  480,  481 
Krnc    Lough   ana    Kiver,  Comm.    Motion 
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DiLLwnr,  Mr.  L.  L,—c(mt. 

Gibraltar,  Churoh  Eodowmenta  in,  [337]  225, 

262 
Highways,  Leave,  [228]  1654 
House  Ocoapiera  Disqualification  Remoyal,  2R. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [228]  552 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  Leave,  [227]  116; 

2R.357;  [230]  1027 
Lunatics,  Committal  and  Treatment  of,  [230] 

1164 
Merchant   Shipping,  Comm.  cuid.  el.   Motion 

for  reporting  Progress,  [228]  1947  ;  AmendU 

ib 
Metropolis — Hvde  Park — The  Serpentine,  Res. 

[328]  1249 
Navy,   Administration  of  the.   Motion  for  a 

Royal  Commission,  [230]  456 

Parliament  —  Elementary  Education  Provi- 
sional Order  Confirmation  (London),  [230] 
1179 

Parliament— Private  Bills — Referees,  Motion 
for  a  Select  Committee,  [227]  498 

Parliament — Public  Business,  Arrangement  of. 
Res.  [231]  707 

Pollution  of  Rivers,  2R.  [230]  1676  ;  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  1878  ;  3R.  Amendt.  [331] 
556,  561 

Post  OflBce— Telegraph  Service,  [227]  1207 

Queenborough  Harbour,  SR.  [229]  1970 

Supply — Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  510 
Constabulary  (Ireland),  [228]  593 
Local  Government  Board,  dtc.  [237]  519 
Metropolitan  Police,  [228]  591 
Police,   County  and  ^orough,    [228]  591, 

592 
Sues  Canal  Shares,  [237]  298 


JHooese  of  Exeter  BiU-See  tiUe 
Biahopric  of  Truro  Bill 

DtpUmatic  and  Consular  Service — British 

Vice  Consul  at  Stockholm 

Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  May  4,  [329]  40 


Disraeli,  Right  Hon.  B.,  (First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury),  Buckinghamshire 
Admiralty,  The— Civilian   First   Lords,  Ret. 

[227]  1879 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.[229]  1680  ;  Comm. 

[230J  984 
Army  —  King    George    of     Hanover,    [230] 

256 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [327]  1278 
Barbadoes— The  RioU,  [228]  1763 
Burial  Services  in  Parish  Churchyards,  Res. 

[327] 1387 
Central  Asia— Khanate  of  Khokand,  Address 

for  Papers,  [229]  133 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Works,  Office  of,  [231] 

695 
Criminal  Law— Fenian  Prisoners,  [337]  1718; 
—The  Escaped,  [330]  251 
Political  Prisoners,  Releasee^  [339]  1040 
CrueUj  to  Amaude,  2R,  [231]  931 

[coni. 


DiSBAXLi,  Right  Hod.  B.—eont. 
Egypt — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Egyptian   Finance  —  Mr.   Cave's   Report, 

[327]  1870  ;  [228]  74,  480,  699 
Mr.  Cave's  Mission,  [228]  567,  623 
National  Bank  of,  [227]  1418 
National  Bank,  the  Proposed,  [228]  627 
Papers,  &o.  [228]  1758 
Egypt— Egyptian  Finance^Mr.  Cave's  Report, 

Res.  [231]  644 
Electoral  System— Borough  and  County  Con- 
stituencies, Res.  [329]  1485 
ElemenUry     Education,    2R.    [229]    1959  ; 
Comm.  add.  el,  [236]  1911;  [231]  20;  Mo- 
tion  for  reporting  Progress,  26,  27 
Equity  Courts  (Ireland)— Lord  Justice  Chris- 
tian, [227]  1871,  2016 
Exchequer  Bonds,  Comm.  el.  2,  [227]  1401; 

3R.  1424,  1429,  1435 
Fugitive  SUve  Circulars,  Res.  [227]  884,  886, 

901 
Heligoland,  [229]  1972 
Increase  of  the  Kpiscopate,  2R.  [337]  871 
Ireland— Papal  Authority  in,  [230]  949 
Land  Tenure  (IreUnd),  2R.  [228]  819, 1560 
Lisbon    Tramways    Company  —  Twycross    v. 

Grant,  Personal  Explanation,  [230]  1484 
Mercantile  Marine— Lighthouses,  [228]  469 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add.  el.  {229]  94  ; 

liOrds  Ameodts.  [231]  696 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  Vanguard,"  Loss  of.  Motion 

for  a  Paper,  [227]  1095. 1097 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [227]  88 
Derby  Day,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [229] 

1425 
Order — Debates  in  the   House  of  Lords, 

Reference  to,  [229]  1625 
Petition  of  Mr.  C.  Henwood— Exclusion  of 

Strangers,  [227]  1420 
Private  Bill  UgUlation,  [230]  1136 
Privilege— Messrs.  Rothschild,  [227]  1019 
327]   Public    Business,    Arrangement    of,   1124, 
.     '      1125 
228]       1181,  1183, 1184, 1185, 1380, 1331. 1837, 

1912,  1986 
229]       107,    1054 ;    Motion  for   Adjournment, 

1196,  1356,1555,  1666 
330]       8,  9.   130,  430,  621,   622,  1634,  1636, 

1637.  1640,  1968,  1975,  1976 
331]       122,  123.  124. 126, 977  ;— Easter  Recess. 
[338]   1100  ;— WhiUuntide  Recess.  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment,  [229]  1522 
Sessional  Order.    1875  —  Strangers.  Pre- 
sence of,  [229]   1355,  1494.  1495,  1555 
Strangers,  Exclusion  of,  [228]  1480 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [337] 

469.472,473;  [331]  704,  706 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Irregular   Petitions, 
[228]  1402 ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1558 
Parliament — Privilege — Political  Committee  of 

the  Reform  Club,  Res.  [229]  1674 
Parliament— Public  Petition  from  a  Foreign 
Town  —  Boulogne-Sur-Mer    (British    Con- 
sulate), Res.  [228]  1412, 1420 
Parliamentary  Boroughs  (Ireland).  [338]  1906 

Peru  — Steamship  <*  Talisman,"  Crew  of  the, 

[228]  623 
Prisons,  2R.  [230]  933,  985 
Pri^y  CouncVl  VS^*^^^*  ^^  VlwsJoct*,  *8A^%  hA- 

\5Afiau 
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DisBABU,  Right  Hon.  B. — e<mt. 

Queen's  Visit  to   Germany,  [228]  700,   701, 

882,  883 
Railvrays,  Royal  Commission  on,  [227]  552 
Royal   Style  and  Titles, — Native   Princes   of 
India,  The,  [237]  1867,  2013 
227]  Royal  Titles,  Leave,  407.  408,  421,  424, 425, 

.     427,  1568  ;  2R.  1719,  1760 
228]Comra.  147. 156. 157.  272;  cL  1,  278,  293, 
.      296,  299.  302,  319  ;  3a.  492, 1098,  1983 
Royal   Titles— The  Proclamation,   [228]   881, 

1574,  1632,  1764,  1765,  1769.  1770 
Royal  Titles    Act    Proclamation,    Notice  of 
Res.  [229]  51  ; — Vote  of  Censure,  Res.  376, 
455 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), [231]  429 
Slavery,^. — Fugitive  Slaves— Royal  Com- 
mission, [227]  266,  398 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  Comm.  [231]  852 
Supply,  Comm.  [230]  431 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  [227]  502 
Report,  [227]  997,  999,  1000 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  [227]  289,  298  ;   Res. 
652 
Toll  bridges  (River  Thames),  [230]  1624 

Turkey — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Berlin  Conference,  [229]  1053 
Bosnia  and  Herzegovina,  [230]  1170 
Bulgaria,  Alleged  Atrocities  in,  [230]  425 

3181,   1185,   1476;    [231]  1100,   1129, 

1138 
Eastern  Question,  The,  [230]  256, 876.  884 ; 

—Ministerial   SUtement,   265,  I486;  — 

OfScial  Declaration,  1813  ;— Papers,  947, 

1174 
Geneva  Convention,  [231]  702 
Ministerial  Statement,  [229]  1521  :— Berlin 

Note,  1606,  1609 
Naval  Force  in  Turkish  Waters,  [230]  1960 
Ministers,  Assassination  of,  [229]  1975 
Montenegro,  [229]  106 
Revolted    Provinces — Reported     Outbreak 

of  Hostilities,  [230]  873, 1970 
Salonica  Murders — Correspondence,   [230] 

1820,  1821, 1822 
Servia.  [230]  623 
Turkey — Bosnia  and  Herzegovina,  Insurrection 

in.  Res.  [231]  202,  211,  225 
Turkey  and   Greece  —  Circassians,    Proposed 
Settlement  of,  [231]  122 

United  States— Emma  Mine,  L229]  1362 

War  in  the  East,  [231]  970 

West  Africa— Gambia  Settlement,  [227]  561 


Divine  Worship  Facilities  Bill 

{Mr,   Wilbraham  Egerton,  Mr.  Birley,  Mr. 
Whitwell,  Mr.  Rodwell) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1°  • 
Feb  9  [BUI  30] 

2R.,  Debate  adjourned  Mar  15 
Adjourned  Debate  on  2R.  [Dropped] 


DivorcCy  Laic  of 


Dixon,  Mr.  O.,  Birmingham 

Elementary  Education,  Leare,  [229]  9IS ;  SI 

1946 
Elementary    EduoatioQ    Aet  (1870)  kmm 
ment,  2R.  [228]  1251,  1858, 1185,  \m 

DoDDS,  Mr.  J.,  Stockton 

Game  Laws  Amendment,  9R.  Ifotioa  Ir  A 

joumment,  [228]  1816 
Henwood,  Mr.  Charles,  Petition  of,  &M.  [22 

344 
House  Occupiers  DisqoalifieatioQ  RmmwiI,  SI 

[228I  1624 
Local  Light  Dues  (Redaction),  Comm. 

for  reporting  Progress,  [229]  1963 
Mutiny,  Comm.  eL  106,  Motion  for 

Progress,  [228]  913,  914 
Offences  against  the  Person,  Comm.  MotMsl 

reporting  Progress,  [228]  1629, 1633 
Parliamentary  Agents,  Motion  foraCwai 

tee,  [230]  574 
Supply — Embaasiet  and  Mistioos  Abroad,  [»l 

1468 

DoDsoN,  Eight  Hon.  J.  O.,  Cheitit 

Commons,  Comm.  cl.  12,  1584,  1535 ;  d.  \ 

[229]  1562 
Consolidated  Fund,  3R.  [227]  1437 
Customs  and   Inland  Rerenue,  Cobib.  [tn 

971 ;  cl  2,  1201 :  add.  cl,  1216 
Egypt— Sues    Canal  —  Management  oC  [u 

180  ;  —  Representation    and    Hsisgs— 

1604 
Egypt — Egyptian  Finance — Mr.  Cave's  Rif« 

Res.  [231]  627,  653 
Elementary   Education,  Comm.  cl.  II,  [i| 

1448  ;  add.  cl.  1835  ;  [231]  24,  27  ;  Coe»i 

el.  14,  533 
Employers  Liability  for  Injury,  2R.  [229]  II* 
Exchequer  Bonds,  3R.  [227]  1422 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.  [227]  871 
Loans  (Ireland),  [230]  261 
Mutiny,  Comm.  el.  106,  [228]  913 
Offences   against   the    Person,    Comm.  [22 

1190 
Parliament — Order— Debates  in  the  Hoest 
Lords,  Reference  to,  [229]  1628, 1€S9 
Strangers,  Exclusion  of,  [228]  1480 
Parliament,  Acts  of — Report  of  Seleet  Ca 

mittee.  Res.  [228]  572 
Parliament — Private   Bills — Referees,   Msti 

for  a  Select  Committee,  [227]  499 
Parliament — Public  Petitions  from  a  Fott^ 

Town  —  Boulogne- sur-Mer    (British    O 

sulate).  Res.  [228]  1417 
Parliamentary  Agency,  Res.  [231]  328 
Prisons,  Leave,  [229]  1550  ;  2R.  [230]  304 
Spain — Justice,  Miscarriage  of — Murder  oi 

British  Subject,  [228]  1626 
Supply — Royal  Palaces,  [228]  251 

Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom,  [229]  15^ 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [22 

1126,  1127 
Ways  and   Means — Income   Tax,    Res.  [22 

1363 


DONOUGHMORE,  Eatl  of 

Grand  Juries  (Ireland),  Res.  [229]  1 401,  Ml; 

Question,    Colonel  Egerlon  V.e\g>  *,    Xtx^n^cyA     ^Auovvv^'^^Xi^QXYviViV^x^  ^Oa^\a.xA\  Ut^lST 

The  Attorney  General  May  \6.  \.ii9^ ^^1       \        \>'J'^\^^V 


DOB 


DBA 


D0SOHB8TBB9  Lord 

Army — Reterrei,  AddroM 
688 


for  Papan,  [231] 


D990r  Harbour 

Petition  (Earl  Orcmville)  May  23,  [239]  1099  ; 
after  ihort  debate,  Petition  to  lie  on  the 
Table 

Qoeition,  General  Sir  George  Balfour  ;  Antwer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  29, 
[229]  1346 ;  Question,  Mr.  Freshfleld ;  An- 
swer. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
-4tMrM*<7,  r23i]691 

The  East  Cliff,  Obserrations,  Major  Dickson  ; 
Reply,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  Augmt  12, 
[231] 1164 

Ihv0r  ITarhour  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Freshfleld  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  Feb  10,  [227]  136 

J)av€r  Piw — EnglUh  and   Foreign  Mail 
Boats 
Question,  Mr.  Hayter;  Answer,  Sir   Charles 
Adderley  July  26,  [230]  1886 

DowNiNO,  Mr.  McCarthy,  Cork  Co, 

Cattle  Disease  (Ireland),  Gomm.  el,  2,  [228] 

1087 
CiTll  Bill  CourU  (Ireland),  r227]  1124 
Customs — Officers,  Memorial  of,  [230]  261, 262 
Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2R..  [227] 

782 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Fisheries— Cape  Clear  Island,  [230]  263 
Land  Owners,  [230]  1047 
Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  Report.  [228]  621 
Ireland — Poor  Law  Rating,  Res.  [229]  841 
Ireland — Royal  Irish  Constabulary  (Mr.  John 

Croker),  Res.  [229]  1437 
Jurors  Qualification  (Ireland),  Comm.   Sche« 

dule    1,    Amendt.    [230]    142,    143,    146; 

Amendt.  269  ;  Amendt.  271  ;  3R.  340 
Ijind  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [230]  640 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add,  el.  [22$]  218, 

219,  221 
Orphan  and  Deserted  Children  (Ireland),  2R. 

[230]  1991 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  [228]  1469 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  [229]  16 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 

Und)(No.  2),  2R.  [230]  1363 
United     States  —  International     Exhibition, 

Philadelphia — British    Commission,   [230] 

1479 

Drainage  and   Improvement   of  Land 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

{Mr.  William  Benry  Smith,  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland) 

c.  Ordered  •  Feb  14 

Readl«>*/V6  16  [BUI  71] 

Read2«»/'tf3  17 

Committee  * ;  Report  Feb  26 

Read  3«>  • /'tfft  28 
I  Read  !*•  {The  Lord  Pregident)  Feb  20 

Read  2*  •Afar  9  (No.  21) 

Committee*;  Report  Mair  10 

Read  3*  *if<zr  13 
Bo/Ml  Attent  Mar  17  [39  VtO,  0.  u] 


(SESSION    1876]        DBA  DUN 

227^228—229—230—231. 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2) 
Bill 

{Mr,   WilUam  Benry  Smith,  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Mar  8  '  [Bill  99] 

Read2»*ifar  13 

Committee  *  ,*  Report  Mar  20 

Read  3«*  Jfar21 
I.  Read  1^^  {The  Lord  Presideni)  Mar  23 

Read  2» •  Mar  31  (No.  39) 

Committee  * ;  Report  April  8 

Read  3»  •  April  7 

Royal  Assent  April  27  [39  Viet.  0.  8] 


I 


Drugging  of  Animals  Bill 

{Sir  John  AtOey,  Mr,  Chaplin,  Mr.  RodweU) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1®  •  Feb  23  [Bill  86] 

Read  2«,  after  short  debate  Mar  6,  [227]  1490 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  31 

Considered  *  April  3 

Read  3*  •  April  4 
/.  Read  1^^  {LordMeldrum)  ApHl  6  (No.  63) 

Read  2\  after  short  debate  ifay  9,  [229]  261 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  16 

Read  3"  •  May  22 

Royal  Assent  June  1  [39  Vict,  c.  13] 

Dublin  City  Bill 

{Mr,  Sullivan,  Dr.  Ward,  Mr,  Arthur  Moore) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  lo*  June  19  [Bill  201] 

Referred  to  the  Examiners 

DiTFF,  ]^r.  M.  E.  Grant,  Mgin,  Sfc. 

Central  Asia — Khanate  of  Khokand,  Address 
for  Papers,  [229]  140 

Council  of  India  (Professional  Appointments), 
2R.  [227]  1282 

East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Comm.  [231] 
1062 

India — Bengal  Famine,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  [228]  1876 

Poor  Law  (Scotland),  Comm.  [230]  624 

Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  122 

Spain — The  Constitution,  Article  11 — Reli- 
gious Toleration,  [230]  6 

University  of  Cambridge,  2R.  [230]  1098, 1099, 
1107 

University  of  Oxford,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, [229]  1747 

Duff,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Banffshire 

Church  Rates  Abolition  (ScotUnd),  2R.  [228] 

26 
Supply — Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  [227]  991, 

994 

Dttkbab,  ]\ir.  J.,  New  Ross 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [227]  1466 
Army  Medical  Department,  [231]  1076 
Army  Medical  Officers,  [228]  476 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  [228]  713 
Civil    Service    Inquiry  Commission^Rsport, 

[227] 134 
India — Bombay    Revenue     Jarisdiotioa    Aflt^ 


DUN       EOO 
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TXX      EDIT 


DTnn>A8,  Hon.  J.  0.,  Riehmond 

Poor  Law— -Out-door  Relief,  [338]  876 


Dtjnsant,  Lord 

Irish  Peerage,  2R.  [228]  1175  ;  Comm.  d,  2, 

1900  ;  Report,  [229]  201 
IroD-clads,  Motion  for  Returns,  [227]  1865 


Dynevob,  Lord 

Burials  in  Churohyards,  2B.  [229]  1093 
Ecolesiastical  Offices  and  Fees,  2R.  [227]  1199 
Felstead  School— The  Rer.  W.  Grignon,  Dis- 
missal of,  [228]  1755 


Dyott,  Colonel  R.,  Lichfield 
Army  Reserve  Forces— Stafford  Militia,  [229] 
1821 


Eakp,  Mr.  T.,  Newark 

Elementary  Education,  Consid.  eL  28,  Amendt. 

[231]  555 
Friendly  Societies  Act — Registration  Clause, 

[229]  108     s 
Post  Office— Letter-Carriers'  Uniform,    [230] 

245 
Prisons,  Leave,  [229]  1552 


East  India  (Chief  Justices  of  High  Coorts) 

Bill  {Sir  George  CampbeU,  Sir  George 

Balfour,  Mr.  Kinnaird) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  Mar  8  [Bill  98] 

2R.  [House  counted  out]  3fay  23,  [229]  1153 
2R.  [Dropped] 

Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland)  Bill 

( Tlie  Lord  Advocate^  Mr.  Secretary  Crott,  Sir 
Henry  Selwin-llheteon) 

c.  Motion  for  Letive  {The  Lord  Advocate)  Mar  li^ 

[227]  2076  ;  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  ordered  ; 

readl°*  [Bill  106] 

2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  April  3,  [228] 

11G2 
Question,  Mr.   M'Laren  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 

ton  Cross  July  6,  [230]  1048  ;  July  17^  1481 
Bill  withdrawn  •  July  17 

Ecclesiastical   Dilapidations  Acts,    1871, 

1872 

Moved  that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed, 
"  to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Dilapidations  Acts  of  1871  and 
1872"  {Mr.  Goldncy)  Mar  21.  [228]  371  ; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

And,  on  Mar  21 1  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Goldney  (Chairman),  Mr.  Birley, 
Lord  George  Cavendish,  Mr.  Dodds,  Mr. 
Forester,  Mr.  Freshfield,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr. 
Beresford  Hope,  Mr.  Knatchbull-ilugessen, 
Mr.  Monk,  Mr.  Cowper-Temple,  Mr.  Wait, 
"Sir.  Walter,  Sir  Sydney  WalerVoN? 
Report  and  Index P.P.Uft 


Ecclesiastical  Offices  and  feet  BDl  [u 

(ThsLord  Arehbiehop of  GsnferWy) 

;.  Prasented  :  read  1«*  Feb  10  (K*.!) 

Read  2%  and  referred  to  a  Sdeoi  Ceaaitti 

after  short  debate  Mar  9,  ra27]  UOl 
And,  on  Mar  7,  the  Lords    foUowiif  «■ 
named  of  the  Committee : — L.  Abpw  Cms 
bury,  Ld.    Chanoellor,    M.    SeUwory,  h 
Steward,  E.  Shaftetbarj,  E.  Staabops,  I 
Powis,  E.  Nelson,  Y.  lUlifiax,  V.Cudvd 
L.  Bp.  Glouoetter  and  Brittol,  L.  B^  Q; 
L.  Strafford,  L.  Hatberley,  L.  WmauM^ 
Report  of  Select  Comm.  Meof  96     [No.  M] 
BUI  reported  •  May  26  (Na  Ml 

Committee,  after  short  debate  /mm  16,  [» 
1964  (No.  m) 

Report  *ytmtf  19 
Read  S^^  June  22 
e.  Read  1^  *  (Sir  John  Kennmifay)  Jnlw  4 
2R.  [Dropped]  [BiU  US] 

Edinburgh  Improvement  BiU  [Xonb]  (I 

Order) 
e.  Read  2^,  after  short  debate  Ju»e  92,  [s^o]  S> 

Edmonstone,   Admiral    Sir   W.,  8H 

lingehire 
Banns  of  Marriage  (Seotlaod),  2R.  [250]  H 
Burial  Grounds,  2R.  Bill  withdrawa,  Moli 

for  Adjournment,  [230]  1923 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1687 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add,  el.  [239]  79 
Navy — Flogging,  Punishment  of.  Ret.  [sjell 
Parliament — Strangers,    Ezelosioo    ^   m 

[229]  1819 
Prisons,  2R.  [230]  300 
Protection  to  Growing  Crops  (Sootlaad),! 

[230]  1028 
River  Gambia,  Eles.  [228]  2004 

Education 

MiSCKLULNBOUS   QUISTIONB 

Endmved  Schools 
Question,     Mr.    Waddy  ;     Answer,    TwM 

Sandon  Feb  10,  [227]  134 
Assistant    Masters  —  Felttead    School,  Q; 

tion,   Mr.   Knatchbuli-IIugesson  ;    Ansi 

Mr.   Assheton  Cross  May   30,  [229]  H 

— Dismissal  of  Rev.    W.  Grignon,  Obse 

tions,  Lord  Campbell ;  short  debate  thei 

April  27,  [22S]  1746 
Nuneaton    Grammar    School,    Question, 

Monk  ;    Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  Mar 

[228]  701 
Perse  Grammar  School — Dismissal  of  As 

ant  Master,  Question,   Mr.    Monk  ;  Ans 

Viscount  Sandon  June  13,  [229]  1703 
St.  John's  Hospital,  Exeter — The  AVu-  Sck 

Question,    Mr.    Hayter ;    Answer,    Vis© 

Sandon  May  4,  [229]  38 
Tideswell  Grammar  School^  Question,  Mr 

M* Arthur ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  Ju 

[229] 1516 
Uppingham   School,    Question,     Mr.     Gs 

Noel  ;  Answer,   Mr.   Sclater-Booth  Ma 

[229]  49 

Report  of  Committee  of  Council, 


EDU        EOE 


Xsvoinov— eont. 


(SESSION     1876 ) 
337^138 — 339—350 — 331. 


EOE      EOT 


Canal  Population,  The,  Questioo,  Mr.  Price ; 
Answer,  Viscoant  Sandon  July  3,  [230]  859 

Faetoriet  Act,  187i—  The  EdueaUonal  CUiute, 
Question,  Mr.  MundelU ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Asfheton  Cross  Feb  14,  [227]  261 

OovtrnmetU  Inspecton  ana  Secondary  Schools, 
Question,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  Viscount 
Sandon  July  13,  [230]  1396 

Grants  to  FMmentary  Schools — Keynsham  Brt- 
tish  School,  Questions,  Mr.  Mundella,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  ;  Answers,  Viscount  Sandon 
June  15,  [229]  1894  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Mun- 
della; Answers,  Viscount  Sandon  June  16, 
1974  ;  June  22,  [330]  246  ;  Question,  Mr. 
W.  B.  Forster  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon 
August  1,  [231]  250 

Papers  relating  to P.i'3d0 

Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  Mundella ;  Answer, 
Viscount  Sandon  Mar  9,  [227]  1714 

Primary  Education —  The  Queen* s  Speech — 
Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster; 
Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  Mar  27,  [228] 
620  ;  Question,  Lord  Francis  Ilervey ;  An- 
swer, Viscount  Sandon  April  7, 1410 

Pupil  Teachers,  Question,  Mr.  Fawcett ;  An- 
swer, Viscount  Sandon  August  11,  [231]  1069 

Reports  for  the  Year  1875,  Question,  Lord 
Oranmore  and  Browne  ;  Answer,  The  Duke 
of  Richmond  and  Gordon  Jfay26,[229]  1260 

Sdu>ols  and  Attendances  {England  and  Wales), 
Question,  Observations,  Lord  Aberdare; 
Heply,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon 
iiumlfM.  [23i]5l3 

Teachers  of  Public  Elementary  Schools — Cer- 

tifieates,  Observations,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ; 

Reply,  Viscount  Sandon  August  l,[23i]  258 

[See  title  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870] 


Miucation  Department  —  The  Education 
Code —  Choice  of  Subjects 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  10,  To 
leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  "  while 
reading,  writing,  and  arithmetic  should  be 
obligatorj  in  all  Elementary  Schools,  it  is 
desirable  that  the  choice  of  other  subjects 
should,  as  heretofore,  be  left  to  the  School 
fioard  or  Committee  of  Management  **  ( Sir 
John  Lubbock)  v.,  [227]  1800;  after  short 
debate.  Question,  "  That  the  words,  d(c.," 
put,  and  agreed  to 


Edwabds,  Mr.  H.,   Weymouth 
Metropolis— Temple  Bar,  [227]  1208 


EoEBTON  OF  Tatton,  Lord 

Poor  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [230]  1275 

EoEBTON,  Hon.  A.  F.  (Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Admiraltj),   Itaneashire, 
S.R 
Administration  of  the  Navy,  Motion  lor  a  Royal 

Commission,  [230J  453 
liorebaDt  Shipping,  Comm,  add.  el.  [229]  230 

[etmt. 


Egbrtov,  Hon.  A.  F. — eont. 

Navy — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Good  Conduct  Badges,  [230]  1045 

H.M.S.  ''Monarch"  and  the  "Raleigh," 

[231]  1202 
Naval  Surgeons — Sir  Gilbert   Blane's  Be- 
quest, [230]  1043 
Royal  Marines,  [228]  1526, 1527 
Navy— H.M.S. "  Vanguard,"  Loss  of.  Motion 

for  a  Paper,  [227]  1003 
Navy  Estimates,  Dockyards,  Ac.  [230]  466 
Training  Ships  (Ireland),  [230]  1049 

Egebton,  Hon.  Admiral  T.y  Derby  shire  fF. 
Mercantile  Marine — "  Strathmore,"  The,  [230] 

243 
Navy— Royal  Marines.  [228]  1523 
Navy— "  AlberU  "  and  *<  Mistletoe,"  Collision, 

Res.  [228]  1516 
Navy— H.M.S.  "Vanguard,"  Loss  of.   Motion 

for  a  Paper,  [227]  1074 
West  Indies— St.  Vincent,  Island  of,  [230]  1170 

Egebton,   Hon.   Wilbraham,    Cheshire, 
Mid 

Burial  Grounds,  2R.  Bill  withdrawn, [230]  1921 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  Res.  [227]  2061 
Divine  Worship  Facilities,  2R.  [228]  42 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  cl,  4,  [230] 
1295  ;  add.  cl.  1668 ;  Consid.  cl.  14,  [231]  480 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.  [227]  366 

Egypt 

MlSOKLLAirXOUS    QUBSTIONS 

Court   of  Summary   Justice,    Question,  Mr. 

Ralli ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  July  21,  [230] 

1698 

Judicial  Reforms      .    .     .  P.P.  [1393] 
The  Khedive  and  the  New  Legal  Tribunals—' 

The  Private  Estate,  Question,  Observations, 

Lord   Emly;    Reply,    The   Earl  of    Derby 

August  10,  [231]  964 

Egyptian  Finance 

227]  Mr.  Cave's  Special  Mitsion —  The  Instructions, 
Notice  of  Question,  The  Marquess  of  Har- 

.  tington  Feb  10,  138  ;  Question,  Observa- 
tions, The  Earl  of  Rosebery  ;    Reply,  The 

.     Earl  of   Derby  Feb    11,   202 ;    Notice    of 

Question,    The     Marquess    of    Uartington 

228]  Mar  24,  563  ;  Questions,  The  Marquess  of 

Uartington,  Mr.  Lowe  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Dis- 

.  raeli.  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  Mar  24.  566  ;— 7%« 
Expenset,  Question,  The  Marquess  of  Uart- 
ington ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  27,  623 
227]  Mr.  Cavers  Report,  Question,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  13, 
1870 ;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay,  Mr. 
Lowe  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli,  The  Chan- 
338]cellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  16,  74  ; 
Question,    Mr.    W.    Cartwright ;    Answer, 

.  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  23,  480  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Samuelson  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

.  Exchequer  Mar  27»  621  ;  Questions,  Sir 
George  Campbell,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff; 
Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli,  The   Chancellor  of 

.  the  Exchequer  Mar  28,  699  ;  Observation, 
Q'he  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  31, 

.  1038  ;  Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  f  QT%v«t  \  k\k- 
swer,  T\iQ    CYiiA««;W<yc    <A  \2&a  ^^Ls^^ojiMst 

230^  June  19,  \\ 
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Egypt— «ont 


Mr,  Rivers  Wiliotiy  Question,  Mr.  Goarley ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqner 
April  6,  [228]  1325  ;  Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  May  11,  [229]  365 

Conversion  of  the  Debt — Decrees  of  May  2, 
Question,  Mr.  Samuelson :  *  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  18,  [229] 
918 

Ministry  of  Finance — The  Decree,  Question, 
Lord  Robert  Montagu  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  May  16,  [229]  775  ;  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Cartwright ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  May  23,  1112 

The  Egyptian  Debt — Mr.  Cave's  Report,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  William  Cartwright ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Stephen  Cave  May  12,  [229]  490 

Mr.  Cave's  Report   .     .    .  P.P,  [1425] 
Correspondence    ....  [1484] 

Imprisonment  of  General  Kirhham,  Question, 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  July  17,  [230]  1477 

The  National  Bank  of  Egypt,  Question,  Mr. 
W.  Cartwright ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
Mar  6,  [227]  1417  ;  Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Mctr  9, 
1707;  Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  27,  [228]  627  ;— 
Papers,  §re.,  Question,  Mr.  Cowen  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Disraeli  April  27.  [228]  1768 

The  Ministry  of  War—  General  Pettie,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  Feb  14,  [227]  266  i^General  Fa- 
deieff.  Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Feb  28,  1022 

The  Red  Sea  Boundary,  Question,  Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Jidy  24,  [230] 
1809 

7%«  Suez  Canal  Shares 

The  Purchase  of  the  Suez  Canal  Shares,  Ques- 
tion, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  11, 
[227]  226;  —  Commissions,  Question,  Mr. 
Wilson  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Feb  29,  1120 

Bank  of  England — The  Loans  Act,  Question, 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  20,  [228] 
269 ;  Question,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
i/ar  21,351 

Question,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  May  30, 1417 

The  Suez  Canal  Company 

The  Concession  and  Firman,  Question,  Mr.  W. 

E.  Forster ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  Feb  10,  [227]  137 
The  Statutes  and  Bye-Laws,  Questions,  Lord 

Kobert  Montagu ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  Feb  11,  [227]  229  ;  Feb  14, 

265 


The  Suez  Canal 
English  Representatives,  Question, Lord ^oVi^Tt 

Montagu ;    Answer,  The  CYvatvcoWor   ol  \.\\q 

Exchequer  Ftb  21,  [2il'\  5<S\ 


Egypt — eont. 
Modification  of  the  Canal  Ihiet,  Qw>itioM,n 
Marquess    of   Hartington  ;    Amiren,  Yk 
Chancellor  of  the  Ezebequer  Fei  S3,  [11; 
684 ;   Feb  24,  813 ;   ObMnratioot.  Sir  I 
Drummond  Wolff;  Reply,  The  ChaaesDarc 
the     Exchequer :     short    debate    Ikm 
ilprtMl,  [228]  1562 
Payment  of  the  Interest,  Qnestioii,  Mr.  En^ 
Ashley  ;  Answer,  The  ChaneeUor  oC  tkt  E] 
chequer  June  1,  [329]  1521 
Sir  Daniel  Lange,  Question,  Mr.  Monk ;  Ai 
swer,  Mr.  Bourke  Mar  3,  [as;]  1207 

;  Surtag,  Q 


The  Administration— The 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington  ;  Amw,  11 

Chancellor  of  the  Ezoheqaer  Apnll%,[ti 

1326 

337]  The  Representation  and  MamngemtsA,  Qm 

tion,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer, H 

.     Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  yhr  l4,t|ll 

229]  May  4,  39  ;  Observations,  Sir  H.  DnuuM 

Wolff;  Eleply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  EkI 

.     quer  May  5,  172  ;   Questions,  Mr.  Ma 

Mr.  Gladstone  ;  Answers,  The  Chaaoslhr 

.     the  Exchequer  June  9,  1604 

Correspondence  .  [1391],  [ISaS^nfl 
Mem.  Lord  Tenterden  ....  [141 
Concession  and  Firmans  .     ...  [14] 


Egypt  —  Mr.  Cavers  Ifiuian  —  EgffH 

Finance 
Moved,  "  That  it  is  inexpedient  that  the  Brit 

Government  should  take  any  part  to  6e 

tate  loan  transactions   to  the   Kbe£vt 

Egypt"  (Sir  George  Can^tbell)  At^ 

[231]  615 
Observations,   Sir   George    Campbell ;    Bq 

Mr.  Stephen  Cave  ;  debate  thereon  .iiyis 

615 


Egypt— The  Slave  Trade 

Moved  to  resolve,  That  this  House  regrsts  t 
the  policy  of  the  Government  was  not 
rected  to  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Tr 
in  the  transactions  with  the  Khedive 
Egypt  (  The  Lord  De  Mauley)  Mar  20,  [j 
257  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  witbdrai 
[See  title  Slave  Trade] 


Elcho,  Lord,  Haddingtonshire 

Army — Mobilization  Scheme,   The  New,  [j 
380 
Volunteer  Review  in  Hyde  Park,  [230] 
Army   Estimates — Land    Forces,   ''227]  1' 
1479 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  [229]  1643 
War  Office,  [229]  1658 
Works,  Buildings,  die.  [229]  1653 
Brussels  International  Exhibition  —  Sick 

Wounded  Soldiers,  [230]  1477 
Civil  Departments  (Employment  of  Soldii 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  19 
Criminal    Law  —  Delay    of    Justice  —  Wi 

Assizes,  [228]  625 
Fine  Arts,  Motion  for  an  Address.  [229]  21 
Game  Laws  Amendment,  2R.  [228]  1815 
G«.vcv<i  Lfl^Nift   (Scotland),   2R,    Amendt.  [: 


\ 
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(SESSION    1876} 
227 — 338*339*330^331. 


ELE 


ELE 


Bloho,  Lord — eimt, 

London    Manicipal    Government,  Res.   [339] 

1784, 1819 
MerohAnt  Shipping,  Oomm,  add.  el  [339]  93 
MetropoHt — Ujrde  Park — The  Serpentine,  Rea. 

[338]  1249 
lietropolitan  Improvementi  Models,  [338]  350 
Publicans  Gertifloates  (Scotland),  Comm.  el.  5, 

[338]  1813 
Railway  Accident — John  Chiddy,  Reward  to, 

[33O712 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [338]  132 
Rojal  Titles  Act— The  Proclamation,  [338] 

1777,  1778;— Vote  of  Censare,  Res.  [339] 

436, 438 
Sohomberg,  Dnke  of— Pension — Commutation, 

Res.  [331]  768 
South-Eastem  Railway,  3R.  [338]  59 
Sues  Canal  Shares,  Comm.  [331]  848 
Supply—British  Masenm,  [331]  263.  265 
Ways  and  Means — Report,  Res.  [331]  758 

Xlection  of  Aldermen  (CamiQative  Vote) 
BiU 

( jl^.  Hey^aUt  Mr,  RutseU  (7um«y,  Mr,  FawcetU 
Mr,  JFTieelhcutej  Mr,  Morley) 

«.  Ordered ;  lead  l»  •  Feb  9  [Bill  461 

Order  for  2R.  read  May  17,  [339]  913  ;  after 
short  debate,  further  proceeding  on  2R.  ad- 
journed 

Further  proceeding  on  2R.  resumed  June  9, 
1662 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2<> ; " 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Mr,  Mundella);  Question  put;  A.  33,  N. 
41 :  M.  8 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  2«  ;"  Moved,  "  That  the  House  do 
now  adjourn"  {Mr,  Rowley  Uill)  ;  after 
short  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  21,  N.  47 ; 
M.  26 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  2«  ;*'  Moved.  *<  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned "  {Mr.  Ramsay) ;  Motion 
agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Bill  withdrawn  •Ju/y  19 


Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Captain  Nolan,  Mr.  O'Ckry,  Mr.  Fay) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1<»  •  Feb  9  [Bill  8] 

Moved.  "That    the    Bill    be  now   read    r" 

Feb  23.  [337]  765 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

this  day  six  months"  {Mr,Kavanagh) :  after 

debate,  Questiou,  "That  *now,'   Ao,"  put, 

and  negatived 
Words  added;    main   Question,  as   amended, 

put,  and  agreed  to;   2R.   put  off   for  six 

months 

XUmentary  Education  Act,  1870 

MlSOBLLAinOUS    QlTBSTIOVS 

Armley    National     School,     Question,     Mr. 

Charley  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  July  18, 

[330]  1527 
Britton  School  District,  Question,  Mr.  Richard  ; 

Answer,   Viscoaot   Sandon  Mar  28,   [338] 

696 
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Elementary  Education  Aet  (1870)— cont. 

Cardiff  School  Board,  Question,  Colonel  Stuart ; 
Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  Mar  17,  [338] 
171 ;  Question,  Mr.  Birley  ;  Answer,  Vis- 
count Sandon  May  4,  [339]  47  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Richard  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon 
ilu^i<rt7,r33i]703 

Clause  6 — Commdsory  Attendance,  Questions, 
Mr.  Sandford,  Mr.  Isaac  ;  Answers,  Viscount 
Sandon  May  25,  [329]  1188 ;—  Case  of  Oeorge 
Beavis,  Questions,  Mr.  Boord  ;  Answers, 
Viscount  Sandon,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  JVMl, 
[327]  227 

"  Oodless  Education,"  Question,  Mr.  Maurice 
Brooks ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  Mar  20, 
[338]  267 

London  Board  Sehods— Attendance,  Question, 
Mr.  Heygate  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon 
May  22,  [339]  1036;— T/i*  Returns,  Ques- 
tion, Major  Jervis  ;  Answer,  Viscount 
Sandon  May  8,  [339]  206 

Poor  Law  Hiliejf,  Question,  Mr.  Alderman  W. 
M' Arthur  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater  -  Booth 
Ifar  6.  [227]  1417 

Public  Elementary  Schools,  Question,  Mr. 
Heygate  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  Mar  2, 
[337]  1204 

Pupil  Teachers,  Question,  Mr.  Brig^;  An- 
swer, Viscount  Sandon  Mar  30,  [338]  877 

School  Board  Prosecutions,  Question,  Mr. 
Boord ;   Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  Feb  18, 


[337]  480 


School  Board  Schools — Religious  Instruction, 

Question,  Mr.  Richard  ;    Answer,  Viscount 

Sandon  Feb  IS,  [237]  483 
School  Board  Teachers,  Question,  Mr.  Richard  ; 

Answer,   Viscount   Sandon   Mar  31,   [338] 

966 
School  Boards — Returns,  Question,  Mr.  J.  G. 

Talbot;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  June  I, 

[229]  1520  ; — Rules  12  and  14,  Question,  Mr. 

Heygate  ;  Answer,  Visocunt  Sandon  June  15, 

1895 
Science  in  Elementary  Schools,  Question,  Sir 

Edward  Watkin ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon 

^pn7  7,  [338]  1405 
Transfer  of  Wrentham  School,  Question,  Mr. 

Colman  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  Mar  6, 

[337]  1414 

Pari.  Papers — 

Cost,  1874-5 284 

Jx>ndon  School  Board  Accommo- 
dation    265 

Building  and  Maintenance  .    .    .  208 

Religious  Instruction      ....  209 

Expenditure [14631 

Report [1513] 

Elementary  Education  -4<?^  (1870) — School 
Boards — Primary  Education 

Moved  for.  Return  of  Civil  Parishes  (exclusive 
of  London  and  municipal  boroughs)  under 
School  Boards  on  the  1st  of  January,  1876, 
specifying  those  where  compulsory  education 
has  been  enforced  (  The  Earl  De  La  Warr) 
May  6,  [329]  96  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
amended,  and  agreed  to 

Return  of  Civil  Parishes  ((^xclii«W«  Oi^  LaMo^ 
and  muii\,c\pa\\iOto\i^%S^iv^«t'^^w^^^»a^^ 
on  t\ie  lat  ol  Iwi^n  \^U,*Y^\^V^%^^««^ 
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JSUmentary  Edueaiion  Act  (1870) — School  Boards 
— Privnary  Education— eoni» ' 

where  compulsory  edacation  has  been  en- 
forced, and  also  specifying  the  number  and 
names  of  School  Boards  which  have  made 
no  provision  for  religious  instrnction  within 
the  schools  under  their  management  (^The 
Earl  De  La  Warr)  ordered 


Elementary  Education  Bill 

( Vueount  Sandon^  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
qtteTf  Mr.  Secretary  Cross) 

e.  Orders  of  the  Day  postponed  {Mr.  Disraeli) 
Motion  for  Leave  {Viscount  Sandon)  May  IS, 

229]  929 ;  after  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill 
ordered  ;  read  1«  •  [Bill  166] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2<> " 
.  June  16,  1897 
Amendt  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable 
that  the  recommendations  contained  in  the 
recent  Report  of  the  Factory  and  Workshops 
Acts  Commission,  relating  to  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  attendance  of  children^at  school, 
should  be  introduced  in  any  measure  for  im- 
proving the  elementary  education  of  the 
people  "  {Mr.  Mundella)  v. ;  Question  pro- 
posed, **  That  the  words,  drc  :'*  afler  long 
debate.  Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned  "  {Mr.  Kay-Shuttleworth) ;  after 
further  short  debate,  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Poor  Educational  Districts,  Questions,  Lord 
Robert  Montagu,  Mr  W.  E.  Forster ;  An- 
swers. Viscount  Sandon  May  25,  1191 

School  Fees,  Question,  Mr.  Richard  ;  Answer, 
Viscount  Sandon  June  \,  1517 

230]  Debate  resumed  June  19,  16  ;  after  long 
debate.  Question  put;  A.  309,  N.  163; 
M.  146 

Division  List,  A.  and  N.  96 

On  Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2°  ?" 
after  short  debate.   Question  put ;    A.  356, 
N.  78  ;  M.  278  ;   Bill  read  2° 
The  Amendments,  Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ; 

Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  July  7,  1141 
Order  for  Committee rcftd  ;  Moved,  "That Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  July  10, 
1180 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  principle 
of  universal  compulsion  in  Education  cannot 
be  applied  without  great  injustice,  unless 
provision  be  made  for  placing  public  Ele- 
mentary Schools  under  public  manageniont  " 
{^fr.  Richard)v.  ;  Question  proposed,  "That 
the  words,  etc.  ;"  after  long  debate,  Question 
put;   A.  317,  N.  99  ;    M.  218 

Division  List,  A.  and  N.  1268 
Main  Question,  "  'i'hat  xMr.  Speaker,  Ac,"  put, 

and  agreed  to  ;  Committee— r.p. 
.  Committee — r.p.  July  11, 1283 
.Committee— R.p. /«/y  13,  1399 
.Committee — r.p.  Jidy  14,  1435 
.Committee — r.p.  July  17,  1495 
.  Committee — r.p.  July  18,  1628 

,  Certificated    Children— Clause    14,   Question, 
Mr.    Heygate ;    Answer,  Wacount   ^an^oii 
July  20,  1 630 

\conU 


Elementary  Edueaiion  Bill    ooot. 

230]  Committee—- B.P.  July  20, 1040 

.  Committee— R.P.  July  21,  1700 

.  Committee— B.P.  July  34,  1822 

.  Committee— B.P.  July  25,  1890 

.Committee— B. p.  Jtdy  27.  1976 
231]  Committee— B.P.  July  28,  2        [Bill  S77] 

.  Committee ;  Report  July  29,  60 

.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  takeii  iifte  C«- 

•ideration  "  August  S,  437 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  ''ThBt,''  waAwH 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoate,  prineipleikfi 
been  introdoeed  into  tbit  Bill  sinoeiti  Se- 
cond  Eleading  which  were  not  tben  ciikr 
mentioned  to  or  contemplated  by  tbe  Ho«i, 
which  tend  to  disturb  tbe  buis  00  vUek 
Elementary  Education  oow  rests,  to  mfsk 
the  formation  of  new  tcbools,  to  iBtroisK 
discord  and  confusion  iuto  tbe  Eleetioa  if 
School  Boards,  and  to  place  tbe  mimgi— t 
of  schools  in  the  bands  of  persons  wbo  mtks 
contribute  to  their  support  nor  are  dcctsl 
by  the  ratepayers"  {The  IHarquess of Btf' 
tinyton)   v. ;    after    debate,    Questioo  pst, 
''  That  the  words,  &o.  : "  A.  182.  N.  IM; 
M.  62 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  Mi* 

sidered ;  Amendts.  made 
Amendt.  in  page  6,  line  17,  after  **  pay,**  tsifr 
sort  '*  If  the  parent  of  any  child  who  is  it» 
sident  in  the  district  of  a  Scbool  BosH  ii 
unable,  by  reason  of  poverty,  to  pay  the  km 
of  such  child  at  a  public  elementary  nfcsd, 
or  any  part  of  such  fee,  and  if  tbe  SeM 
Board  fails  to  make  regulations,  sste 
Clauses  twenty-five  and  seventy-fbar  of  thi 
Elementary  Education  Act  of  1870  ibr  lb 
payment  of  the  same,  it  shall  be  tbedotytf 
the  Guardians,  if  satisfied  of  such  inabilitj. 
to  pay  the  same  in  accordance  with  the  pr»> 
visions  of  this  section  "  (Lord  Rnheri  ko^ 
tagu)  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  tlmi 
words  be  there  inserted ; "  after  lonf  4^ 
bate.  Debate  adjourned 

.  Debate  resumed  August  4,  518  ;  after  Ion;  i/t- 
bate,  further  proceeding  adjourned 

.  Further  Proceedings  resumed  August  4,  551 : 
Amendts.  made 
Lords  Amendts.  [Bill  2W] 

/.  Read  1*  •  {  The  Lord  PresidejU)  August  7 

.  Read  2*,  after  debate  August  8,  776  (No.  204) 

.  Committee  August  10,  937 
Report*  August  II  (No.  226) 

Head  3=»*  August  12 
c.  Lords   Amendts.    considered,   and    agreed  to 

.      August  14,  1222 
/.  Royal  Assent  August  15     [39  A  40  V%et.t.7f[ 

Elementaxy  Education  Act  (1870)  Ameid- 
ment  Bill 

{Mr.  Dixon,  Mr.  Mundella,  Sir  John  Lubbech 

Mr.  Trcvelyan) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Feb  9  [Bill  14' 

Moved,  "That    the    Bill     be   now  read  ?" 

ApHlb,  [228]  1251 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now/*  and  add^opoa 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr.  Sandford);  liter 
long   debate,    Question  put,   "TThat  •!»»,' 
Ac.;"  A.  160,  N.281  ;  M.   121 
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Elementary  Education  (Application  for 
School  Board)  Bill 

( Jfr.  Heygaie,  Mr,  Pell,  Mr,  W,  Stanhope,  Mr, 

Sampson  Lhyd) 

€,  Ordered  ;  read  !<>•  Feb  9  [Bill  16] 

9R.  [Dropped] 


Elementary  Education  ProTinonal  Order 
Conflrmation  (Cardiff)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  President) 

h  Presented ;  read  1**,  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers June  23  (No.  142) 

Read  2»  *  June  27 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  6 

Readd'*/«2y7 
c  Read  l*"*  ( Viscount  Sandon)  July  10  [Bill  243] 

Read2''*/u/sf  13 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  21 

Read  a^'^Ju^y  24 
I  Rojal  Assent  August  11  [30  A  40  Viet,  c.  oxcvii] 


Elementary  Education  ProTinonal  Order 
Confirmation  (Hailaham,  ftcO  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  President) 

/.  Presented ;    read   1*  *,    and  referred    to    the 
Examiners  May  30  (No.  101) 

Read2«*/un0  16 

Committee  *  June  2 

Report  *  June  27 

Read  3*  *  June  20 
e.  Read  1*  •  ( Viseouni  Sandon)  July  3  [Bill  223] 

Read2«*/Wy6 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  17 

R6ad3«^  July\8 
I  Royal  Assent  July  24  [30  dt  40  Vict,  c.  cliii] 


Elementary  Education  ProTinonal  Order 
Confirmation  (Homsey)  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Earl  Cadogan) 

{.Presented;    read  1**,   and    referred   to    the 
Examiners  June  1  (No.  104) 

Read  2**  June  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  29 

Read  3*  *  June  30 
e.  Read  l""  ^  (  Viscount  Sandon)  July  3  [Bill  224] 

Read2«*  July  e 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  17 

Read3*'»/tt/y  18 
I  Royal  Assent  July  24      [39  A  40  Viet,  c.  cliv] 


Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  President) 

I,  Presented  ;    read   1*  *,    and    referred   to   the 
Examiners  May  30  (No.  100) 

Read2»*  June  16 
Committee  *  ;  Report  June  26 
Read  3»  •  June  27 
e.  Head  1«*  (  Vucount  Sasidon)  July  3  [Bill  221] 
Read2*'*/tt/y7 

Qaestion,  Explanation,  Lord  Francis  Herrey  ; 
Answer,  Vucount  Sandon  July  10.  [330! 
2178 

leonL 


I 


Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order   Con^ 
Jirmation  {London)  Bill— ooni. 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  <*  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair" 
August  9,  [331]  932  ;  debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  August  12,  [330]  1185 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
"  this  Hoose  will,  upon  this  day  two  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee  "  {Mr, 
Baring)  v,  ;  after  short  debate,  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Mr, 
Charley)  [The  Motion  was  not  seconded] 

Question,  "  That  the  words,  dtc.,"  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Committee  ; 
Report ;  read  3^ 
I,  Royal  Assent  Aug  15  [39  A  40  Viet,  c.  coxxxix] 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (ToUeshunt  Major)  Bill 

[h.l.]        ( The  Earl  of  Derby) 

I,  Presented;    read   1**,    and    referred    to   the 
Examiners  June  13  (No.  114) 

Read  2*  •  June  20 

Committee  *  June  29 

Report  *  June  30 

Read  3*  •  July  3 
e.  Bead  lo*  ( Viscount  Sandon)  July  6  [Bill  238] 

Read2<>*7tA;y  10 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  18 

Read  3^*  *  July  20 
/.  Rojal  Assent  July  24     [39  dt  40  Viet,  0.  olx] 

Ellesmsrb,  Earl  of 

Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
[a27]  18 

EllicEi  Mi,  E.,  St,  Andrews 

Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [228]  33 
Public    Works    Loan   Commissioners  —  Eload 
TrusU  (Scotland),  [230]  872 

Elliot,  Sir  G.,  Durhamy  N, 

Egypt—  Egyptian  Finance — Mr.  Cave's  Mission, 

Res.  [231]  650 
Elementary   Education,  Comm.  el,  34,  [230] 

1614 
Supply — Report — Sues  Canal — Modification  of 

Dues,  [228]  1572 

Elliot,  1^.  G.  W.,  NorthalUrton 

Railways,  Royal  Commission  on,  [227]  551 
United  Sutes— The  "  Alabama"  Claims,  [228] 
1481 

Elphinstone,  Lord 

Mercantile    Marine  —  Training    Ships,    [227] 

1787. 17«9 
Navy— Chain  Cables  and  Anchors,  [227]  547 

Flag  Rank,  Promotion  to,  [229]  1257 
Navy— Iron-clads,  Motion  for  Returns,  [227] 
1861 

Elphinstoke,  Sir  J.  D.  H.,  PorUmouth 

Coast  and  Deep  Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R« 

[228]  448, 449 
pMUamen^  —  \ja\Vt\m    C*^iuxk\j3   ■^^^>C\wi.  - 
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Elver  FiBhing  Bill 

{Mr.  Monkt  Mr.  Price) 

€.  Ordered  :  read  !«>•  May  22  [Bill  162] 

Read  2»  •  June  29 

Committee  •  ;  Report  JtUy  3  [Bill  225] 

Considered  ^  July  6 

Read  3°  •  July  7 
I  Read  1*  •  ( The  Lord  Boyle)  July  10  (No.  164) 

Read2*»7w/y  U 

Committee*;  Report 7ti7y 20 

Read  3**  July  21 

Royal  Assent  July  24      [39  A  40  Vict.  c.  34] 

Ely,  Bishop  of 
University  of  Oxford,  Comm.  cL  14,  [228]  943 

Emly,  Lord 

Cattle  Disease  (Ireland),  2R.  [231]  567 
Cattle  Diseases  (England  and  Ireland) — Privy 

Council  Regulations,  [227]  129 
Egypt — Khedive,   The,  and  the  New  Legal 

Tribunals,  [231]  964 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Act,  1875, 

[229]  359,  360 
Poor  Law  Rating  (Ireland),  2R.  [231]  499 

Emlyn,  Viscount,  Carmarthen 
Army — Militia  Adjutants,  [227]  1767 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [230] 
2016 

Employers   and  Workmen   Act  (1875) 
Extension  Bill 

(Mr,  JBurtf  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Mr.   Mundella, 

Mr.  Gourley) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  ^t'6  9  [Bill  23] 

2R.  [Dropped] 

Employers  Liability  for  Injury  Bill 

{Mr,  Macdonald,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Meldon, 

Mr.  Bass) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>•  /V6  9  [Bill  15] 

Moved,    "That   the    Bill    be    now   read   2°" 

May  24,  [22g)  1154 
After  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out 
*•  now,"  and  add  "  upon  this  day  six  months  " 
{Mr.  Rodwell)  :  after  further  short  debate, 
Amrndt.  and  Motion  withdrawn  ;  Bill  with- 
drawn 

Employers  Liahilify  for  Injuries  to  their 
Servants — See  title  Master  and  Ser- 
vant Laws 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869 
Moved,  That  tliore  ho  laid  before  the  House, 
Return  made  out  county  by  county,  with  in 
each  case  a  proximate  estimate  of  the  annual 
value  of  the  endowments,  of  (1)  the  number 
of  schemes  finally  approved  and  in  force  in 
England    and    Wales    under    the    Endowed 
Schools  Act  of  1869  ;  of  (2)  the  number  of 
schemes  published  by  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners   and    the    Charity    Commis- 
sioners  but   not   yet  finally  approved  ;  and 
(3)  educational  endowments  i.ot  included  in 
yo8.  1  and  2  but  within  the  provWxowa  ol  X\y© 
aaid  Act,  distinguishing  tboAe  to  'wYucVi  %w 

\covX 


Endowed  SehooU  Act,  1869— -oont. 

tion  3  of  the  Endowed  Seboolt  Aet^lSTI, 
applies,  in  continaation  of  the  Return  ordcrsA 
the  22nd  of  June  1875  "  ( TTke  Eari Fartettm) 
June  26,  [230]  388  ;  after  short  debMa, 
Motion  agreed  to  {Pari.  P,  2U) 

Enfield,  Viscount 
Army—Militia,  Paymasters  in  the,  [330]  848 
Metropolis— Hyde  Park    Corner,    Trifle  al; 

[237]  648 
Sweden — Stockholm,    Episoopal     Chiirdi  at, 

[229]  1885 

English  Channel^  The 

Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Bros* 
ley.Davenport ;  Answer,  Mr.  Boarke/mf  12. 

[229]  16G6 
The  Straits  Tunnel,  Questions,  Mr.  WhsDiy: 
Answers,  Sir  Charles  Adderlej  Juty  4,[sjo] 
947 

Epping  Forest  Bill 

(Lord  Henry  Lennox,  Mr.  William  Bnry  Mtt) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>•  /V6.11  [BUI  69] 

Read  2^  and  committed  to  a  Select  Coouiittii 

Feb  28.  [227]  1106 
And,  on  Feb  29,  Committee    nominated  « 

follows  :  —  Mr.   Goldney    (Chairman),  Ifr. 

Cabitt.    Mr.    Kinnaird  ;    Mr.    Elliee,  Ut. 

Neville  -  Grenville  nominated   by  the  Cm> 

mittee  of  Selection 
Report  of  Select  Comm.  Mar  3 
Committee  *  (on  re-comm.) ;  Report  Jfar  7 
Read3°*  JfarS 
/.  Read  1>  •  ( Lord  President)  Mar  9    (No.  24) 
Read  2»*  Mar  10 
Committee  •  ;  Report  Mar  13 
Read  3*  •  Mar  14 
Royal  Assent  Mar  17  [39  Vict.  e.  3] 

Epping  Forest— The  Forest  Commissioner^ 
Scheme 
Question,  Mr.   Cowper-Temple  ;  Aniwer,  Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith  July  20,  [230]  1624 

Erne  Longh  and  River  Bill 

{Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1©  •  June  8  [Bill  187] 

Read  2***,  and  committed  to  the  Select  Cob- 

mittee  on  the  Arklow  Harbour  ImproTesMBt 

Bill/u/y  11 
Report  of  Select  Comm.  July  20 
Order    for    Committee    {on   re-comm.)    reid: 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  do  w 

leave  the  Chair"  July  21,  [230]  1763 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned " 

{Mr.  Dillwyn) ;  after  short  debate,  Qnestioi 

put;  A.  8,'N.  53;  M.    45 
Original   Question  put,  and  agreed  to;   Com- 

miitee  ;  Report 
Read  ,r»  July  24 
I.  Read  1^  *  ( Lord  President)  July  25     (No.  1««) 
Read  2»  Amjnst  7,  [231]  688 
Report*  August  8 

Committee  •  ;  Report  AuQust  9 
^c«.^^*^*   August  \^ 
VwO^iX  K%^«t>\.  Aug\X>  \3!fi  ^  ^Si  VvA.,n,W5sr5S^ 
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JEme  Lough  and  River  [^JSxpetuM  of  Works] 
€,  Coosidered  in  Committee  July  Id,  [230]  1426  ; 
a  Resolution  agreed  to 


Errinoton,  Mr.  G.,  Longford  Co, 

Africa  (West  Coast  of) — Native  Laboarers — 

African  Mail  Steamers,  [231]  690 
Army — Militia  Regiments,  Surgeons  of,  [229] 
919 
Mobilization — Longford  Rifle  Militia,  [231] 
691 
Coolies — Reunion,  Island  of,  [228]  478 
Foreshores — Balbriggan  Foreshore,  [230]  1046 
Ireland — Upper  Shannon,  [230]  1171  ; — Ballj- 

connell  Canal,  [229]  1035 
Medical  Degrees  —  "Conjoint  Examinations," 

[227]  1709 
Naval  Surgeons — Sir  Gilbert  Blane's  Bequest, 

[230]  1043 
Queen's  College  (Ireland),  [229]  487 
Saint  Vincent  (Treatment  of  Coolies),  Motion 

for  an  Address,  [227]  2073 
Supplj— Public  Education,  Ireland,  [231]  277 
Turkey— Loans  of  1854  and  1871,  [231]  906 
West  Indies— St.  Vincent,  Island  of,  [229]  365 


EsLiNGTON,  Lord,  Northumherland,  S. 
Elementarj  Education,  Comm.  add.  el.  [230] 

1535 
Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Res.  [227]  840 
Local  Light  Dues  (Reduction),  Comm.  [229] 

1963 
Medical  Act  Amendment   (Foreign    Universi- 
ties), 2  R.  r230]  1010 
Mercantile  Marine — Pensions  to  Seamen,  Res. 

Amendt.  [227]  1820 
Merchant  Service  Officers,  Res.  [229]  801 
S3 7]  Merchant  Shipping,  2K.  456 
338]  Comm.  530  ;    cl.    3,  548,  551,   649,   657  ; 
.      Amendt.    884,    901  ;    el.  5,    1154,    1156  ; 
.     Amendt.  1158,   1159;  cl.  11,  1371  ;  cl.  13, 
.     1373;    Amendt.  ib.  ;   el.  14,  1375;   el.  15, 
•      1593,  Amendt.  1613  ;  Amendt.  1615  ;  cl.  16, 
.     1792;   eL    18,    1805,  1808;    el.    19,   1883; 
.     el.  24,   1913;  el.  27,  1917;  add.  cl,  1924, 
1938 
339355,  65,  66,  67,  92,  211,  224  ;   Consid.  add. 
.     el.  1060,  1061  ;  el.  U,  1068  ;  el.  20.  1078  ; 
.     da.  1335 
Navy— 1I.M.S.  "Vanguard"  Loss  of,  Motion 

for  a  Paper,  [227]  1091 
Parliament— Public  Business,  [228]  1330;  [229] 

492 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el,  28,  [229] 

1706  :  add,  el.  1779 
Turkish  Debt— Loan  of  1854,  Res.  [230]  1758 

European  Assurance  Society  Arbitration 
Question,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot ;   Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  May  22,  [229]  1038 

EvAiTS,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Derby  shires  S, 

Elementary  Education,  211.  [229]  1926;  Comm. 

cl'  4>  [330]  1292  ;  d,  6,  1409  ;  c/.3d,  1511 ; 

add.  cl.  1902,  1905 
llouse  Occupiers  Disqualification  Removal,  2R. 

Motion-  for  Adjournment,  [228]  552 
Prisons,  2U,  [230]  295 


\ 


EvEBSLEY,  Viscount 

Commons,  Report,  d.  19,  [230]  1518 

Ewmo,  Mr.  A.  Orr,  Dumbartonshire 
Banns  of  Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  Amendt. 

[230]  196,  197.201 
Burghs  and    Populous   Places  (Scotland)  Gas 

Supply,  2R.  [228]  7 
Burial  Services  in  Parish  Churchyards,  Res. 

[227] 1358 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2a.  [228] 

29 
Crossed  Cheques,  Comm.  cl.  6,  [230]  1516 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2K.  [227]  1620 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Scotland),  211.  [230]  1387 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  2K.  [230]  1877 
Poor  Law  (Scotland),  Comm.  [230]  525 
Publicans  Certificates  (Scotland),  Comm.  el,  5, 

[228]  1810,  1812;  el,  11,  1813 

Exchequer  Bonds  (£4,080,000)  Bill 

{Mr.  Eaiket,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Mr,  William  Henry  SmiUi) 

e.  Resolutions  [Feb  24]  reported;    Bill  ordered  ; 
read  1«*  Feb  26  [Bill  89] 

Read  2^  •  Feb  28 
Committee  • — r.p.  Mar  2 
227]  Committee  ;  Report  Mar  3,  1399 
.  Read  3°,  after  debate  Mar  6,  1420 
/.  Read  1»*  ( The  Lord  President)  Mar  6 

Read   2^*;    Committee    negatived;    read  3* 

Marl 
Personal  Explanation,  Carl  Granyille ;  Reply, 
.     The  Earl  of  Derby  Mar  7,  1499 
Royal  Assent  Mar  9  [39  Viet,  c.  1] 

Exchequer,   Chancellor   of    the    {see 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

Exeter,  Bishop  of 

Bishopric  of  Truro,  2R.  [231]  670 

Burial,  Law  of,  Kes.  [229J  640 

Endowed   Schools  Commissioners,  Motion  for 

Returns,  [230]  390 
Union  of  Benefices,  2R.   [229]  755  ;    Comm. 

[230]  938 
University  of  Oxford,  Comm.  [228]  926 ;  el.  16, 

960 

Exhausted  Parish  Lands  Bill 

{Mr.  Sclater-Booih,  Mr.  Salt) 

e.  Ordered*  July  13 

Read  I'*  •  July  14  [Bill  252] 

Read  2'' •  July  17 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  20 

Read  3**  •Ju/y  21 
/.  Kead  1*  *  {.Earl  Jersey)  July  24     (No.  186) 

Read  2**  August  4 

Committee  *  August  8 

Report  *  August  9 

Read  3*  *  August  10 

Royal  Assent  August  15   [39  A  40  Vict.e,  62] 

inhibition    Commissioners  of   1851 — The 
Financial  Position 
Question,  Mr.  J.    ^.  XqxV^\    Kxciwvc,  ^^Xx 
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Expiring  Laws  Continnance  Bill 

{Mr.  Jfilliam  Henry  Smithy  Mr,  Secretary  Cross) 

G.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  August  1  [Bill  281 J 

Read  2*=  •  August  4 

Committee  ;  Report  August  9,  [231]  879 

Considered  •  ;  read  3°  August  1 0 
/.  Read  1**  (Marquess  of  Salisbury)  August  11 

(No.  229) 

Read  2*  * ;  Committee  Degatived  August  12 

Read  3**  August  l^ 

Royal  Assent  August  15   [39  &  40  Viet.  0.  69] 


jExplosive  Substances  Act,  1875 

Annual  Report,  1875  .  .  P.P.  [1502] 
Explosion  at  ffamilton.  Question,  Mr.  Ramsay  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  June  22,  [230] 
258 
Explosion  of  Dynamite  in  South  Wales,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Maodonald ;  Answers,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  April  28,  [228]  1831 ;  May  25,  [229] 
1190 

Report  thereon     ....    F,P,  [1601] 
Railway  Companies*  Bye-Laws,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Lagan ;     Answer,    Mr.   Assheton    Cross 
Mar  30,  [228]  879 


JExtradition 
Joint  Stock  Companies  Act— Arrest  of  an  Offi' 
cial  Liquidator  at  Hamburg,  Question,  Sir 
John  Lubbock ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  May  18, 
[229]  926 
Treaty  with  France — Case  of  Nodal,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  Co  wen  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
/M/y81,[23i]116 

Extradition  Treaties 

Question,    Colonel   Egerton   Leigh ;    Answer, 
Mr.  Bourke  Feb  22,  [227]  673 

[See  title  United  States'] 


Factory  and  Workshop  Acts 

BUachworks  and  Dyeworks,  Question,  Mr. 
Macdonald  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
Jpn7  3,[228]  1098 

Factory  and  Workshops  Commission — The  Re- 
port^ Question,  Mr.  J.  W,  Barclay ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Mar  22,  [228]  618 
Report  and  Appendix    .     .     .     [1443 

Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  Scneant  Simon ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  April  27,  [228] 
1761  ;  Question,  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Assheton  Cross /un«  1,  [229]  1520 

Factory  and  TForhhop  Ads 

Moved,  "  That,  in  any  measure  for  the  consoli- 
dation and  amendment  of  the  Factory  and 
Workshop  Acts,  it  is  desirable,  in  the  in- 
terests alike  of  employers  and  employed,  that 
all  trades  and  manufactures  employing  the 
same  class  of  labour  should  be  placed  upon 
the  same  footing  and  under  the  same  pro- 
tective and  restrictive  provisions "  {Mr. 
Tennant)  July  4,  [230]  985 

[House  counted  out] 

Question,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche<\uer  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Tennant  Augiut  ^,\iii\66Q*, 
Aiotion  postponed 


Mb 

[»7] 


227]  Commons,  2R.  537 
229]Comm.  Amendt.  1219»  1251,  188S,  1S85: 
.     el,  2,  1393;    Amendt.    1394;  d.  8,  IISI, 
.     1529 :   el.  12,  1534  ;  «/.   18,  1559 ;  ei.  U, 
Amendt.  1561 ;  cU  25,  Ammidi.  15es,  IMI; 
.     add.  el  1570,  1574,  1576 
23o]Consid.  131, 132, 136  ;  ABMndi.  139 
Council  of  India  (Profestioiud  Appoinr— ti)^ 

2R.  Amendt  [227]  1278 
Customs  and  Inland  ReTenoe,  2R.  [219]  741 
East  India  Reyenoe  Aeooanti,  Couim.  kmmiL 

[231]  1010,  1054 
Education  Department — Pupil  T^achi»  [^1 

1069 
Electoral  System — Boroagh  and  CoBB|y  C^ 
atituenoiet,  Rea.  [229]  1454 
229]  Elementai7  Education,  2R.  1M9 
230]  Comm.  cl  4,  1295 ;    d.  6,  1402 ;  cL  II. 
..     1441;  add.  el.  1541,  1875,  1907; 
.      1908,  1909 

231]  17;   Consid.  el.  14,   Motion  ftr 
.     Progress,  480,  524,  528,  536  ; 
.     549 
Fugitive  SUiTe  Ciroalars,  Ret. 

901 
Indi.-I.dU«Fi„..,^E«h«r..Tb,M 

Indian  Tariff  Act,  1875,  [227]  1714;  [t4| 
1483 ;  [229]  50  ;— DeepatohM,  [2«|7 
India — Bengal  Famine,  Motion   for  a  mm! 

Committee,  [228]  1878 
Indian  Legislation,  2R.  [237]  467 
Law  and  Justioe— WilbeHbroe,  Mr.,  Gbn  < 

Res.  [228]  2017 
Metropolis  —  Indian  and   Colonial   MiMii. 

[230]  256,  617,  618,  1898  ;  [231]  974 
New  Forest — Stoneycrosa  Incloaure,  [231]  W 

Parliament — Public  Business,  ArrangtootiC 
[228]  1184,  1330,  1331;  [229]  107;  [131] 
123;  Res.  711 

Plumstead  and  Wormbolt  Conunooi,  Ro. 
[231]  831 

Public  Works  Loans,  Comm.  Amendt  [a)e] 
960,  981 

Railway  Passenger  Duty,  Res.  [227]  IfiW; 
Amendt.  1601 

Royal  Titles,  3R.  [228]  512  ;  Notiee  of  31^ 
tion,  563 

Royal  Titles^ The  Proclamation,  [228]  1674, 
1 675,  1 629, 1 632, 1 633  ;  Motion  for  AdDoort- 
ment,  1766,  1778 

Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Sooiotiss— De- 
ficiencies, [228]  271 

Supply— Mediterranean   Extension  Tskgnfh 
Company,  [228]  837 
Police,  County  and  Borough,  [228]  337 
Report,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [227]ttl 
Royal  Palaces,  Motion  for  reporting  i^ 
grcss,  [228]  251 

Toll  Bridges  (River  Thames).  [230]  1628 

Turkey— Bulgaria,  Atrocities  in,  [231]  87« 
Eastern  Question,  [230]  880  ; — Papnt,M 

Women's  Disabilities  Remoral,  2R.  [228]  1711 


Fay,  Mi.  C.  J.,  Cavan  Co. 

Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2R.  [js:l 

787 
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Fat,  Mr.  C.  J.^^conL 

Irish  Cburoh  Temporalities  Commission^ 
Church  J^nds,  [227]  1292,  1293 

Irish  Churohjrards,  [220]  368 

Jurors  Qaaliflcation  (Ireland),  Comm.  Sohe- 
dale  1,  [230]  270 

Magistrates(  Ireland)— Orange  Meeting,  Speech 
at,  [229]  165 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  [229]  20 

Sapply— Report,  [228]  688 

Feyebsham,  Earl  of 

Dover  Harbour,  Petition,  [229]  1109 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  1078 

FnsLDEN,     Mr.    J.,     Yorhhirej     JT.It,, 

K  Div. 
Municipal  OflBcers  Superannuation  (No.  2),  2R. 

Amendt.  [227]  324  ;  Comm.  Amendt.  1603 
South  Eastern  Railway,  2R.  [227]  1703 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for.  Copies  or  extracts  of 
any  other  correspondence  or  documents  ex- 
plaining the  present  condition  of  the  colony 
of  Fiji  "  ( The  Viscount  Canterlmry)  July  21, 
[230]  1689  ;  ailer  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Fiji  Islandsy  The 

Rumoured  Disturbaneet,  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  July  10, 
[23031174 

TKe  Epidtmie,  Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Hunt  Feb  28,  [227]  1023  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Shaw  I^fevre  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt 
Auautt  1,  [231]  265  P.P.  399,  408 

The  Land  Quettiant  Question,  Mr.  Wbitwell ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  August  12,  [231] 
1157 

Th€  Papers,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster ; 
Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowther /«2y  27,  [230]  1967 

Correspondence F.P,  [1404] 

Letter  of  Secretary  of  State .  408 

I%ne  ArU — The  Continental  States 

Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  IJer  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  cause  to  be  laid  before 
Parliament,  a  Copy  of  a  late  Report  on  the 
direction  of  the  Fine  Arts  in  France,  made 
by  M.  Edouard  Charton  to  the  French  Mi- 
nistry of  Public  Instruction  ;  and  also  pray- 
ing that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to 
cause  iler  Representatives  at  the  European 
Courts  to  report  on  the  present  attitude  of 
the  State  towards  the  Fine  Arts  in  the 
various  Countries  of  Europe "  {Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  May  9,  [229]  265 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  there  is  no 
ground  for  imputing  to  the  Royal  Academy 
neglect  in  adopting  reforms  with  the  view  to 
prpmote  the  active  development  of  hij?her 
Art  education  in  England"  {Mr,  William 
Cartwrighi)  v, ;  Question  proposed,  '*  That 
the  words,  Ac. ; "  after  debate,  Amendt.  and 
Motion  wittdnwa 


Fisheries  {England) — ^ye  Bay 

Question,  Mr.  Stewart  Hardy  ;  Answer,  Mr; 
Hunt  June  22,  [230]  253 


PiTZMAimiCE,  Lord  E.  G.,  Calne 

Commons,  Comm.  [229]  1232, 1380, 1^83  ;  el.  2, 
1390,  1396  :  el.  8,  1528  ;  cl.  12, 1532  ;  cl.  18, 
1558  :  add.  el.  1566  ;  Consid.  Amendt.  [230] 
136  ;  Amendt.  137 

Elementary  Education,  Comm.  cl.  7,  [230] 
1413.  1414  ;  add.  cL  1535, 1542,  1650,  1651, 
1710;  Consid.  el.  15,  [231]  553 

Parliament — Public  Busmess,  Arrangement  of, 
[230]  130 

Turkey — Bosnia  and  Herzegovina,  Insurrec- 
tion in.  Res.  £231]  •156,  210 

University  of  Cambridge,  Leave,  [229]  834  ; 
2R.  [330]  1088 


Floyeb,  Mr.  J.,  Dorsetshire 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  [2  29]  997 
Elementary   Education,  Comm.  el.  14,  [230] 

1456 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el.  28,  [229] 

1767 
Valuation  of  Property,  Leave,  [227]  249 

Folkestone,  Viscount,  WiltSf  S. 

Women's  Disabilities  Removal,  2R.  Amendt. 
[228]  1671 

Forbes,  Lord 
Unitersity  of  Oxford,  Comm.  [228]  935 

Foreign  Decorations 

Question,  Observations,  Lord  Houghton  ;  Re- 
ply, The  Earl  of  Derby ;  short  debate 
thereon  May  26,  [229]  1203  ;  Question,  Ob- 
servstions.  Lord  Oranmoro  and  Browne ; 
Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby  May  30,  1414 

Foreshores — Balhriggan  Foreshore 
Question,  Mr.  Errington  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  July  6,  [230]  1045 

Forfeiture  Belief  Bill 

{Mr.  Marten,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Gregory)  . 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  July  19  [Bill  259] 

Read  2o  •  July  31 

Committee  *  ;  Report  August  2 

Considered  *  August  4 

Considered*  ;  read  3°  Awjust  7 
L  Read  1>  *  {E.  Limerick)  August  8     (No.  210) 

Order  for  2R.  discharged,  sifter  short  debate, 
August  10,  [231]  963 

F0K8TER,  Sir  C,  Walsall 

Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Privilege — Monastic  and  Conventual  Insti- 
tutions, [228]  1318,  1319 
Public  Petitions— Grants  of  Money,  [230] 
249 
Vaccination  Acts — Boaxda  q1  G^Mx^kni3k^\>'xf^ 
945 
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F0R8TER,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Bradford 

Barbadoes- Riots,  The,  [228]  1763 

Social  and  Political  Condition,  [231]  55 
Bishopric  of  Truro.  Consid.  [231]  72 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  kes.[227]  2045 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  [231]  929  ;    Comm. 

cl  3,  1148  ;  add.  cl.  1151  ;  Araendt.  1152 
Education — Queen's  Speech,  [228]  620 

Teachers  of    Public   Elementary   Schools, 
[231]  268 
Education    Code — Subjects,    Choice   of,  Res. 

[227]  1808 
Education     Department — Keynsham    British 

School,  [229]  1895  ;  [231]  256,  257 
Egyptian  Finance — Mr.  Cave's  Report, [230]  11 

229]  Elementary  Education,  Leave,  949,  952,  953 
230]  2R.   70.    1 00 ;    Comm.  el.  3,  1288  ;   el.   4, 

1289,    1292,    1295,    1296;    ei  5,   Amendt. 

1298,    1300;     cl,    6,    1400,    1401,    1406; 

Amendt.   1408,   1412;    el.  7,    1413,   1414; 

Amendt.   1415,  1416,   1417;    el.    11,  1419, 

1420,    1444,    1446;    el.    12,    1450,    1452; 

el.  16,  1496  ;  el.  20,  1499  ;  Amendt.  1500  ; 

cl.  26,   1502 ;    el.  27,   1506  ;    cl.  29,   1509  ; 

el.  34,  loll  ;  Postponed  el.  8,  1529  ;  cL  9, 

1531  ;  add.cl.  1535,  1536,  1538,  1539,  1541, 

1542,   1544,  1545,  1551,   1641,   1650,  1651, 

1652.1661.  1668,  1701.  1702,  1706,1872; 

Amendt.  1874,  1875  ;  Amendt.  1890,  1891, 

1900, 1902, 1903  ;  Amendt.  1905  ;  Amendt. 

1906;   Amendt.   1907,    1909,   1910,   1989; 

Amendt.  2001.  2016 
23i]ld,   21,  23,  62,  65;    Schedule   1.   68,  69; 

Report,  72  ;  Consid.  450,  464  ;  add.  el.  472  ; 

el.  8,   474  ;  el.  14,  476,  478,  481  ;  Motion 

for    Adjournment,    488,    489,    492,    524  ; 

Amendt.    525,    544,    547,    548  ;     Amendt. 

551  ;  3R.  609 

Elementary    Education    Act,    1870  —  School 

Board  Prosecutions,  [227]  481 
Elementary  Education  Bill — Poor  Educational 

Districts,  [229]    1192; — The   Amendments, 

[230]  1141 

Employers  Liability  for  Injury,  2R.[229]  1181 
Fiji  i^upers,  [230]  1967 

Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Res.  [227]  710,  886, 
888 
228]  Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  537  ;  el,  3,  551, 
.     671,  676,  895  ;  cl.  14,  1685,    1586  ;  el.  15, 
.      1600,  1610,    1612;    cl.  16,  1792;   add,  el, 
1 929 
2'29]211,  217,  235;  Consid.  cl.  11,  1068,  1069, 
.      1070  ;  cl.  18,  1072 
Orphan  and  Deserted  Children  (Ireland),  2R. 
[230]  994 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [231]  977 

Public    Business,    Arrangement    of,   [227J 

1126;    [229JIO7;  [230]  129,  130,  621; 

[231]   123.  126,650 

Parliament — Referees  on  Private  Bills,  Nomi- 

n.-xiion  of  Select  Committee,  [227]  1496 

Peru — Steamship   "  Talisman,"   Crew   of  the. 

Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  419, 

427 
Royal  Titles.  Leave,  [227]   420;    2R.    1762; 

Comm.  [228]  143,  145,  147,  162  ;  cl.  1,  281, 

302,  303 
Slave  Trade  (East  Africa),  Res.  [228]  1227 

Suez  Canal  Company — Concession  and  Fvrmaw, 

[227]  137 
Supply— Suez  Canal  Shares,  L*il"\^^^ 

\coiiA. 


FoBSTBB,  Right  Hon.  W. 

Turkey — Bulgaria,  Alleged  Atroeikiesio,[2|o 

424,  1180,  1183;    Motion  for  A4)evt 

ment,  1183  ;  [231]  1007, 1100, 1141 

Salonica  Murders — CorretpoDdeoee,  [ijo 

1822 

Tarkey — Bosnia  and  Henegofina,  ImumHw 

in.  Res.  [231]  225 
Tarkey    and    Greece  —  Gireastiana,  Piop— 
Settlement  of,  [331]  121 

FoKSYTH,  Mr.  W.,  MaryUh9n$ 

Appellate  Jurisdiotion,  Comm.  Motion  ftrA4 

journment,  [230]  983,  1 1 44 
Army — Knightsbridge  Barraoks,  [237]  IfW 
Army  Estimates,  Works,  BoUdings,  4e.[ta| 

1649 
Banns  of  Marriage  (Scotland),  3R.  [230]  SU 
Central  Asia— Khanate  of  Kbokand,  iMm 

for  Papers,  [229]  116 
Cheques  on  Bankers,  Leare,  [227]  320 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenne,  Comm.  odi  c 

[229]  1216 
Elementary    Edaoation,    Comnt.   d.  8,  [ije 

1529  ;  add,  el  1703,  1801 
Employers  Liability  for  Injarj,  2R.  [229]  lit 
Fugitive    Slave    Ciroolars,   Rm.   [127]  80 

[230]  6 
India — Bengal,  Office  of    Adroeate  Gsma 
[228]  68 
Indian  Budget,  [228]  1404 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  cL  3,  [228]  8M 
Parliament — Ladies'  Gallery,  House  of  Csi 

mens,  [228]  584 
Parliament— Private  Bills — Referees,  Mslii 

for  a  Select  Committee,  [227]  401 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  el,  1,  [228]  383, 335 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ir 

land)  (No.  2),  2R.  [230]  1336 
Supply— Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Css 

of  Justice,  <i:c.  [229]  1317 
Turkey — Bulgaria,  AUeged  Atrocities  in,  [aj 

1091 
Turkey — Bosnia  and  Herzegovina,  Insorrecti 

in.  Res.  [231]  145 
University  of  Cambridge,  2R.  [230]  1066 
Women's  Disabilities  Removal,  2R.  [228J  1& 

1741 

FoRTEscuE,  Earl 

Africa,  West  Coast  of-~  Exchange  of  TerriU 

[227]  396 
Commons,  Comm.  el.  8,  [230]  1428 
Companies  Acts  (1862  and  1867)  AmendiM 

2R.  [231]  1065.  1067,  1068 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  Comm.  el,  3,  [230]  118 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [231]  812  ;  Cos 

cl.   10,  940  ;  cl.  14,   Amendt.   941 ;   cl. 

942  ;  cl.  18.  944 
Endowed   Schools  Commissioners,  Motion 

Returns,  [230]  388 
Gas  Light  and   Coke  Company,  2R.  [230]  2: 

Report,  1130 
Poor   Law   Amendment,  Comm.  [230]  14 

add.  cl.  1472 

France  and  the   United  Statet 
Reported  Commercial   Treaty,   Question. 
Anderson;    Answer,  Mr.    Boorke  /a/y 
[231]  116 
Sugar  CoiwctvLxon,  18T5,  Question.  Mr.  Grie 
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Fraseb,  Sir  W.  A.,  Kidderminster 
Army— Militia  Adjutants,  [227]  1768 
Army — Military  Forces,  Our,  Kes.  [227]  965 
Arm  J  Estimates — Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [229] 

1651 
Civil  DefMirtments  (Employment  of  Soldiers), 

Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  1997 
Criminal  Law — Metropolitan  Police— Case  of 
Mr.  Palmer.  [228]  U62 
Prison  Diet,  [228]  877 
Dover  Harbour,  [227]  136 
Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (London),  Explanation,  [330]  1180 
Metropolis — Hyde  Park — The  Serpentine,  Res. 

[228]  1249 
Metropolis   (Parochial    System),    Res.    [227] 

303,  314 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  [228]  365 
Open  Spaces  (Metropolitan  District),  Comm. 

[228]  428 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Ladies'  Gallery,  House  ot  Commons,  [228] 

589 
Order  —  Debates  in  the   House  of  Lords, 

Reference  to,  [229]  1627 
Privilege — Public  Petitions — Personal  Ex- 
planation, [329]  586 
Parliament —  Privilege —  Political  Committee 
of  the  Reform  Club,  Res.  [239]  1669,  1671, 
1679 
Parliament — Public  Petitions  from  a  Foreign 
Town  —  Boulogne-sur-Mer    (British    Con- 
sulate), Res.  [228]  1418 
Parliament — Public  Petitions — Monastic  and 
Conventual    Institutions,    Motion    for    Ad- 
journment, [228]  1402 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  110  ;  el.\,  307 
Royal  Titles— The  Proclamation,  [228]  1775 
Supply — Civil  Contingencies  Fund,  [228]  338 
Metropolitan  Police,  [228]  391 
Mint,  mcluding  Coinage,  [227]  622 

Free  Libraries  and  Museimis  Bill 

{Mr.  MundeLUxi  Sir  John  Lubbock,  \Mr.  Cowper- 

Temple) 

t.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  9  [BiU  35] 

BiU  withdrawn  •  July  3 

French,  Hon.  C,  Roscommon 

Convict  Prisons  (Ireland),  [230]  736 
Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2R.  [337] 
788 

Fbeshfield,  Mr.  C.  K.,  Dover 

Army — Auxiliary   Forces — 1st  Surrey  Militia 
Regiment,  [330]  1965 
Dover  Harbour,  [331]  691 
Turkish  Debt— Loan  of  1854,  Res.  [330]  1736 

Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875)  Amendment 

Bill  (Mr,  ChaneellcT  of  the  Exchequer, 

Mr,  WiUiam  Henry  Smith) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l***  May  30  [Bill  177] 

Read  2o  June  8,  [339]  1597 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  June  29 

Considered  *  June  27 

Read3''*/aiw28 

Lords  Ameodts.  [6111249] 

.  ReAd  l^^iThe  Lord  PreeidetU)  June  80 

[MM. 


Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875)  Amendment  BiU-^ 
cent. 

Read2*»/M/y4  (No.  149) 

Committee  *  July  7 

Report  *  July  10 

Read3»*/u/y  11 

Royal  Assent  July  24     [39  h  40  Vict,  c.  32] 

Friendly  Societies  Act^  1875 — Certificates 

of  Deaths 
Question,  Mr.  Waddy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  Feb  21,  [227]  558  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Ashbury  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Mar  16,  [228]  71  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Ry lands ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  April  3,  1096 ;  Question,  Mr. 
W.  Holms  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  April  6,  1325 

FViendly    Societies    Act  —  Registration 
Clause 
Question,  Mr.  Earp  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  May  5,  [229]  103 

Qalway,  Viscount,  Retford  {East) 

Army — Yeomanry  Trumpeters  and  Bands,  [330J 
247 

Oame  Laws  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Lord  Elcho,  Sir  Graham  Montgomery) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  April  7  [Bill  123] 

2R.,  Debate  adjourned  April  27,  [228]  1815 
Adjourned  Debate  on  2R.  [Dropped] 

Game  Laws  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  M*Lagan,  Sir   William  Stirling  Maxwell, 
Sir  Edward  Colebrooke,  Mr.  John  Maitland) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  9  [Bill  3] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2"^" 
Mar  8,  [227]  1606 

After  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,'* 
and  add  "  upon  this  day  six  months  "  (Lord 
Elcho),  1644 ;  after  further  debate.  Question 
put,  "  That  •  now,'  Ac. ;"  A.  172,  N.  150  ; 
M.  22 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2« 

Bill  withdrawn  •  July  26 

Oabdneb,  Mi.  J.  T.  Agg-,  Cheltenham 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  add.  el,  [329] 
1780 

Qarnieb,  Mi,  J.  Carpenter-,  Devon,  8. 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  cL  28,  [329] 
1769 

Oas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill 

[U.L.]    {The  Lord  Elphinttone) 

L  Presented  ;  read  !••  April  7  (No.  56) 

Read2**ifay4 

Committee*  May  12 

Report  *  Mem  15 

Read  3**  ifoy  16 
(J.  Read  !••  ifay  18  [BiU  158] 

Read  2«  •  May  22 

Committee  *  ;  Re^rt  Juim  1 

a«aA  a*  •  June  VI  .^  «  .*       ..^^ 


GAS       GEN 
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Gas  and   Water   Orders   Confirmation 
(Chapel-en-le-Frith,  &c.)  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord PreticUrU) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1»  •,  and  referred  to  the  Exa- 
miners April  28  (No.  69) 

Read2»*  May  5 

Committee  *  May  29 

Report  *  May  30 

Read  3»  •  June  1 
c.  Read  !«>  •  June  15  [BiU  196] 

Read  2**^  June  19 

Committee  • ;  Report  June  29 

Read3°*/un«30 
I.  Royal  Assent  July  13    [39  4b  40  Vict.  0.  92] 


Ga8  Companies  Act — Gas  Referees 

Question,  Colonel  Makins  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  May  23,  [229]  1110 


Oas  Light  and  Coke  Company  BUI 

230]  /.  Read  2*,  after  short  debate,  and  committed  ; 

the  Committee  to  be  proposed  by  the  Com- 

.     mittee  of  Selection  June  22,  227 

Question,  The  Earl  of  Camperdown ;  Answer, 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon  June  29, 

.     611 

Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Committee,  with 
Amendments  ;    Observations,   Lord    Redes- 
dale  ;  short  debate  thereon  July  7,  1128 
Committee  ;  Report,  after  short  debate  July  27, 
.      1943 
Moved,    "That    the    Bill   be   now  read  3»'' 

AuguttS,  [231]  367 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ('*  now  ")  and  add  at  the 
end  of  the  Motion  ("upon  this  day  three 
months  ")  ( The  Earl  of  Camperdown) ;  after 
short  debate,  on  Question,  That  (*'  now  ") 
<bc. ;  Cont.  34,  NotCont.  21  ;  M.  13 ; 
resolved  in  the  aflKrmative ;  Bill  read  2* 


Gas  {Metropolis) — Price  of 

Question,  Mr.  Alderman  W.  M'Arthur ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  Adderley  Augutt  10,  [231] 
969 


General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scot- 
land)   Provisional   Order  (Lerwick) 

Bill  [«•«"]        ( 7^  ^^<^  Steward) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  •,  and  referred  to  the  Exa- 
miners June  16  (No.  122) 

Read  2»  •  June  23 

Committee  •  July  3 

Report  •  July  4 

Read  3*  •  July  6 
c.  Read  I"*  (  The  Lord  Advocate)  July  7 

Read2o*/Mtyl0  [Bill  242] 

Committee  • ;  Report  Jul}}  18 

Read  3°  •  July  20 


I.  Royal  Assent  July  24    [39  &  40  7ict.  c.  c\>m\\       \>^o\m,m 


:ui\\ 


General  Police  and  ImproyoBeiit  (Seal 
land)  Provisional  Orders  Coaflmstioi 
(Paisley)  Bill  [h.i..] 

(The  Lord  Steward) 

L  Presented  ;  read  1»  *,  and  vbntd  to  ths  Kn 
miners  June  13  (No.  Ill) 

Read  2*  *  June  20 

Committee  *  June  39 

Report  *  June  30 

KetidS^*  JulyS 
e.  Read  l''^(Th6  Lord  AdvoeaU)  July  6 

Read2<>*/M/y  10  [BUI  »q 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  18 

Read8»*yti/y20 
/.  Royal  Assent  July  24    [39  *  40  ViiL  e.  tbii 

General  Police  and  Improvement  (M 
land)  Provisional  Orders  Cmiflrmstis 

(Perth)  BiU  [hx.]       (  The  Urd  Sttmmi 

I.  Presented :  read  1»  *,  and  referred  to  ths  Cn 
miners  June  13  (No.  Ill) 

Read  2*  *  June  20 

Committee  *  June  29 

Report*  June^O 

Read  8»*  /u/y  3 
e.  Read  \^^  (The  Lord  AdvoeeUe)  Jmiy  6 

Read3<'*Jt</ylO  [BiU  IN] 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  18 

Read  3»  *  July  30 
I  Royal  Assent  July  24    [30  *  40  VieL  e.  oMi 

General  School  of  Law  Bill  [ax.] 

( The  Lord  Selbome) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  April  S 
Read  2\  and  committed  to  the 

Inns  of  Court  Bill  May  1 
Committee  ;  Report,  after  short  debate  Ifojf  15 

[229]  687 
Read  3»*  May  29 

Germany  —  Prince  Bismarck  and  CVw 
Arnim 
Question,  Mr.  Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Boirk 
Mar  30,  [228]  876 

Gibraltar — A  liens 
Question,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power ;  Answtr,  Mi 
J.  Lowther  July  14,  [330]  1434 

Gibson,  Mr.  E.,  Dublin  University 

Army — Lieutenant  Walker,  Case  of,  [231]  171 

Medical  Reports,  [231]  264 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  [228]  79< 

737 
Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Res.  [227]  854 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)   Act   Ajdmk 

ment.  2R.  Amendt.  [230]  226 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [230]  697 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  Consid.  add,  c 

Amendt.    [231]  661  ;   cl,  3,  Amendt.  Mi 

cl.  12,  Amendt.  663,  664 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.'Araes4 

[229]  9 
Sm^^W — Public  Education,  Ireland,  [231]  2Tfi 


(No.  41) 
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Gilpin,  Colonel  Sir  E.  T.,  Bedfordshire 

Army— Militia  Adjutanta,  [227]  1767* 
Army — Military  Foroes,  Our,  Res.  [227]  944, 
959 


Gladstone,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Green- 
wich 
City  of  I^ndon  Companies,  Address  for  a  Re- 

tam.  [229]  1144,  1149 
Consolidated  Fund,  SR.  [227]  1438 
Castoms  and  Inland   Revenue,   Comm.  [229] 

986,  987 
Egypt — Suez    Canal   Shares — Representation 

and  Management,  [229]  1605 
Eiohaquer   Bonds,  Comm.  el,  2,  [227]  1401  ; 

dR.  1423 
Fine  Arts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [229]  294 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
[227] 102 
Pablic  Business,    Arrangement    of,   [230] 
1975,  1976 
Parliament  —  Public  Petitions  from  a  Foreign 
Town  —  Boulogne-sur-Mer   (British  Consu- 
late), Res.  [228]  1413,  1416 
Peru — Steamship  "  Talisman,"  Crew  of  the. 

Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  422 
Public  Houses  (Ireland) — Sunday  Closing,  Res. 
[229]  570 
327]  Royal  Titles,  2R.  1733,  1736 
j28jComm.  93,  154;  el  1,  289,  298.  299,  301, 
324,  332  ;  3R.  484,  486,  494,  495 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2).  2R.  [230]  1340 
Supply — Sues  Canal  Shares,  [227]  291  ;    Res. 

584 
Turkey — Bosnia  and  Herzegovina,  Insurrection 

in.  Res.  [231]  172,  204.  205,  207 
Turkish  Debt— Loan  of  1854,  Res.  [230]  1741, 
1752, 1754 


GoLDNEY,  Mr.  G.,  Chippenham 

City  of  London  Companies,  Address  for  a  Re- 
turn, [229]  1148 
227]  Commons,  2R.  541 
229]  Comm.  1227,   1384;    cL  2,   1388  ;    cL  8, 

.     1526,  1531  ;  el.  12,  1535 ;  eL  18,  1559 
a3o]Con8id.  134,  135 

Ecclesiastical    Dilapidations  Acts    1871    and 
1872,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228] 
371 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add,  el,  [230] 

1837 
Highway  Boards,  [228]  967 
Metropolis  (Parochial  System),  Res.  [227]  308 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [227] 

471 
Prisons,  2R.  [230]  308 
Railways — Accident  on  the  Great  Western  at 

Bourton,  [231]  576 
Real  EsUte  Intestacy,  2R.  [230]  591 


GoLDSiOD,  Sir  F.  H.,  Beading 

Appellate   Jurisdiction,  Comm.   el.  3,    [230] 

1160 
Parliament— Private  Bills — Referees,  Motion 

forB  Select  CommiUee,  [22 j]  499 


GoLDSMiD  Mr.  sT.,  Boehester 

Cattle  Disease  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  2,  [228] 

1037 
Drugging  of  Animals,  2R.  [227]  1490 
Henwood,  Mr.    C,    Petition   of,    Res.  [227] 

1404 ;  [228]  344 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  el,  6,  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  [228]  1160 
Metropolis— Hyde  Park — The  Serpentine,  Res. 

[228]  1250 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Act,  1875, 

Res.  [228]  225 
Open  Spaces  (Metropolitan  District),  Comm. 

[228]  428 
Parliament — Referees  on  Prirate  Bills,  Nomi- 
nation of  Select  Committee,  [227]  1496 
Post   OfBce  — Postal   Telegraph  Department, 

Res.  [228]  172,  224 
Royal  Titles,  Leare,  [227]  423 ;  Comm.  [228] 

133 
Spain — War  Taxes  on  British  Subjects,  [228] 

1321 
Supply— Charity  Commission,  [227]  504,  505 
Civil  Contingencies  Fund,  [228]  339 
Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  51 1 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ac.  England,  [227] 
1847 
Telegraphs  (Money),  2R.  [227]  1489 
Valuation  of  Property  (Metropolis)  Act  (1869) 

Amendment,  2 R.  Amendt.  [227]  1162,  1163 


Gordon,  Sir  A.,  Aherdeenehire,  E, 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Scotland),  [227]  1020 
Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Army  List — Her  Majesty  the  (^ueen,  [230] 

1626 
Grocery  Rations,  Issue  of,  [228]  626 
Localization  of  the  Forces,  [229]  1667 
Mobilixation  of   the  Forces — Army   Esti- 
mates, [229]  1420 
Army  Corps  Training,  2R.  [229]  1751,  1764; 

Comm.  1781 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [227]  1458 
Military   Education,    Establishments    for, 

[229]  1656 
Out-Pensions,  [229]  1659 
Banns  of  Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  [230]  203, 

205 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  add,  el, 

[229]  1219 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1632 
Inland  Revenue — Game  Licences,  [229]  1419 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards),  2R. 

[229]  901 
Mutiny,  Comm.  el.  107,  Amendt.  [228]  914 
Navy— CapUin  Sulivan,  Res.  [230]  1319,  1826 
Parliament — Strangers,    Exclusion    of,    [230] 

1553 
Protection  to  Growing  Oops  (Scotland!  2R. 

[230]  1028 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  el.  1,  [228]  296 


Ck)BD0N,  Mr.  W.,  Chelsea 

Metropolis — ^Thames  Embankment,  [230]  1042 

MetropoliUn  Railway,  2R.  [227]  809 

Record  OflBce — Destruction  and   Sale  of  the 

Public  Records,  [231 1692 
Turkey- OuaxsAlMdAjoan  ol  \%^l^«\>v\\*^^'^ 
Loam  ol  lS5^iA4\W&«\>\Vi«^ 


GOR 
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Gk)RE,  Mr.  "W.  E.  Ormsby-,  Leitrim 

Monastic   and  Conventual   Institutions,   Peti« 
lion,  [229]  846 

G0R8T,  Mr.  J.  E.,   Chatham 

Administration  of   the    Navj,  Motion  for    a 

Royal  Commission,  [230]  452 
Army  Estimates — Out^Pensions,  [229]  1659 
Elementary   Education,    Comm.   cl,  7,   [230] 

1414,  1415  ;  cl  28,  1508  :  add.  cl.  2004 
Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Res.  [227]  827 
Greenwich  Pensioners  in  Government  Employ, 
[228]  620 
227]  Merchant  Shipping,  2R.  435 
228]  Comm.  Amende.  519,  539  ;  cl.  3,  660  ;  d.  5, 
.      1154;    cL   6,    1368;    cl.   9,   1370:    d.    11, 
.      Amendt.   1371  ;  cl.  14,  1586;  cL  15,  1599, 
.      1618;   cl.  16,  1801;    add.  cl,    1921,  1924, 
.      1936,  1946 
329]  Amendt.  55  ;  Amendt.  56,  57,  221,  226,  227 
231]  Lords  Amendts.  1172,  1179 

Merchant  Shipping — Stowage,  [228]  1478 
Navy — Engineer    OfiBcers    and    Engine-Room 
Artificers,  [229]  1040,  2013 
Royal  Marines,  [228]  1521 
Navy  Estimates — ^Admiralty  Office,  [228]  1652 

Dockyards,  Ac.  [230]  468 
Peru — Steamship  "  Talisman,"  Crew  of  the. 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  410, 
1634,  1985  ;  [230]  9 
Queenborough  Harbour,  3R.  [229]  1968 
Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 

of  Justice,  <bc.  [229]  1321,  1327 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [228] 
1141 


GoscnEN,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.,  London 

Administration   of   the   Navy,   Motion   for    a 

lloyal  Commission,  [230]  448 
Armv — Pay   of   Soldiers   and   Marines,   [227] 

1772 
Army  Corps  Training,  2R.  [229]  1753 
Army  Estimates— Pay  and  Allowances,  [227] 

1486 
Barbadoes— Riots,  The— Governor   Hennessy, 

[229]  166 
Commons,  Leave,  [227]  197 
Customs   and   Inland  Revenue,   Comm.  [229] 

977;  cl.  8,  1210;  c/.  9.  1213 
East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Comm.  [231] 

1042 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [230] 

1993;  Consid.  cl.  14,  [231]  629,534;  3R. 

607 
Exchequer  Bonds,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [227]  1403 
Iron-clad  Navies,  British  and  Foreign,  [227] 

1908, 1912 
Maritime  Contracts,  Leave,  [227]  161 
Merchant  Shipping,  2R.   [227]   466  ;    Comm. 

cl.  3,  [228]  908  ;  add,  cl.  1945  ;  [229]  71 
Navy— ll.M.S.  "Thunderer,"  [230]  1972 

Royal  Marines,  [228]  1627 
Navy — Captain  Sulivan,  Res.  [230]  1329 
j^'avy — Flogging,   Punishment    of.   Res.   [230] 

175 
Navy— H.M.S.   "Vanguard,"   Loss    of,    [227] 

132,  133  ;  Motion  lor  a  Paper,  1026,  1062, 

1053, 1098 
avy— "  Mistletoe,"  The,  CoWmow,  B.evoTt  o^ 

Court  of  Inquiry,  [228]  140^  ',  VU%.  Vo\Q 
Nary— Ships  ol  War,  Rea.  ^229^^^^,  ^5^ 

\COTlVl. 


G08OHSN,  Right  Hon.  G.  J. — conl, 

Nav)^  Estimates— Admiralty  OIBoe,  [isg]  15j 
Coast  Guard  Service,  Navml  BeJim,! 

[228]  1553  ;  [329] 256,  257 
Dockyards,  &o.  [230]  469 
Men  and  Boys,  &o.  [337]  1929,  1931 
Miscellaneous  Serrices,  [230]  474, 475 
Scientific  DepartmeoU,  [229]  301f,  SM 

[230]  459.  461 
Seamen  and  Marines,  [228]  1546 
Steam  Machinery,  dto.  [230]  473 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [231]  IT 
Public   Business,    Arrmogement   0^  [a^ 
1184;  [230]  8. 1974 
Pollution  of   Rivers,  2R.  [230]  1676;  H 

[231]  559 
Post  Office  — Postal  Telegraph:  DtpvlM 

Res.  [228]  210 
Prisons,  2R.  [230]  314.  911 
Public  Works  Loans,  Comm.  [230]  973 
Suez  Canal— Modification  of  Duet.  [228]  IM 
Sugar  Convention,  1875 — Datoh  Chaaksr,! 

fusal  by  the,  [228]  73 
Supply— Navy  Excess  of  Expenditut,  [ul 

342 
Telegraphs  (Money),  2R.  [227]  1489 
University  of   Cambridge,    2R.   [230]  llli 

1115,  1119,  1125 
University  of  Oxford,  2R.  [229]  1747 
Valuation  of  Property,  Leave,T227]  253 
Ways  and   Means — Income  Tax,  RiSi.  \tA 
1365, 1366 

GouoH,  Viscount 
National  Education  (Ireland),  MoUooftrE 
turns,  [230]  392 

QouLDiNG,  Mr.  W.,   Cork 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundaj  (Ii 
land)  (No.  2),  2R.  [230]  1351 


GouRLEY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 
Administration   of   the   Navy,    Motioo   ior 

Royal  Commission,  [230]  451 
Coal— Sale  by  Weight,  [227]  816 
Egypt — Egyptian   Finance — Mr.    Riven  1 

son, [228]  1325 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1640 
Local  Light  Dues  (Reduction),   Comm.  [2: 

1963 
Mercantile  Marine — Pensions  to  Seamen,  B 

[227]  1826 
Merchant  Shipping,  Leave,  [227]  179;  Cm 

[228]  527  ;  d.  3,  902  ;  cl.  5, 1155  ;  Amea 

1158;    cl.   16.  1799;  cl.   19.    1883;  rf. 

Amendt.  1918;   add.  cl.  1935;  Consid.  i 

c/.  [229]  1057  ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  [2. 

1173,  1178,  1181 
Navy — Naval  Reserve,  [231]  818 
Navv    Estimates — Men   and    Boys   Ac.  [2 

1941 
Peru— Steamship   "  Talisman,"  Crew  of  I 

[228]  622 
Post  Office— Cape  of  Good  Hope  Mail  C 

tract,  [230]  1173 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  cl.  1,  [228]  307 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  Comm.  [231J  833 
\}\\\\,t<i    "tsVax^^ — •W\vo^Q'<R    >L.VK^^i&JAQ.   Cl 
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GowER,  Hon.  E.  F.  L.,  Bodmin 

Real  EsUte  Intestacy,  2R.  [230]  206 
Sapply — Suei  Canal  Shares,  Res.  [227]  880 

firand  Jury  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 

^11        {Mr.  Kavanagh,  Mr.  Oibion,  Mr. 

Ormihy  Oore,  Mr.  MvihoUand) 

«.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Feb  18  [Bill  80] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  July  18 


flrand  Jury  Presentments,  ftc.  (Ireland) 
Bill 

{Mr,  Ronayne^  Mr.  Butt,  Mr,  O* Shaughneity) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  •  Feb  9  [Bill  32] 

Moved,    "That    the  Bill  be  now    read    2»" 

Feb  23.  [227]  788 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now/'  and  add  **  upon 

this  day  six  months"  (Mr.  Kavanagh) ;  Ques« 

tion  put,    "That    'now,'    Ao.:'^   A.    168, 

N.  181 :  M.  28 
Words  added ;    main  Question,   as  amended, 

put,  and  agreed  to ;   2R.  put  off  for  six 

months 

Graktham,  Mr.  W.,  Surrey,  E, 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Consid.  [231]  864 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  el.  [230] 

1999 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.  [227]  870 
Merchant  Shippinf^,  Comm.  el.  8,  [228]  898 
Royal  Titles  Act  Proclamation — Vote  of  Cen- 
sure, Res.  [229]  427 
Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  Ac.  [229]  1823 

Gbakyille,  Earl 

Africa,  West  Coast  of— Exchange  of  Territory, 

[227]  385 
Agricultural  Holdings  (England)  Act,  Motion 

for  Returns,  [229]  1268 
Agricultural   Holdings  (Scotland),  2R.   [228] 

1382 
Appeals— Standing  Orders,  Res.  [227]  1201 
Barbadoes,  Disturbances  in,  [231]  2 
Burial,  Lair  of.  Res.  [229]  588,  609,  615 
Burials  in  Churchyards,  2R.  [229]  1092 
Cambridge,  University  of,  [228]  466,  468 
Companies  Acts  (1862  and  1867)  Amendment, 

2R.  [231]  1066.  1067 
Council  of  India— Indian  Tariff,  [228]  925 
Declaration  of  Paris,  1856,  Res.  [230]  1464 
Dover  Harbour,  Petition,  [229]  1099,  1109 
Egypt — Cave,  Mr.,  Mission  of,  [227]  202 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [231]  787 
Exchequer  Bonds — Personal  Explanation,  [227] 

1499,  1508,  1505 
Foreign  Decorations,  [229]  1267 
Fagitive  Slaves,  Reception  of— Commons  De- 
bate. Personal  Explanation.  [227]  908,  908 
India— Indian  Tariff,  [227]  2005 

Languages — Indian  Civil  Service,  [230]  1468 
Indian  Government,  Address  for  Papers,  [231] 

499 
Irish  Peerage,  Comm.  el.  8,  [228]  1905  ;  el.  6, 

1906 ;  Report,  [229]  201 
Mercantile  Marine — "  Franconia  "  and  "Strath- 

eljrde"  CoUiMioo,  MotioD  for  Papers,  [23  il 


GBAmriLui,  Earl— «ofit. 
Owners  of  Land  ( Ireland)— New  "  Domesday 

Book,"  [230]  944 
Parliament— Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
[227]  16,  21,  28 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  [229]  1254 
PatenU  for  Inventions,  2R.  [927]  1945 
Primary  Education,  Motion  for  Ueturns,  [229] 

101 
Royal  Titles,  2R.  [228]  827,  855,  867  ;  Comm. 

1057, 1094,  1307  ;  8R.  1886,  1387 
Slave  Trade,  IR.  [230]  240  ;  Comm.  el.  1,  850 
Turkey — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Berlin  Memorandum,  [230]  417 
Bulgaria,  Alleged  Atrocities  in,  [230]  1164  ; 

[231]  1059 
Eastern  Question— The  Papers,  [230]  1765 
Salonica — Murder  of  the  Consuls,  [230]  847 
Second  Note  of  the  Three   Powers,  [229] 

1000 
Servia.  Declaration  of  War  by,  [230]  610 
Turkey— Treaties  of  1856,  Res.  [231]  83,  97 
Union  of  Benefices,  2R.[229]  759 
United  States — Extradition  Treaty— Winslow, 

Case  of,  [229]  33 
United  States— Extradition,  [230]  1617, 1618  ; 

— Address  for  Correspondence,  1768 
University  [of  Oxford,  2R.  [227]  1700 ;  [228] 
599  ;    Comm.  820,   821  ;  ci.  4,  936;  el  12, 
939;  el  14,  Amendt.  940,  946;  el.  16,  960, 
1306;  e/.  24,  1310;  c/.  25,  1314 
Wild  Fowl  Preservation,  3R.  [230]  1470 


Greece — Collision  of  the  **  Agrigento^^  and 

'*Hylton  Castle '' 
Question,    Mr.   T.   E.   Smith ;    Answer,   Mr. 
Bourke  Jitne  13,  [229]  1762  ;  Auguit   14, 
[231]  1206 

Gbeene,  Mr.  E.y  Bury  St.  Edmunds 

Barbadoes — Riots,  The — Governor  Hennessy, 

[229]  158 
Electoral  System — Borough  and  County  Con- 
stituencies, Res.  [229]  1468 
Elementary  Education,  2 R.  [230]  68;  Comm. 

1230  ;  add.  el.  1711  ;   Consid.  el,  14,  [231] 

488 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1652 
Inland  Rerenue — Excise — Blending  of  Irish 

Whiskey,   Motion  for  a   Select   Committee, 

[228]  1215 
Law  and  Justice — Wilberforce,  Mr.,  Case  of, 

Res.  [228]  2021 
Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions  (Great 

Britain),  Res.  [228]  1009 
Parliament — Ladies'  Gallery,  House  of  Com- 
mons, [228]  588 
Leitrim  County  Election — Captain  O'Beime, 
[230] 182 
Public  Houses  (Ireland) — Sunday  Closing,  Rei. 

[229]  510 
Real  EsUte  IntesUcy,  2R.  [230]  600 


Gregory,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Sussex,  E. 

Appellate    Jurisdiction,    Comm.  [230]    1156; 
el.  8,  1160  ;  cl.  ^,  ^a^\\  1^*1,1^^  \  ^^x.i\\. 
Amendt.  ^^\,  Wft;  odd.,  d,  KswwAv  W4> 
871,  Bn 
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Marhoiirs  of  Refuge  —  Ths  North  East 
Coast 

Qaestion,  Sir  Eardlej  Wilmot ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  27,  [230] 
1972 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  28,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That/'  and  add  '*  the  great 
I088  of  life  and  property  annually  occurring 
to  our  shipping  on  the  north  east  coast  of 
England  shows  that  there  is  a  deficiency  of 
adequate  Harbour  accommodation  in  that 
district  ;  and  this  House  urges  on  Her 
Majesty's  Government  the  construction  on 
that  coast  of  a  suitable  Harbour  of  Refuge 
and  for  strategic  purposes"  {Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot),  v.,  [231]  27;  after  short  debate, 
Question,  **  That  the  words,  &o,y"  put,  and 
agreed  to 


Hakcotjrt,  Sir  W.  G.  V.,  Oxford  City 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.   [229]  1702,  1705  ; 

Comm.  [230]   1160;    Consid.    [231]    867; 

add.  cl.  871  ;  cl.  13,  881  ;  Amendt.  884 
Army  Corps  Training,  2R,.  [229]  1762 
Burial  Services  in  Parish  Churchyards,  Res. 

[227]  1366,  1376 
Commons,  Comm.  [229]  1262  ;  add.  el,  1670, 

1671,1676 
Council  of  India  (Professional  Appointments), 

2R.  [227]  1282 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  el,  [230] 

1712,  1716.  2018  ;  Consid.  el.  U,[23i]  482; 

Amendt.  494,  624,  627 
Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Res.  [227]  860,  861 
Fugitive  Slave  Commission — The  Report,  [229] 

1976 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards),  2R. 

[229]  889 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Law  Amend- 
ment) (No.  2),  2R.  [228]  1890 
Judicature  Acts— Judges  on  Circuit,  [230]  1967 
228]  Merchant    Shipping,    Comm.   cl.    14,    1686, 
.      1689  ;  cl.  15,  1696,   1598,   1601,  1616,  1620, 
.      1621  :  cl.  16,   1783  ;  cl.  19,  1882  ;  add.  cl. 
.      1921,  1933,  1940,  1941, 1942,  1944 
229]57,  61,  220,  223:    Consid.  add.  el.   1060; 
.     cl.   18,    1072 ;    Amendt.    16.,    1074,    1076  ; 
.      cl.  20,  1078 
Monastic   and   Conventual  Institutions  (Great 

Britain),  Res.  [228]  1031,  1032 
Nnvy — Coroners  in  Naval  Districts,  [231]  116 
Oflfences  against  the  Person,  Comm.  [228J  1622 
Parliament — Public  Business,  Arrangement  of, 

[230]  1968;  [231]  977 
Parliament — Private   Bills — Referees,  Motion 

for  a  Select  Committee,  [227]  493 
Parliamentary  Agency,  Res.  [231]  327 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  2R.  [230]  1879  ;  Consid. 

[231]  284 
Publicans  Certificates  (Scotland),  Comm.  cl,  6, 

[228]  1812;  cl.  11,  1814 
Real  Estate  Intestacy,  2R.  [230]  698 
Royal  Style  and  Title,  [227]  2013,  2014 
Roval  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  95,  97  ;  cl.l,  800, 

302,  307,  331  ;  Amendt.  335,  336,  1097 
Royal  Titles  Act  Proclamation — Vote  of  Cen- 
sure, Res.  [229]  438,  448,  461 
Supply — Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  [228] 

1468 
Turkey— Bulgaria,  Atrocities  m,  \^l\'\  \\\\^ 

1126 


\coiU, 


Harcovrt,  Sir  W.  6. 

United  States— Extradition  Traaty,  [231]  977; 
—Caldwell,  Case  of,  [230]  949;- Retm 

of  Cases,  [231]  424; — Wintlow  Case.  [319] 

777,  1113 
University  of  Cambridge*  2R.r33o]llSl 
University  of  Oxford,  3R.  [229]  1750 
Unreformed  Municipal  OorpontloDi  (Eagtsad 

and  Wales),  Res.  [227]  1156 


Habdoastle,  Mr.  E.,  Zancashire,  8,S, 
Council  of  India  (ProfeMlonal  Appoinfnwui)^ 

2R.  [227]  1282 
County   Palatine  of  Laneaster  (Ckrk  of  tkt 

Peace),  2R.   [227]  835  ;    Comm.   AackL 

1161  ;  Consid.  el  \,  1778 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  d.  4,  AbbhA. 

[230]  1388;  add.  el.  2008;  [231]  34.  tt; 

Schedule  1 ,  Amendt.  68  ;  Amendt.  69 
Employers  Liability  for  Injury,  2R.  [229]]lt8 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  cl.  S,  [228]  901 
Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions  (Gmt 

BriUin),  Res.  [228]  1005 
Prisons,  2R.  [230]  910 
Real  Estate  Intestacy,  2R.  [230]  601 


Hardy,  Eight  Hon.  Gathome  (SecreUiy 

of  State  for  War),  Oxford  Unimtiif 

Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Aldershot,  Barracks  at,  [227]  405  ;— Isn^ 

ordmation  at — St.  Patrick's  Day,  [ixtl 

471 
Army   and   Auxiliary   Forces  —  RetHM, 

[228]  1760 
Army  and  Navy—  Surgeons,  [229]  777 
Army  List — Iler  Majesty  the  Queen,  [250] 

1626 
Arrears  of  Pay,  Return  of,  [231]  698 
Captain    Roberts,    04th    Regiment,   [239] 

1970,  1971  ;  [230]  9;  [231]  418 
Chaplains— Compensation,  [229]  1664 
Commissariat  and  Transport  Officers,  [22S] 

66 
Commissions,   Sale  of — Royal   Warrant  d 

1870, [227]  1023 
Connaught  Rangers,  [227]  261 
Desertion — Samuel  Chappell,  Case  o(  [229' 

1.348 
Drill  and  Exercise  in  Hot  Weather,  [230' 

1526 
Forage    Allowances,    [228]    1835 ;    [230 

1621 
Forage  to  Mounted  Officers,  [229]  1353 
G  renadier  G  uards — Colour-  Sergeant  Browa 

Case  of,  [230]  422 
Guards,  Brigade  of,  Special  Allowances  t< 

the,    [228]   968;    [229]    19ft3:  — Stod 

Purse  Fund  Allowances,  [228]  1762 
Home  District  Command,  [227]  1870 
Hythe,  Military  Scandal  at,  [227]  259 
Increased  Pay  of  the  Soldiers,  [227]  12M 
India — Arrears  of  Pay,  [231]  417 
India  —  Service   of    European    Regimenti 

[231]  120 
Indian  and  Home  Services,  [227]  397 
Knightsbridge  Barracks,    [227]  555,  1236 

12Q5  ;— The  Model,  [229]  50 

\8- 
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Haidt,  Right  Hod.  Q.—eont, 

Line   and    Scientiflo    Corps — Garrison  at 

Belfast.  [230]  1971 
Majors  of  Cavalry,  Supernumerary,  [aaS] 

16 
Medical  Department — Examinations,  [227] 

257;  [23131077 
Medical  Officers,  [227]  1799 ;  [228]  476 ; 

[230]  426 
Medical  Report,  [231]  254 
Medical  School,  [228]  882 
Medical  Service  —  Civilian  Doctors,  [227] 

401 
Metropolis — Sentries,  [227]  1715 
Military  Etiquette,  [231]  1153 
Military  Prisoners — Gunner  Charlton,  Case 

of,  [227]  257 ;    [231]  875  ;— Handouffs, 

[231]  422 
Model  Cavalry  Barracks,  [227]  1717 
Omagh,  Barracks  at,  [227]  260 
Ordnance  Corps,  Promotion  in  the,  [227] 

482 
Pay  of  Soldiers  and  Marines,  [227]  1773 
Pension  Warrant,  The,  [230]  256 
Pensions,  Payment  of,  [230]  1810 
Promotion  and  Retirement,  Commission  on, 

[227]  260;  [231]  972 
Purchase  and  Exchange,  [231]  699 
Recruiting,  [227]  1795  ;  [220]  1632 
Regimental  Exchanges,  [230]  1178 
Reserve,  The,  [227]  1206 
Retired  Officers,  [230]  245 

Royal  Artillery  (IndU),  [228]  1323 

Royal  Artillery — Lieutenant  Colonels,  [228] 

1098; — Non-Commissioned  Offloers,[229] 

1603 
Sea  Ports  Defences — Firth  of  Forth,  [227] 

1566 
Senior  Surgeons- Major,  [230]  1048 
Soldiers,  Accommodation  for,  [227]  1021 
Veterinary  Department,  [230]  1474 
Veterinary   Surgeons,    [227]   1864 ;    [228] 

620,  1830 
Walker,  Lieutenant,  Case  of,  [231]  971 
War  Department  Contracts,  [228]  619 
Winchester  Barracks,  [230]  249 

Army — Auxiliary  Forces— Miscellaneous  Ques- 
tions 

Bucks  Yeomanry,  [231]  420 

1st  Surrey  Militia  Regiment.  [230]  1965 

Londonderry  Militia,  [228]  1484 

Militia.    Adjutants    of,  [227]   674;   [228] 

1760  ;  [229]  262  ;  [230]  1621 
Militia  Ballot  Act,  [229]  1418 
Militia  Quartermasters  —  Retiring  Allow- 
ances, [227]  814 
Militia  Regiments.  Supplies  to,  [229]  926 
Militia  Staff  Pensions,  [230]  1172 
Militia.  Suff  Sergeants  of,  [227]  813;— 

Pensions,  [229]  1424  ;  [230]  1172 
Militia    Storehouses    in    Middlesex,   [229] 

1894 
Militia  Surgeons— Compensation,  [231]  697, 

970  ;— Regulations,  [227]  557  ;  [229]  919 
Queen's    County   Militia   Regiment,  [229] 

1424 
SomerseUhire  Militia,  1st,  [229]  1665 
Volunteer  Adjutanto,  [227]  1710 
Yeomanry  AdjutanU,  [228]  1908 
Yeomaor/  Trumpeters  and  Bands,  [230]  247, 

861 


\ 


Habdt,  Right  Hon.  G.^eofU. 

Army  Mohiliiation — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Irish  Militia,  [230]  1698 
Localisation  of  the  Forces,  [229]  1667 
Longford  Rifle  Militia,  [231]  691 
Mobilization   of    Army    Corps,  [227]  556 ; 

[228]  69 ;— Volunteers,  968 
Mobilization  of  the  Forces,  [230]  261,  382, 
383  ;— Estimates,  [229]  1418,   1420  ;— 
The  Reserve,  [230]  619 
Monaghan  Militia,  [230]  1969 
Roman  Catholic  MUitiameu,  [230]  1629 
Wexford  Militia,  [230]  1818 
Army  —  Civil   Departments   (Employment  of 
Soldiers),  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 
[228]  1991 
Army  —  Knightsbridge  Barracks,  Res.  [227] 

1762 
Army — Military  Forces,  Our,  Res.  [227]  976 
Army  Corps  Training,  2R.  [229]  1751,  1753, 
1764  ;  Comm.  1782  ;  Consid.  Amendt.  2023 
Army  Estimates — Full  pay  of   Reduced  and 
Retired  Officers,  and  Ualf-Pay,[229]  1659 
Und  Forces,  [227]  1236,  1277.  1475,  1476, 
1479 ; — Pay  and  Allowances,  Ac.,  1486, 
1487 
Military    Education,    Establishments    for, 

[229]  1656, 1657 
Militia  Pay  and  Allowances,  [227]  1775 
Miscellaneous  Services,  [229]  1657 
Out- Pensions,  [229]  1659 
Reserve  Force,  [227]  1777 
Volunteer  Corps,  Pay  and  Allowances,  [2 2 7] 

1777 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  [229]  1646 
War  Office,  [229]  1658 
Works,  Buildings,  ifec.  [229]  1652, 1653, 1654 
Army  Estimates,  Res.  [227]  1451,  1453 
Army    Purchase    Estimate — Army    Purchase 

Commission,  [229]  2022 
Barristers  and  Advocates  Fees,  2R.  [229]  335 
Brussels   International    Exhibition — Sick  and 

Wounded  Soldiers,  [230]  1477 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  [229]  737 
Dover— Bast  Cliff,  [231]  1155 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [230]  32;  Comm. 

el.  26,  1604  ;  add.  cl.  1867,  1892 
Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Res.  [227]  694,  752, 

850,  851,  881 
Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res.  [231]  306 
Knightsbridge  Barracks  —  **  Preservation  of 

Peace"  in  London,  [228]  64 
Metropolis — Hyde  Park — The  Serpentine,  Res. 

[228]  1250 
Mutiny,   [227]  1873  ;   Comm.  el.   106,  [228] 

913  ;  el.  107,  914  ;  Consid.  1036 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards,  4c.  [230]  471 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Business  of  the  Session,  [231]  126 
Leitrim  C<lbnty  Election — Captain  O'Beime, 

[230]  179,  261 
Public  Petitions — Monastic  and  Conventual 
Institutions,  [228]  1403 
Parliament — Business    of  the    House,    Res. 

Amendt.  [227]  473 
Parliament — Private   Bills — Referees,   Motion 

for  a  Select  Committee,  [227]  498 
Parliament — Public  Petition  from   a  Foreign 
Town  —  Boulogne-sur-Mer    (British    Con- 
sukte).  Res.  [228]  1419, 14.2Q 
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Hardt,  Right  Hon.  6. — eont. 

Public  Health — Sbeerness  Sewers,  [231]  416 

Royal  Titles,  Comm.  cl.  1,  [228]  803 

Royal  Titles  Act — Commissions  in  the  Militia, 

[229]  106 
Royal  Titles  Act  Proclamation — Vote  of  Cen- 
sure, Res.  [229]  889,  395,  407 
University  of  Cambridge,  2R.  [230]  1124,  1125 
University  of  Oxford,  2R.  [229]  1712,  1747, 
1760 


Hardy,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Bye 

Fisheries  (England)-— Rye  Bay,  [230]  25Z 


Harrison,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Kilmarnock^  Sfo, 

Criminal  Law — Executions,  Expense  of,  [229] 

206 
India— Presidency  Magistrates  Bill,  [228]  474 


Harrowby,  Earl  of 

County   Palatine  of  l4incaster  (Clerk  of  the 

Peace),  2R.  [228]  660 
Cruelty  to    Animids,  Comm.  d,  6,  Amend t. 

[230]  124 
Local  Government  Board's  Provisional  Orders 

Confirmation    (Birmingham,    Ac),   Comm. 

[230]  1622 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  1085 
University  of  Oxford,  Comm.  el,  14,  [228]  946 


Hartington,  Right  Hon.  Marquess  of 
New  Radnor 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [227]  1278 

Reserve  Force,  [227]  1777 
Burial  Services  in  Parish  Churchyards,  Res. 

[227]  1392 
Commons,  Comm.  [229]  1251,  1536 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  [229]  998 
Duchy  .of  Lancaster  and  Agricultural  Holdings 

(England)  Act,  Res.  [229]  1287 
Egypt — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Mr.  Cave,  Instructions  to,  [227]  138 
Mr.  Cave's  Mission,  [228]  663,  666,  623 
Suez  Canal — Dues,  Convention  as  to,  [227] 

684,685,812 
Suez  Canal  Administration — Surtax,  [228] 

1326 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  Purchase  of,  [227]  226 
227 
Elementary    Education,     2R.     [229]     1960  ; 
Comm.  [230]  1261  ;  add.  cl.  1726;  Consid. 
Amendt.  [231]  438  ;  cl.  14,  493,  495 
Exchequer  Bonds,  3K.  [227]  1435 
Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Re^  [227]  877 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [230]  702 
Navy — II. M.S.  "  Vanguard,"  Loss  of,   Motion 

for  a  Paper,  [227]  1097 
Parliament— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [227]  70 
Business  of  the  Session,  [231]  122,  124 
Derby  Day,  [229]  1275 
Public    Business,    Arrangement    of,    [227] 
1125;    [228]   1181,    1183,    1184,    1328; 
[229]  491.  492,  1064,  1196;   [230]  429, 
1631,1039 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  t229"i\ 62^ 

\coivl. 


Hartinotoh,  Right  Hon.  Mftrqvflti 

Parliament — Buiinen  of  the  Hoom^  Bin  [n 

472 ;  [231]  708 
Parliament^Private  BUls^-CaoTiaiaf  ii  tl 

House,  Ret.  [217]  1495 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Political  C«nutt 

of  the  Reform  Glnb,  Ret.  [229]  1975 
Pollution  of  Rivera,  2R.  [330]  1676 
Prisons,  2R.  [230]  314,  934.  935 
Royal  Titles,  2R.  [227]  1757  ;  Caam.kmd 
[228]  75, 158,  273  ;  d,  1,  299, 300. 30S.ll 
Royal  Titles— The  ProeUmatioii,  [siS]  ICII 

1768. 1773 
Royal  Titletf  Act  Proclamation— Vote  sf  Ca 

sure.  Res.  [229]  462 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  Comm.  [231]  848 
Supply,  Report,  [227]  998 
Supply— Suez  Canal  Shares,  [227]  S88;  li 

644 
Turkey — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Berlin  Note,  [229]  1605,  1609 
Bulgaria,  Atrocities  in,  [231]  749 
Eastern  Question — Ministerial  StstsHI 

[227]  1521 ;  [23Q]  267,  883 
Revolted  Provinces — Reported  Oatbnsk< 

Hostilities,  [230]  873 
Salonica  Murdera — Oorreepondeiies,  [mi 

1821 
Servia,  [230]  623 
Turkey — Bosnia  and    HersegoTinai  \am\u 

tion  in,  Res.  [231]  216,  225 
University  of  Oxford,  2R.  [229]  1750 

Hatherley,  Lord 

Appeals — Sunding  Orders,  Res.  [227]  IMl 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  [227]  919 
Bankruptcy,  IR.  [229]  1508;  2R.  [23o]SS4 
Fugitive  Slaves — The  Circulars,  Petiuoo,[}r; 

1564 
Royal  Titles,  3R.  [228]  1392,  1979 
University  of  Oxford,  Comm.  el,  14,[si8]M] 

Havelock,  Sir  H.  M.,  SunderUmi 

Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Commissariat  and  Transport  OfBcers,  [sil 

66 
Mobilization     Scheme,     The    Nev,  [aj 

381  ;— The  Reserve,  618.  619 
Pay  of  Soldiers  and  Marines.  [227]  1771 
Promotion  and  Retirement,  Commissioss 
[227]  260;  [231]  972 
Army — Military  Forces,  Our,  Res.  [227]  954 
Central  Asia — Khanate  of  Khokand.  Addre 

for  Papers,  [229]  130,  143 
Church    Bodies   (Gibraltar) — The   Ordiotnei 

Motion  for  an  Address,  [228]  769 
Civil  Departments  (Employment  of  Soldier 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  19t 
1997  ;  Nomination  of  Committee,  [229]  7^ 
Elementary  Education, Comm.  [230]  1286 ;  d. 
Amendt.  1410,  1412;  cL  7.   1415  ;  <mW. 
2002, 2015 
India — .Native  Army,  [229]  370 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards),  3 

[229]  874 
Mutiny,  Comm.  cl.  106,  [228]  913 
Navy — Royal  Marines,  [228]  1637 
Peru — Steamship  •*  Talisman,"   Crew  of  tl 
"N^^i\XQu  loit  ^  ^<iVi^\.  <i^^M5sijti«.  [228!  SC 


\ 
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Hay,  Admiral  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  0.  D., 
Stamford 
Church  lUtoi  Aholiiion  (SootUnd),  2R.  [228] 

40 
Fugitive  SUto  GiroaUri,  Ret.  [297]  732 
Iron-oUtd  Naviet,  British  and  ForeigD,  [227] 

1911,  1012 
Meroaotile  Marine— Rale  of  the  Road  at  Sea, 

[227]  403 
Mercantile  Marine — Penrioni  to  Seamen,  Ret. 

[227]  1831 
Merchant  Shipping,  Oomm.  el,  3,  [228]  908  ; 
el,  6, 1153  ;  el,  16, 1798  ;  add,  el.  [229]  64, 
73,  232 
NaTj— Royal  Marioet,  [228]  1623 
NaTj— Captain  Sulivan,  Ret.  [230]  1322 
Navy— Uen wood,  Mr.  Charles  Frederick,  Case 
of,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [229]  1617 
Navy  —  II.  M.S.    "  Vanguard,"    Lots  of   the, 

Motion  for  a  Paper,  [227]  1066,  1070 
Navy  Estimates— Coastguard  Service— Naval 
Reserve,  Ac.  [228]  1663 
Men  and  Boys,  ^.  [227]  1937 
Miscellaneous  Services,  [230]  475 
Seamen  and  Marines,  [228]  1647 
Parliament— Public  Basinets,  [299]  2019 


Hayteb,  Mr.  A.  D.,  JBath 

Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Knighttbridge  Barracks,  [227]  1227 
Metropolis — Sentries,  [227]  1716 
MiliUry  Prisoners— liandcufft,  [231]  422 
Mobilisation  of  Corps — Volunteers,  [228] 
968 
Army  Corpt  Training,  2R.  [229]  1762 
Army  Estimates — Militia  Pay  and  Allowances, 
Motion   for   reporting    Progress,  [227] 
1488,  1776 
Pay  and   Allowances,  Ac.,   Land   Forces, 

[227]  1487 
Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  r229]  1664 
Diocese  of  Exeter,  Leave,  [239]  1602 
Dover  Pier — English  and  Foreign  Mail  Boats, 

[930]  1886 
Elementary    Education,    Comm.  el,  6,  [230] 
1409;  add,  el,  1711 ;  Consid.  el,  14,  [231] 
636 
Endowed  Schools— St.  John's  Hospital,  Exeter, 

[229188 
Great  Western  Railway  Accident,  [231]  8 
House   Occupiers    Disqualification    Removal, 

2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [229]  1698 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works— Finance,  [231] 

1204 
Midland   Railway — The  Radstook  Accident — 

Block  System,  [231]  1078 
Purchase  and  Exchange,  [231]  699 
Turkey — Bulgaria,  Atrocities    in,  [23  r]  781, 
877 
Servian  Invasion,  [230]  960 
Ways  and  Means— Income  Tax,  Ret.   [128] 
1361 


MeUgoland 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Addrett  be  pretented 
to  Her  Majetty  for,  Copiet  of  (1)  the  capitu- 
lation of  September  1807  by  which  Heligo- 
land wat  ceded  to  Great  Britain;  (2)  the 
Order  in  Council  of  7th  January  1864  relat- 
ing to  the  GorernmBut  of  Heligoland ;  and 


Eeligohnd^eonL 

(3)  Papert  explaining  the  revocation  of  that 
Order  in  1868  {Ths  Earl  of  Rotebery) 
Mar  13,  [227]  1861  ;  after  ihort  debate, 
Motion  amended,  and  agreed  to 

Retolved  that  an  humble  addrett  be  pretented 
to  Her  Mauesty  for  Copies  of  the  Order  in 
Council  of  7th  January,  1864,  relating  to 
the  Government  of  Heligoland,  and  Papers 
explaining  the  revocation  of  that  Order  in 
1868  {Pari,  P,  I.  49.) 

Question,  Captain  Pirn  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
June  16,  [229]  1972 

Henley,  Eight  Hon.  J.  W.,  Oxfordshire 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Consid.  el,   13,  [231] 

884 
Contagious  Diseases  Acts  Repeal,  2R.  [230] 

1602 
Elementary   Education,    Comm.    el,  4,  [230] 

1293;  a<f<f.  c/.[33i]64 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.  [227]  361 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards),  2R. 

[299]  897 
Medical   Act  Amendment    (Foreign   Univer- 
sities), 2R.  [230]  1008 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  [siS]  629 ;  el,  3, 

678,    902;    add.    el.    [229]    216;    Lorda 

Amendts.  Consid.  [231]  1179 
Prisons,  2  R.  [230]  892 
Real  EsUte  intestacy,  2R.  [230]  696 
Ways  and  Means — Income   Tax,    Ret.  [228] 

1364 

Hennikek,  Lord 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  [229]  1030;  Comm. 

el.  4,  Amendt.  [230]  122 ;  cl,  11,  127 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  el.  9,  [231]  939 
Felstead  School— The  Rev.  W.  Grignon,  Dis- 
missal of,  [228]  1748 
Industrial  and  Provident  Societies,  2R.  [230] 

127 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [230]  1276 
Vivisection— Legislation,  [227 j  2008 
Wild  Fowl  Preservation,  2R.  [230]  846;  3R. 
1470 

Henby,  Mr.  Mitcliell,  Gdway  Co. 

Adulterated  Drinks  at  Fairs,  Sale  of,  d(C.  (Ire- 
land), [228]  66 

Army — Knightsbridge  Barracks,  Res.  [227] 
1762 

ConsUbulary  (Ireland),  [230]  1808 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  3R.  Amendt. 
[229]  1367,  1374,  1379 

Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2R.  [227] 
776 

Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add,  el,  [230] 
2002  ;  Consid.  el.  14,  [231]  629,  662 

Home  Oflke — DepuUtions,  [230]  1623 

Irish  Church  Temporalities  Commission^Na* 
tional  Monuments  (Ireland),  [231]  693 

Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res.  [231]  299,  316 

Jurors  Qualification  (Ireland),  Comm.  Sche- 
dule 1,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  [230] 
146,  146,  270,  271  ;  3R.  339,  341 

Parliament— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [227]  109 
Derby  Day,  [229]  1276 


HEN       HEB 
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ZiJil 


BIG 


Hbnrt,  Mr.  Mitchell — eont. 

Order — Balloting  for  Motions,  [230]  14 
Public    Business,    Arrangement  of,   [230] 

1637 
Strangers,   Exclusion  of,   Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, [230] 1552,  1555,  1556 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [231] 

711 
Post  OflBce— Telegraph  Cards,  [227]  137 

Telegraph  Messages,  [227]  1413 
Prisons,   2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [230] 

035,  036 
Supply— Lord  Privy  Seal,  [227]  508 

Public  Education,  Ireland,  [231]  278,  270 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  [227]  1843,  1845 
Supply — Suez  Canal  Shares,  Res.  [227]  640 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comro. 

[230]  361.  364 
Turkey — Salonica    Murders —  Correspondence, 
[230] 1820 


Herbeet,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Kerry  Co. 

Criminal  Law  (Ireland) — Kerry  Assizes,  [228] 

470 
Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2 El.  [227] 

787 
Ireland,  Crime  in — Returns,  [228]  266 
Knightsbridge    Barracks  —  **  Preservation    of 

Peace  "  in  London,  [228]  64 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [228]  701 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Act,  1875, 

Res.  [228]  235 
Parliament — Privilege  —  Monastic  and  Con- 
ventual Institutions,  [228]  1310,  1307 
Parliament — Private  Bills — Canvassing  in  the 

House,  Res.  [227]  1403 
Tralee   Savings    Bank,    Motion    for    a   Select 

Committee,  [227]  1684 


Hermon,  Mr.  E.,  Preston 

Elementary  Education,  Leave,  [229]  060  ; 
Comm.  cl.  i,  [230]  1200, 1206  ;  cL  16, 1407  : 
cl.  26,  1504;  add.  cl,  1860 

Jurors  Qualification  (Ireland),  3R.  [230]  340 

Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [229]  64, 
210 

Municipal  Officers  Superannuation  (No.  2), 
Comm.  [227]  1003 

Pollution  of  Rivers,  2R.[23o]  1877 

Public  Houses  (Ireland) — Sunday  Closing,  Res. 
[229] 541 

Railway  Passonger  Duty,  Res.  [227]  1506 

Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  114 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),  2R.  [230]  1343,  1344 

South  Eastern  Railway,  2R.  [228]  61 

Trade  Marks  Registration  Act,  1876,  [229]  40 


Herschell,  Mr.  F.,  Durham 

Barriaters  and  Advocates  Fees,  2R.  [229]  343 

Commons,  Consid.  [230]  136 

Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [230] 
1708 

Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Res.  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, [227]  765,  820 

Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  cl.  14,  [_228"\  1586  ; 
cl.  15,  1618  ;  cL  27,  1016  *,  add.  cl.  WiV!.\ 
[229368  ;  Consid.  cl.  11,  1010  ;  cl.^0,\Q1^ 

^cont. 


HsRsoHiLL,  Mr.  F. — eont» 

Parliament— Privilege — Political  ConiBittMfl 
the  Reform  Club,  Ret.  [229]  1678 

Peru—  Steamship  "  Talisman,"  Crew  of  tkf 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  41S 

Real  EsUte  Intestacy,  3R.  [230]  590 

Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Ceer 
of  Justice,  &o.  [239]  1321, 1326 


Hebvey,  Lord  F.,  Buiy  SL  EdmwUt 

Coroners,  Res.  [230]  1301 

Education  Code  — Subjects,  Choice  of,  R«. 

[227]  1805 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  [330I 1286;  d.  i 

1295;   cL  6,  Amendt.    1399;  cl  7,  UU; 

d,  26,  Amendt.  1502,  1505  ;  add,  cl.  1658; 

Amendt.  1661,  1662,  1708 
Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amendaeit 

2R.  [228]  1283 
Metropolis — National     Gallerj — Timer  Pis> 
tures,  [230]  618 ' 
St.  James's  Park,  [229]  1664 
Parliament,  Acts  of— Report  of  Meet  Co» 

mittee,  Res.  [228]  575 
Parliament  —  Elementary    Education   Profi* 

sional    Order    Confirmation   (Londoo),  Ei> 

planation,  [230]  1178  ;  Motion  for  AdJMn> 

ment,  1170 
Primary  Education,  [228]  1410 
Turkey — Eastern  Question,  [230]  875 
University  of  Cambridge,  2R.  [330]  1121,  IIH 
University  of  Oxford,  2R.  [329]  1732 

Heygate,  Mr.  "W.  U.,  Lei€e»ter$hir$y  8 

Election  of  Aldermen  (Cumulative  Vote),SR, 

[229]  913 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [229]  1024  ;  Coma 
cl,   7,   Amendt.  [230]    1417;    d.   14,  1452 
cl.  34,  1514  ;  add.  cl.  1644  ;  [231]  23,  24 
Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  AmeDdmeat 

2R.  [228]  1287,  1289 
Elementary    Education   Acts  —  Miscellaoeea 
Questions 
Attendance  at  Schools,  [229]  1036 
Certificated    Children  —  Clause   14,  [250 

1030 
Public  Elementary  Schools,  [227]  1204 
School  Boards,  [229I  1805 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.  [227]  347 
Metropolis — Snow,  Kcinoval  of,  [227]  399 
Municipal    Officers    Superannuation    (No.  21 

Comm.  [227]  1605 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Oppoae< 
Business,  Res.  [227]  186 


Hick,  Mr.  J.,  Bolton 

Pollution  of  Rivers,  OR.  [231]  561 

Highways  Bill 

{Mr.  Sclater- Booth,  Mr.  Scli) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Sclnter- Booth)  April U 

[228]     15o4  ;    after    short    debite,    Moiio 

agreed  to  :  Bill  ordered  ;  read  !••  [Bill  IL'S 

Hifjlixnay    Boards,    Question,    Mr.    iioldnev 

Answer,   Mr.  Sclater- Booth  Mar  31,  [228 


HIL 
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HOL 


HOM 


Hill,  Mr.  A.  Staveley,  Staffordshire^  W. 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Consid.  [331]  863 

Commons.  Comm.  [229]  1380 

Nary — H.M.S.  "vanguard,"  Loss  of,   Motion 

for  a  Paper,  [227]  1087 
Offences  against  the  Person,  Comm.  [227]  1190 
Parliament — Private  Bills  —  Referees,  Motion 

for  a  Select  Committee,  [227]  404 
United  States— Extradition  Treaty,  [230]  499 

Hill,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Worcester 

Criminal    Taw — Dietary  at  Millbank   Prison, 

[231]  970 
Election  of  Aldermen  (Cumulative  Vote),  2R. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [229]  1662 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  el.  [231] 

65  ;  Consid.  cL  14,  478 

Hodgson,  Mr.  K.  D.,  Bristol 

Customs  and  Inland   llevenue,  Comm.  el,  6, 
[229]  1199 

Hogg,  Lt. -Colonel  Sir  J.  M.,  Truro 

Army — Knightsbridge  Barracks,  [227]  1228 
London  Municipal  Government,  Res.  [229]  1801 
Metropolis     Improvements    —    Miscellaneous 
Questions 

Northumberland  Avenue,  [229]  205 
Paving,  Cleansing,  and  Lighting,  [230]  424 
Streets,  Repairing  of,  [227]  815 
Thames  Embankment,  [230]  1042  ;— High 

Tides,  1398 
Victoria  Embankment,  [227]  1867 
Metropolis — Uyde  Park  Corner,  Res.  [229] 

1580 
Metropolis — Parochial  System,  Res.  [227]  310 
Metropolis  Gas    Companies,   2R.  [229]  305  ; 

Motion  for  a  Committee,  306 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  2R.  [227]  807  ; 

[230]  853 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  [228]  361 
Metropolitan  Gas  Companies,  2U.  [228]  1697 
South  Eastern  Railway,  2R.  [228]  61 
Thames,  Prevention  of  Floods  in   the,  [227] 
1568 

HoLKER,  Sir  J.  (see  Attorney  General, 
The) 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T.,  Midhurst 

Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res.  [231]  301 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  el,  3,  [228]  905 ; 

el,  27,  Amendt.  1915,  1917 
Metropolis — University  Boat  Race^IIammer- 

smith  Bridge,  [228]  883 
Supply — Suez  Canal  Shares,  Res.  [227]  624 

Holms,  Mr.  J.,  Hackney 
Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Army  and  Auxiliary  Forces — Retams,  [228] 

1760 
Forage  Allowance,  [230]  1621 
Grenadier  Guards— Colour-Sergeant  Brown, 

Death  of,  [230]  421 
Mobilization  of  the  Forces,  [230]  260,  369, 
371,  383 
Army—WntAtj  Forces,  Our,  Res.  [337!  920, 

iconi. 


Holms,  Mr.  J.  ^eont. 

Army  and  Navy  Expenditure  Accounts,  Audit 
of,  [229]  2001 

Army  Corps  Training,  2R.  [229]  1751 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  Motion  for  re- 
porting Progress,  [227]  1277 

Army  Estimates,  Res.  [227]  1451 

Civil  Departments  (Employment  of  Soldiers), 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  1995 

Civil  Service — Clerks,  Higher  Division  of, 
[227]  554 

Metropolis — Victoria  Park,  [229]  927 

Turkey — Bosnia  and  Herzegovina,  Insurrection 
in,  Res.  [231]  168 

Turkish  Debt— Loan  of  1854,  Res.  [230]  1756 


Holms,  Mr.  "W".,  Paisley 

Army— Artillery  OflBoers  (India),  [227]  1567 

Births  and  Deaths,  Registration  of — Certificates 
of  Deaths,  [228J  1325 

Burgesses  (Scotland),  Comm.  Motion  for  re- 
porting Proj^ress,  [227]  1779 

Elementary  Education,  Comm.  cuid.  cl.  [230] 
1535,  1645,  2004 

Fugitive  Slave  CircuUrs,  Res.  [227]  728 ; — 
New  Circular.  [230J  1962 

Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  Amendt.  [228] 
539;  cl.  2i,  1913 

Peru — Steamship  "  Talisman,"  Crew  of  the, 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  409 

Poor  Law  (Scotland),  Comm.  [230]  507 

Slave  Trade — Mozambique,  [230]  128 


Holt,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Lancashire,  N,E. 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  [231J  •  902 
Elementary   Education,    Comm.  cl.  12,  [230] 

1449:  add.cl.2Q\n 
Navy — Vestments  of  Navy  Chaplains,  [231]  976 


Holyhead  Harlow —  Wreck  of  the  Steam- 
ship '' Edith'' 

Question,    Mr.    Serjeant    Sherlock  ;    Answer, 
Sir  Charles  Adderley  May  15,  [229]  670 


Home,  Captain  D.  Milne,  Berwick 
Army— Military  Forces,  Our,  Kes.  [227]  969 


Home  Office,  The — Deputations 

Question,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  ;   Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  July  20,  [230]  1623 


Homicide  Law  Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  Eardley  Wilmot,  Mr,  Whitwell) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)Feb  16, 
[227]  373  ;  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  ordered  ; 
read  1«>  •  [BiU  75] 

2R.  debate  adjourned,  after  short  debate  Mar  8 

1657 
Debate   resumed  Jub^  2ft,  ^av^\  V^SJ1\  t^^vax 

»\\on  A©V>aV.e,  \>«Wv«  «Ayi>w\x«^ 
Adjourned  Vi^b^Xa  oii  *l\^i.\yit<i^V>^ 


HOP       HOU 
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Hope,  Mr.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford,  Cambridge 
University 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Comm.  cl.  6,  [231]  766  ; 

cL  13,  Amendt.  770  ;  Consid.  cL  13,  Amendt. 

880 
Commons,  Comm.  [229]  1251, 1380, 1385 ;  cl.  2, 

1392 ;   cL  8,  1527  ;  d.  25,  1664 ;   add,  cl. 

1570  ;  Preamble,  1575,  1576  ;  Consid.  [230] 

133.  134, 135,  139 
Diocese  of  Exeter,  Leave,  [229]  1602 
Elementary    Education,   Comm.    el,   6,  [230] 

1411  ;  cl.  11,  1419,  1443  ;    add.  el.  1545, 

1903,  1904;  [231]  67  ;  Consid.  cl.  14,  478 
Fine  Arts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [229]  291 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  Leave,  r227]  116  ; 

2R.  337,  351,  370  ;  [230]  1020 

Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Business  of  the  House,  [229]  1053 
Ladies'  Gallery,  House  ol  CommonB,  [228] 

585,  587 
Public   Business,   Arrangement    of,    [230] 
130 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Ret.  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment,  [227]  471>  473 

Real  Estate  Intestacy,  2R.  [230]  583 

Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  117 

Supply — British  Museum,  [231]  263 
National  Portrait  Gallery,  [231]  265 
Natural  History  Museum,  [229]  1590 
Public  Buildings,  [229]  1585,  1586 
Science  and  Art  Department,  [231]  263 
Wellington  Monument,  [229]  1590 

Sweden — Stockholm,  British  Church  at,  [228] 
1474,  1475  ;  [231]  121,  714 

University  of  Cambridge,  Leave,  [229]   835 ; 
2R.  [230]  1078 


HopwooD,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Stockport 

Army — Desertion — Samuel  Chappell,  Case  of, 

[229]  1347 
Commons,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [229]  1391 
Criminal   Law — Police  at  Plymouth,  [231]  975 
Summary    Cases,    Administration  in,  [229] 
1993,  1998 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [230] 
1726;  Consid.  cl.  14,  [231]  491,  525,  529, 
543,  549 
Law  and  Justice — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Justice,  Summary  Administration  of,  [227] 

811 
Queen's  Proctor,  [231]  1075 
Yorkshire  Magistracy,  [230]  1044 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  [228]  529  ;  add.  cl, 

1941  ;  [229]  225 
Navy — Flogging,  Punishment  of.  Res.  [230]  162 
Real  Estate  Intestacy,  2R.  [230]  600 
Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  d:c.  [229]  1320 


Houghton,  Lord 

Hurials  in  Churchyards,  2R.  [229]  1092 
Foreign  Decorations,  [229]  1263,  1267,  1269 
Railway    Accidents,   Royal    Commission   on — 

Brakes,  [229]  1097 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  1090 
University  of  Oxford,  2R.  t227'\\ft^0  ;  Comm. 

cl.  12,  [228]  939 


House   Occupiers   Bisqiudifieatiai  Br 

moval  BiU  {Sir  Bemry  WiAf,  Sm 

CharUi  EuiuU,  Mr,  Onjfow,  Mr.  Bjfia) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  fV5  9  [BiU  19] 

a28]MoTed,  "That  the  Bill  be   now  leed  S>' 

Mar  22,  465  ;  Debate  »djoanied 
.  Debate  resumed  Mar  23,  651 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoanMl" 

{Mr.  Evant);  after  short  debate,  Qoattioi 

put ;  A.  76,  N.  134  ;  M.  58 
Original    Question    again    proposed :    llotti, 

"That  this   House  do  now  adjooni"  (Mr, 

DiUwyn);   QuestioD  pat;   A.  79,  N.  IJS; 

M.  43 
Original   Question   again   proposed;    Motci 

"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoorMd  "(Mr. 

Maedonald)  ;  Question  put;  A.  76,  K.  US; 

M.  42 
Original  Question   again    proposed  ;   Meid, 

"That  this   House  do  now  adjoarB"  [Mr, 

Locke) ;  Question  put ;  A.  71,  N.  106 ;  M.  V 
Original   Question    again   proposed ;    lleid, 

"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoomed " ( Jfr. 

Briggs)  ;  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  D^ 

bate  further  adjourned 
.  Order  for  resuming   A<yoiimsd   Debate  nsi 

April  24,  1623 
Moved,  "That  the  Order  be  disobarged"  (Ur, 

Waddy);  afler  short  debate,  Motios  witk- 

drawn  ;  Debate  further  a^ioamsd 
229]  Debate  resumed  June  8,  1598 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoBiMd" 

(Mr.  Hayter) ;  after  short  debate,  QststiM 

put ;  A.  13,  N.  57  ;  M.  44 
Original  Question  pat,  and  agrssd  to ;  KE 

read  2^ 
Committee  [Dropped] 

HowAKD,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Cumberland,  B. 

Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add,  eU  [230] 

1675 
Salmon    Fisheries    Act,  1861  —  The  Solvay, 

[230] 1175 


Hubbard,  Right  Hon.  J.  G.,  London 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Comm.  cl.  13,  [23i]TT2 
Army — Auxiliary    Forces — Bucks    Yeomaor;, 

[231]  419 
Burial   Grounds,  2R.   Bill   withdrawn,  [230] 

1924 
Cheques  on  Bankers,  Leave,  [237]  315 
Crossed   Cheques,  [227]  684  ;    Comm.  d.  4« 

Amendt.  [230]   1515 ;   SR.    Amendt.  [231] 

1207,  1218;  Re-comm.  c/.  12.  1220 
Customs  and  Inland  ReTenue,  2R.  [229]  726; 

Comm.  Amendt.  965  ;  cl.  8,  Amendt.  1203; 

cl.  9,  1213 
Elementary    Education,   Comm.   cl.  7.  [230"^ 

1415;  cl.  14.  1453;   cl  34.  1512;  add.  d. 

1669,  1670,  1891,  1991,2017 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.  [227]  358 
Maritime  Contracts,  [229]  42 
Parliament — Easter  Recess,  [228]  1100 

Public  Business,  Arrangement  of,  [230]  621, 
1639 
Public  Works  Loans,  Comm.  [230]  971 
Turkish  Debt— Ix)an  of  1854,  Res.  [230]  1759 
Valuation — Surveyors  of  Taxes,  [228]  1760 
V&lviaUon.  of  Pro^rty,  Leave.  [227]  252 
N  «\\i^\\QW  Qll"^xQ\«tVs  V^K»VtQ\KJC\^  K<^\KxsAa«t 
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HvBBABD,  Right  Hod.  J.  6. — coni. 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [228] 
1129 
Inland  Rerenue — Armorial  Bearings,  [230] 
1391 
Ways  and   Means — Income  Tax,  Res.  [228] 

1831 
Women's  Disabilities  RemoTal,  2R.  [228]  1727 

HxTBBABD,  Mr.  E.|  Buckingham 
Crossed  Cheques,  3  R.  [231]  1215 

Hunt,  Eight  Hon.  G.  W.  (First  Lord 

of   the    Admiralty),    Northampton- 

ihire,  N. 
Agriealtural  Holdings  (Kngland)  Act — Green- 
wich Hospital  Estates,  [228]  65 
Arctic  Ezp(»dition,  [227]  401 

Admiralty  Instructions,  [230]  422 
"  Pandora,"  OflBcers  of  the,  [239]  1110 
Contagious  Diseases  Acts  Repeal,  2R.  [230] 

1612,  1614 
Customs  and  Inland   Revenue,  2R.  [229]  701, 

704,  705 
Dachy  of  Lancaster  and  Agricultural  Holdings 

(England)  Act,  Res.  [229]  1289 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  [230]  1216 
Fiji  Islands— Epidemic,  The,  [227]  1023  ;  [231] 

255,  256 
Fisheries  (England)— -Rye  Bay,  [230]  253 
Fugitive  Slaves— The  Circulars,  [230]  6,  1962 
Mercantile  Marine— Blackwood's  "  Night  Helm 
Indicator,"  [227]  1208 
Shipwrecked  Vessels,  [229]  1190 
Mercantile  Marine^Pensions  to  Seamen,  Res. 

[227]  1827 
Navy — Miscellaneous  Questions 

<*  AlberU  "  and  "  Mistletoe,"  Collision  of, 

[227)  1204  ; — Report  of  Court  of  Inquiry, 

[228]  1410,  1476,  1477,  1 478  ;— Captain 

Welsh,  [229!  1194 

Anchors,  [228]  1479 

Anchors  and  Cables— (The  '*  Victoria  and 

Albert"),  [228]  662 
Arrest  of  Seamen— Leave-breaking,  [228] 

1907 
Boilers,  Deterioration  of,  [231]  968 
CadeU,  [227]  816 
Circular  Ships,  [227]  1798 
Coal,  [227]  1413 
Commanders  —  Order  in   Council,    1864, 

[229]  104 
Condemned  Ships,  [228]  268 
Coroners  in  Naval  Districts,  [231]  115 
Creed  Register,  [229I928 
Designs  of  Ships  of  War,  [231]  1157 
Detached  Souadron,  [228]  171 
Devonport,  New  Dock  at,  [229]  41 
Discipline  Act— Flogging  in  the  Navy,  [229] 

487 
Dockyards,  Ac— Foreign  Officers,  Admis- 
sion of.  [229]  1349 
Dockyards,  Superintendents  of,  [231]  967 
Engineer  Service,  [229]  44,  1040 
H.M.S.  "  Caledonia"— The  "  Uon"  Train- 
ing Ship,  [229]  1603 
H.M.S.  «  DevasUtion,"  [227]  1207 
H.M.S.  "  Raleigh,"  [230]  257 
H.M.S.  "Serapis,"  Accident  to,  [227]  1708 
H.M.S.  "Thunderer"— Explosion,  [230] 
13'J^,  1626, 1867,  1888,  1972 


Hunt,  Right  Hon.  G.  W. — eofU. 

H.M.S.    "Vanguard,"    [228]   271;   [229] 

1194;  [231]  1076,  1157;— The  Return, 

[230]  337,  870,  1478 
Iron-clad  Navies,  British  and  Foreign,  [227] 

1902 
Meat,  [230]  244 

Mediterranean  Squadron,  [230]  1819 
Naval  Cadet  College,  Milford  Haven,  [228] 

879 
Naval  College — Greenwich — Examinations, 

[227I  1865 
Naval  Interpreters,  [228]  969,  1327 
Naval  Officers  and  the  Press,  [229]  36 
Naval  Officers  holding  Civil  Appointments, 

[228]  1829 
Navigating  Officers,  [227]  682 
Provisions,  Condemned— The  Return,  [229] 

1519 
Reserve   Forces  —  Captains  in  the   Royal 

Marine  Artillery,  [228]  67 
Retired  Naval  Commanders,  [231]  818 
Royal  Marine  Light  Infantry,  [230]  1392  ; 

[231]  1070 
Royal  Marines,  [228]  1527:  — Officers  of, 

[227]  683 ;— Increase  of  Pay,  1717 
Royal  Naval  Artillery  Volunteers,  [229]  774 
Royal  Naval  Engineers,  [228]  68  ;— Com- 
mittee on,  [229]  1 193 
Royal  Naval  Reserve,  [230]   1964;  [231] 

818 
Royal  Tacht,  [228]  964 
Screw  Propellers,  [227]  1865 
Ships'  Boats,  Lowering,  [228]  268 
Sub-Lieutenants,  [229]  1186 
Tenders  for  Shipbuilding,  [230]  1177 
Torpedoes— CapUin  Harvey,  [228]  563 
Troop  Ship  "  Orontes,"  [227]  928 
Vestments  of  Navy  Chaplains,  [231]  976 
Widows  of  Seamen  and  Marines,  [227]  482 
Navy,  Administration  of  the.  Motion  for  a  Royal 

Commission,  [230]  437,  439,  447,  419,  452 
Navy—"  Alberta"  and  "  Mistletoe,"  Collision, 

Res.  [228]  1504 
Navy— Captain  Sulivan,  Res.  [230]  1320,  1326, 

1331,  1397 
Navy— Flogging,   Punishment  of,  Res.  [230] 

171 
Navy— Hen  wood,  Mr.  C,  Petition  of,   Res. 
[227]  1404  :  [228]  343  ;  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  [229]  1614,  1764 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  Vanguard,"  Uss  of  the,[227] 
132,  264 ;  Motion  for  a  Paper,  1045,  1047, 
1053,  1070,  1870 
Navy— Ships  of  War,  Res.  [229]  250 
Navy  and  Army  Expenditure,  1874-5,  Comm. 

[231]  658 
Navy  Estimates— Admiralty  Office,  [228]  1550, 
1551 
Coast  Guard  Service — Naval  Reserve,  Ao. 

[228]  1552,  1553  ;  [229]  256,  257 
Dockyards,  Ao,  [230]  469,  470 
Half  Pay,  Ac.  [230]  476 
Men  and  Boys,  Ac.  [227]  1918,  1932,  1934, 

1942,  1943 
Miscellaneous  Services,  [230]  473,  474 
Repairs,  [229]  1820 
Scientific  Departments,  [229]  2019,  2020  ; 

[230]  461,  462 
Seamen  and  Marines,  [228I 1542,  \54ft 
Steam  ^AacVixiiWi ,  ^.\>yi\sra,  sa^ 
\  \ctui\a  Mi4  C\<>x3QMi%»\>'iK\^^^^ 
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Hunt,  Right  Hon.  G.  W. — cant. 

Parliament — Public  Business — Easter  Recess, 

[228]  1100 
Science  and  Art — Transit  of  Venus,  [230]  1169 
Scotch  Fisheries,  [227]  1418 
Slave  Trade  in  the  Red  Sea,  [230]  1816 
Supply— Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  [227]  992, 
994 
Navy — Excess  of  Expenditure,  [228]  341, 
343 
Turkey  —  Salonica  —  Murder  of  the  Consuls, 

[229]  925 
Valuation  of  Property  (Metropolis)  Act  (1869) 
Amendment,  2R.  Bill  withdrawn,  [230]  1939, 
1942 


HuNTLY,  Marquess  of 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Scotland),  Comm.  [229] 

184 
Cattle  Diseases  (England  and  Ireland) — Privy 

Council  Regulations,  [227]  124 
Drugging  of  Animals,  2R.  [229]  261 

HygieniCy    International     Congress    of — 

Brussels 
Question,   Mr.   J.   R.  Torke  ;    Answer,   The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  10,  [  228] 
1483 

Imprisonment  for  Debt  Abolition  Bill 

{Mr,  Fielden,  Mr.  Thomas  Bass,  Mr,  Cobbetty 

Mr,  Andersant  Mr,  Knowles) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  lo  •  Feb  9  [Bill  33] 

Bill  withdrawn*  June  16 

Inchiquix,  Lord 

Grand  Juries  (Ireland),  Res.  [229]  1411 
Irish    Peerage,    IR.   [228]    169  ;    2R.    1162  ; 
Comm.  cl.   2,    Amendt."l894,    1903;   cl.  3, 
1904,   1905;    Report,  Amendt.   [229]   189; 
Amendt.  203  ;  Preamble,  Amendt.  204 
Notices  to  Quit  (Ireland),  2R.  [230]  1695 

Increase  of  the  Episcopate  Bill 

{Mr.  Beres/ord  Hope^  Sir  John  Kennaway,  Mr. 

Thomas  Brassey) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Beres/ord  Hope)  Feb  9, 
[227]  116;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed 
to  :  Bill  ordered  :  read  l"*  [Bill  11] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«» " 
Feb  16,  337 

Previous  Question  proposed,  "  That  that  Ques- 
tion be  now  put"  {Sir  Walter  Barttelot) ; 
after  debate,  Moved,  ♦•  That  the  Debate  be 
now  ad jouineri  "  (Mr.  Hall) ;  after  further 
short  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  174,  N.  90  ; 
AT.  84  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  July  5,  [230]  1020  ;  after 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived 


Ijtdia 

Miscellaneous  Questions 

Jets  0/  the  Legislative  Council^  Question,  Sir 
Georgo    Campbell ;    Answer,  Lord  Geot^^ 
Uamilton  June  26,  [230^  42S 

\cont. 


IiTDiA — cont. 
Army  {India) 

Allowances  to  Orphans  of  Soldiers,  Qiwtisi 
Mr.  O'Reilly  ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Eut 
ton  May  11,  [229]  369 

Arrears  of  Pay,  Qaettion,  Goloori  Unit 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardj  August  S.^ijj 

417 
Artillery  Oficers — The  Royal  WarratA,  IST 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Holms;  Aoiwer,  Ln 
George  Hamilton  Mar  7,  [227]  1567 ;  Qm 
tion,  Colonel  Jervis  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatiion 
Hardy  Apnl  6,  [228]  1322  ;  Qooda 
Colonel  Jervis  ;  Answer,  Lord  Gw] 
Hamilton  ApHl  25,  1625 

Memorial*— <PaH.  P.  8S) 

Banda  and  Kxrwee  Booty ^  Qoestion,  The  Lo 
Mayor  ;    Answer,   Lord    George    Hai^ 
/uZy  13,  [230]  1393  ;  QueatioD,  General  SlM 
Answer,   Lord  George  Hamilton  Awmi 
[231]  692  ;  August  8,  821     (PoH.  P.  21J) 

Bombay  Native  Army^  Dismissal  i^  a  Sd 
dar,  Question,  Mr.  Pamell ;  Answer,  U 
George  Hamilton  Feb  22,  [227]  682 

East  India  Army — Superannuatiom,  frs.  i 
lowanees.  Question,  Sir  George  CampW 
Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  Mar9,[n 
1706     East  India  {Legislatumy-{P.P.  II 

Furlough  and  Retiring  ReguUiians,  Qecitai 
Mr.  Morris  ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hsa 
ton  May  18,  [229]  919 ;  Qaeetion,  Coki 
Jervis  ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Haailt 
July  28,  [231]  5  :  August  7,  698 

NcUive  Army,  The,  Question,  Sir  Henry  Bsi 
lock ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Haaik 
May  11,  [229]  370 

Service  of  European  Regiments,  QueetioB,! 
George  Campbell;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathoi 
Hardy /w/y  31,  [231]  120 

Bishopric  in  Northern  India,  Question,  ) 
Cust  ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Uaniili 
May  9,  [229]  264; — Ecclesiastical  Est 
lishments,  Question,  Mr.  O'Reilly  ;  Answ 
Lord  George  Hamilton  Feb  22,  [227]  674 
Roman  Catholic  Cailicdrals,  Questions, ) 
Whalley ;  Answers,  Lord  George  Hamilt 
July  25,  [230]  1889 

Bombay  Revenue  Jurisdiction  Act,  1876,  Q« 
tion,  Mr.  Dunbar ;  Answer,  Lord  Geo 
Uamilton  May  18,  [229]  926 

Civil  Service  of  India 

Indian  Civil  Service  Competition,  Observatu 
Mr.  Lowe ;  Reply,  Lord  George  Hamil 
August  7,  [231J  717 

Languages,  Question,  Observations,  Lord  Si 
ley  of  Alderley,  Lord  Waveney  ;  Reply, ' 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  July  17,  [230]  14* 
— Regulations,  Questions,  Mr.  Lyon  Play( 
Answers,  Lord  Georj»e  Hamilton  Mar  2,[2 
1202  ;  Mar  23,  [228]  473       Pari.  P.  [14 

The  Covenanted  Civil  Service,  Question,  '. 
Lowe  ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamil 
June  29,  [230]  620 

Uncovenanted    Civil    Service,    Question, 
Dalrymple  ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Ilamil 
Mar  13,  [227]  1869 

Coolie  Immigration  from  India  to  Gida 
Question,     Mr.     Richard  ;     Answer,     L 
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Iin>iA — cont. 

Debts  of  the  Ex-King  of  Oude,  QuestioD,  Mr. 
W.  Martin  ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamiltoo 
June  29,  [230]  620 

Factory  System  in  India — T^egislaHon^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Lord  Greorge 
Hamilton  Feb  15,  [327]  301 

Indian  and  Colonial  Museum — South  Kensing- 
ton, Questions,  Mr.  Fawcett :  Answers,  Lord 
George  Hamilton  June  22,  [230]  256  ; 
June  29.  617  ;  July  13,  1398;  Auqust  10, 
[231]  974  ParL  P.  448 

Indian  Finance 

Depreciation  of  Silver —  The  Indian  Civil  and 
Military  Services,  Question,  Sir  Patrick 
O'Bripn ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton 
Feb  14.  [227]  260 

[See  tkle  Silver ,  Depreciation  of  ] 

Tenders  for  Bills  on  Bombay,  Question,  Mr. 
Alderman  W.  M' Arthur  ;  Answer,  Lord 
George  Hamilton  Feb  14,  [227]  265 

The  Exchanges,  Question,  Mr.  Beckett-Denison ; 
Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  Feb  14, 
[227]  262  ;  Question,  Mr.  Fawcett ;  An- 
swer, Lord  George  Hamilton  July  31,  [2$ i] 
118 

Pari.  Papers — 
Finance    and     Revenue     Aoeoants, 

1874-5 226 

Home  Accounts 227 

Progress  and  Condition      ....    406 

The  Indian  Budget,  Question,  Mr.  Forsyth ; 
Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  April  7, 
[228]  1404 ;  Question,  Mr.  Leith ;  An- 
swer, Lord  George  Hamilton  June  15,  [229] 
1895  :  -^  Arrangement  of  Public  Business, 
Observations,  Question,  Mr.  Goschen  ;  Re- 
ply. Mr.  Disraeli  July  27,  [230]  1974 

Tfte  New  Loan,  Question,  Sir  George  Camp- 
bell ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  Mayi, 
[229]  43 

Indian  Oaols,  Question.  Mr.  A.  M' Arthur; 
Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  June  1, 
[220]  1515 

Legislaiion  —  Presidency  Magistrates  Bill, 
Question,  Mr.  Fortcscue  Harrison  :  Answer, 
Lord  George  Hamilton  Mar  23,  [228]  474 

Leprosy,  Question,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien  ;  An- 
swer. Lord  George  Hamilton  Augiut  7, 
[231]  700 

Madras  Irrigation  Company,  Questions,  Mr. 
Smollett ;  Answers,  Lord  George  Hamilton 
Mar  28,  [228]  698  ;  June  26,  [230]  420 

Nizam  Slate  Railiuay  —  Loans  to  Indian 
Princes,  Question,  Mr.  Lowe ;  Answer,  Lord 
George  Hamilton  May  29.  [229]  1346 

Office  of  Advocate  General  of  Bengal,  Question, 
Mr.  Forsyth :  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton Mar  16,  [228]  68 

Petition  of  Sirdar  Narain  Singh,  Petition 
presented,  Lord  Selborne ;  short  debate 
thereon  May  16,  [229]  769 

Slave  Trading  of  Subjects  of  Native  Princes, 

Observations,  The   Marquess   of  Salisbury 

June  22,  [230]  236     [See  Slave  Trade  Bill] 

Despatches      ....     ParL  P.  [1^46] 

The  A  meer  of  Kashgar,  Question,  Sir  Trevor 
Lawrence :  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton 
Mar  20,  [230]  270 


luDiA — cant. 


The   Ex-Chiefs   of  Kirwee,    Question,    Mr. 

Gregory  :    Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton 

Mar  23.  [228]  477 
The  Famine  in  Behar,  Question,  Dr.  Ward  ; 

Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  July  6,  [230] 
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India — J^ast  India  Revenue  Accounts 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair''  {Lord 
Oeorge  HamilUm)  August  10,  [231]  982 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **That.  and  add 
**  this  House  views  with  apprehension  the  con- 
stant additions  which  are  made  to  the  debt 
of  India,  and  is  of  opinion  that,  considering 
the  serious  loss  that  has  been  caused,  and 
may  continue  to  be  caused  to  India,  by  the 
depreciation  in  the  value  of  silver,  no  new 
public  works  should  be  undertaken  which 
would  necessitate  the  raising  of  firesh  loans  ; 
and  that,  in  order  to  place  the  finances  of 
India  on  a  more  satisfactory  basis,  the  dis- 
tinction which  is  now  made  between  ordinary 
and  extraordinary  expenditure  should  be 
discontinued  "  {Mr,  Fawcett)  v. ;  Question 
proposed,  **  That  the  words,  d^. ; "  after  long 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ac,"  put, 
and  agreed  to  ;  matter  considered  in  Com- 
mittee 

Resolved, "  That  it  appears  by  the  Accounts  laid 
before  this  House  that  the  total  Revenue  of 
India  for  the  year  ending  the  31st  day  of 
March  1875  was  £50,570,171  ;  the  charges 
in  India,  including  the  collection  of  the  Re- 
venue, Interest  on  Debt,  and  Public  Works 
ordinary,  were  £40,760,583 ;  the  charges  in 
England  (including  £1,595,878,  the  value  of 
Stores  supplied  to  India)  were  £8,245,829; 
the  Guaranteed  Interest  on  the  Capital  of 
Railway  and  other  Companies,  in  India  and 
in  England,  deducting  net  TraflBo  Receipts, 
was  £1,244,562,  making  a  total  charge  for 
the  same  year  oC  £50,250,974  ;  and  there 
was  an  excess  of  Income  over  Expenditure 
in  that  year  amounting  to  £319,197  :  that 
the  charge  for  Public  Works  extraordinary 
was  £2,249,571.  and  that,  including  that 
charge,  the  excess  of  Expenditure  over  In- 
come was  £3,930,'374  " 

Resolution  reported  Augutt  11 

India — Council  of  India  {Pensions) 
Council  of  India  [Pensions]  considered  in  Com- 
mittee/V*  11,  [227]  237 
Moved,  *'  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the 
payment,  out  of  the  Revenues  of  India,  of 
any  Pension  that  may  be  granted  to  any 
Member  of  the  Council  of  India "  {Lord 
George  Hamilton) ;  after  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion agreed  to 

India — {JEast  India)  Christianity 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Feb  11,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that 
She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  give  direo- 
tions  thati  \.Vi«t«  \i^  \a\'\  \s«Sot^  >J»a  Yw^'aafc^ 
Oop\e«  ot — 


IND       IND 
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India  (East  India)  Christianity — cont. 

"1.  Circular  Letter  of  Governor  General  in 
Council  to  Local  Governments,  dated  the 
14th  day  of  August  and  the  2nd  day  of  No- 
yember  1872,  calling  for  Returns  of  numbers 
of  Christians  in  congregations,  salaries  of 
ministers  to  same,  dtc,  and  of  Returns  to 
the  same  by  Local  Govemments  "  [and  other 
Papers]  (A/r.  O'/2«7/y)v.,[227]230  ;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac.  ; "  afler 
short  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  with- 
*       drawn 

Papers P.P.  248 


India — The  Bengal  Famine 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  28,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  *Mn  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable  that  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  circumstances  of  the  late  famine  in 
India,  and  into  the  various  systems  of  relief 
adopted"  (Mr.  Eustace  Smith)  v.,  [228]  1888 ; 
afler  long  debate.  Question  put,  *'  That  the 
words,  ^. : "  A.  U9y  N.  46  ;  M.  103 

India — 27ie  Council  of  India — The  Indian 
Tariff  Act,  1875 

227]  Question,  .  Mr.  Fawcett  ;  Answer,  Lord 
George  Hamilton  Mar  0, 1714  :  Observations, 
Viscount  Halifax  ;  Reply,  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury;  debate  thereon  Mar  14,  1946; 

228]  Question.  Observations,  Visoount  Halifax  ; 
Reply,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  ;  short 
debate  thereon  Mar  31,921  ;  Observations, 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  ;  Reply,  The 
.  Duke  of  Argyll  April  7, 1378  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Fawcett ;  Answer.  Lord  George  Hamilton 
.  April  10, 1483  ; — The  Correspondence,  Ques- 
tion, General  Sir  George  Balfour ;  Answer, 
Lord   George  Hnroilton  April  25,  1627  ; — 

229]  Ditties  on  Manufactures,  Question,  General 
Sir  George  Balfour  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  Mai/  4,  36 :  Questions, 
Mr.  Fawcett ;  Answers,  Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton May  4,  50  ; — The  Despatches,  Question, 
Mr.  Fawcett ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton June  19,  [230]  7 

Pari.  Papers — 

Correspondence 56 

Dissents  recorded 70 

Substance  of  Telegrams 216 

Financial  Despatch 219 

Papers 333 

Further  Correspondence      .     .     .     [1615] 

Moved,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  for,  Despatch  from 
the  Got ernment  of  India,  73  Public,  of  24th 
December,  1874;  Copies  of  any  Dissents  to 
the  Despatches  of  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
31  St  May  1876,  recorded  by  Members  of  the 
Council  of  India  "  (Earl  Oranville)  August  4, 
[231]  499  ;  after  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Then,  an  Address  for  Copy  of  reply  to  despatch 
from  the  Government  of  India,  72  Public, 
24th  December,  1874,  being  moved  by  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury,  the  same  was  agreed 
to 
Correspondence l«  ^^»^o 


India — The  Malay  Peninsula 
Disturbances  in  the  Malasy  Pesdnni*  —  Tlf 

Papers,  Question,    Sir    G«orf»  OampM; 

Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  F«6  14,  [227]  S57; 

Address  for   further  Correspondeiiee  (Imi 

Stanley  of  Alderley)  Feb  28,  1000 ;  iter 

short  debate.  Motion  oegmtived;   Expli»> 

tion.  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderl«j  Jfflr  8, 1)11 ; 

—The  State  of  Perak,  QoetUoo.  Mr.  Enat 

Noel ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  April  24,  [i4] 

1577 
Correspondence,  [1505, 1505-1, 1510, 151!] 
Murder  of  Mr.  Birch,  Obta^ationi,  Mr.  E. 

Noel;     Reply,    Mr.    J.    LowUmt:   dihli 

thereon  May  26,  [229]  1290 
The  British  Resident  in  SaUmgore,  Qoertisi, 

Sir    George    Campbell ;     Anawer,  Mr.  J. 

Lowther  June  1,  [229]  1516 

India — War  Office  Charge* 

Question,  General  Sir  George  BalliMr:  Ai- 
swer.  The  Chancellor  of  the  BxelMmr 
•^f^y  31,  [230117 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Aumut  S, 
To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  *'itii 
inexpedient  to  consider  aoj  more  fitdmici 
of  this  kind,  until  it  is  satit&etorily  profH 
by  proper  statements  as  to  how  the  fnk 
previously  advanced  during  the  past  fits  tr 
six  years  by  the  India  Oflkse,  on  aeeoeit  if 
the  Military  charges  defrayed  by  tbs  Wv 
Office  for  India,  have  been  used  by  tb 
Treasury,  whether  in  payment  of  War  Mm 
claims  or  in  swelling  the  Revenne  of  Iks 
Kingdom'*  {Sir  George  Balfour)  v.,  659;  after 
short  debate,  Question,  *<That  the  wmk, 
&o.,**  put,  and  agreed  to 

Indian  Legislation  Bill 

{Lord  George  Hamilton,  Mr.  Attorney  Generd) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Lord  George  ffamiksa) 
Feb  10,  [227]  198;  Motion  agreed  to;  M 
ordered:  read  1°»  [Bill  54] 

Read  2o,  after  short  debate  Feb  17.  467 
Order  for  Committee  discharged;   Bill  with* 
drawn  May  8,  [229]  258 

Industrial  and  Provident  SocietieB  Bfll 

{Mr,  Staveley  Hill,  Mr.  Cowper-  Temple, 

Mr.  RodweU) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  P*  Feb  14  [Bill  68] 

Read  2°  •  Feb  23 

Committee  •  :  Report  April  28       [Bill  139] 

Committee  ^  {on  re-comm.) ;  Report  May  10 

Considered*  May  12 

Read  3»  •  Afay  15 

Lords  Amendts.  [Bill  254] 

I.  Read  l»  •  ( T/ie  Lord  Hartismere)  May  16 

Read  2»  June  20,  [230]  127  (No.  90) 

Committee  •  June  27  (No.  148) 

Report  •  July  3 

Read  3»  •  July  7 

Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts.  (No.  19?) 

Royal  Assent  August  11    [39  di  40  Viet.  e.  45] 

Ingram,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Boston 

Norwich  and  Boston  (Corrupt  Voters),  Conun. 

[231]  1055 
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Inns  of  CoTitt  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  Selbame) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  I*  •  April  3  (No.  47) 

Read  2%  after  short  debate  May  \,  [238]  1893 
Report  May  15,  [339]  587 
Read  3*  *  May  29 

Imui  of  Court  Procednre  Amendment  BiU 

(Mr.  H.  B.  Skeridan,  Mr,  Ingram,  Mr,  DiUwyn) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  July  19  [Bill  258] 

2R.  [Dropped] 

InUmperance 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  preva- 
lence of  habits  of  intemperance,  and  into 
the  manner  in  which  those  habits  hare  been 
aflfected  hj  recent  legislation  and  other 
causes"  (7^  Lard  Arehbithop  of  Canter' 
bury)  June  30,  [330]  715 ;  after  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to 

And,  on  Julj  31,  the  Lords  following  were 
named  of  the  Committee  :— L.  Abp.  Canter- 
bury. D.  Westminster,  E.  Shrewsbury,  £. 
Shaftesbury,  E.  Onslow,  E.  Morley,  E. 
Kimberley,  V.  Gordon,  V.  Hutchinson,  V. 
Canterbury,  L.  Bp.  Peterborough,  [L.  Bp. 
Exeter,  L.  Bp.  Carlisle,  L.  Penrhyn,  L. 
Aberdare,  L.  Cottesloe 

A  Joint  Committee,  Question,  Mr.  Onslow ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  6,  [330] 
1042 

International  Law — Stthmarine  TelegraphB 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Noel ;   Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
Mar  23,  [338]  476 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Idcensing  Boards) 

Bill  (Mr,  Joseph  Coweriy  Sir  Henry 

Baveloek,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Norwood) 

€,  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  P  * 
Feb  9  [Bill  6] 

Moyed,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o" 
May  17,  [339]  848 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Sir  Walter  BarUelot); 
aAer  long  debute.  Question  put,  "  That 
•now,'  Ac.;"  A.  109,  N.  274  ;  M,  165 

Words  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  put, 
and  agreed  to  ;  2R.  put  off  for  six  months 


Intoxicating    Liquors 
Amendment)  Bill 

Johnstone,  Mr.  Birley,  Mr 

€.  Considered  in  Committee 
to,  and   reported ;  Bill 
Feb  10 
Bill  withdrawn  *  Mar  30 


(Licensing   Law 

{Sir  Bareourt 

,  Peate,  Mr.  Belt) 

;  Resolution  agreed 
ordered  ;   read  •!•  • 
[Bill  66] 


Intoxicating   Liquors   (Licensing   Law 
Amendment)  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Sir  Bareourt  Johnttone,  Mr.  Birley,  Sir  John 

Kennaway,  Mr.  Pecue) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>•  Mar  30  [Bill  116] 

MoTed,  "That    the   Bill    be    now   read  2<"' 

Apnl  28,  [338]  1886 
Moved,  •*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
(Mr.  OmUw) ;  after  abort  debate,  Question 
put;  A.  7S, N.iO: M.3$;J)eUte  adjourned 

[eani. 


\ 


Intoxicating  Liauors  ( Lieenting  Law  Amendment) 
{No,  2)  J5t&— cont. 

Debate  resumed  May  15,  [339]  753  ;  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  BiU 
read  20 

BUI  withdrawn  •  July  25 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Sir  Robert  Anstruther,    Mr.    Dairymple,    Mr, 

MaiUand,  Mr.  EduHxrd  Jenkint) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  BiU  ordered  ;  read  1"  * 
Mar  1  [BiU  91] 

Moved,  *<That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2«" 
Jtdy  12.  [330]  1371 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*now  "  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  three  months  "  {Mr,  Alfred  Marten) ; 
Question  proposed, "  That  *  now,'  Ao, ; "  after 
short  debate,  debate  adjourned 

Adjourned  Debate  on  2R.  [Dropped] 

JXBLAKD 
MisciLLAinous  QuKSTioirs 

Adulterated  Drinks  at  Fairs,  ire,  SaU  of. 
Question,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  Mar  16,  [338]  65 

Cattle  Disease — Pleuro^Pneumonia,  Questions, 
Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay,  Captain  Nolan  :  Answers, 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  Feb  17,  [337]  402  ; 
Question,  Captain  Moore  ;  Answer,  Sir  Mi- 
chael Hicks-Beach  June  22,  [330]  253 

Returns-P.P.  218 

Civil  Service,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Stacpoole ; 
Answer,Mr.  W.  11.  Smith  Aprils, [338];i099 

Dogs  Regulation  {Ireland)  Act,' IbeS-^PeUy 
Sessions  Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  O'Shangh- 
nessy;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
August  U,  [331]  1200 

Education 

Intermediate  Education,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Shauj^hnessy  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  Feb  14,  [337]  263  i^Primary  Edu- 
cation— Provincial  model  Schools,  Question, 
Dr.  Ward;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  Feb  29,  [337]  1 122 

Model  Schools,  Question,  Mr.  Charles  I^wis ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  May  IB, 
[339]  919  (PJ>.S80) 

National  Board  of  Education — Inspectors'  Re- 
ports, Question,  Mr.  Meldon ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  June  29,  [330]  615  ;— 
The  Staff,  Question,  Mr.  SulUTan  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Michael  IHcks-Beaoh  July  4,  950 

National  Schools,  Question,  Captain  Nolan  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh  May  4, 
[339]  46 

National  School  Teaehers^Case  of  Michael 
Moyna,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Johnston  ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Michael  Hicka-Beaoh  June  2C, 
[230]  421 

National  School  Teachers  (lrela}id)  Act,  1875, 
Obser?ations,  Question,  The  Earl  of  Donough- 
more;  Reply,  The  D^ke  of  Richmond  and 
Gordon  ;  short  debate  thereon  Ifay  11,  [339] 
351;  Question,  Mr.  Meldon;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach  Ifay  29,  1349  ;— (7(m- 
tributory  Unions,  Question,  Mr.  Meldon ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh  Mar  3, 
[337]    1294  ;  —  Non-Contrihutory    Dniont^ 

BifikB-^QM\k  Feb  Vl,\>a'i\Vi^\^^»w«fi<^^s«A^ 


ERE        TEE 


I  GENERAL   INDEX) 
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Ibeland — conL 

Captain  Nolan  ;  Answers,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  April  28,  [228]  1832  ;  May  1,  1910  ; 
May  2,  1986 

Return P.P.  100 

[See   title   Ireland  —  National   School 
Teachers  (Ireland)  Act,  1876] 

Queen* t  Colleges,  Question,  Mr.  Errington ; 
Answer*  Sir  Michael  Uicks-Beach  May  12, 
[229]  487 
"Results  Examination,"  Question,  Mr.  O'Reilly; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  Mar  23, 
[228]  473  ;— Delay  of  Payments,  Question, 
Mr.  O'Reilly  ;  Answer,  SiV  Michael  Uicks- 
Beach  July  3,  [230]  868 
Workhouse  Schools,  Question,  Mr.  O'Clery ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  Mar  9, 
I227]  1711 

Report  of  Commissioners  for 

1876-6 P.P.  386 

National  Education,  42nd  Re- 
port          [1603] 

Schools  Examined,  1874-6    .  261 

Fisheries 

Cape  Clear  Island,  Question,  Mr.  McCarthy 
Downing; ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  June  22,  [230]  263 

Fisheries  Acts — Licences,  Question,  Mr.  Sul- 
livan ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
Mar  28,  [228]  696 

Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries  —  Approval  of 
Bye-Laws,  Question,  Mr.  Butt ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Ilioks-Beacb  August  14,  [231]  1201  ; 
— Gunboat,  Question,  Mr.  M.  Brooks ;  Answer, 
Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach  August  11,  [231] 
1073  ; — The  Annual  Reports,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Shaujrhnessy  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach /u/y  27,  [230]  1966 

Trawling  Vessels  in  Oalway  Bay,  Questions, 
Mr.  O'Shaughnessy ;  Answers,  Sir  Michael 
Ilicks-Beach  April  7,  [228]  1408';  July  10, 
[230]  1171 

Report  of  Inspectors  for  1876— P.P.  [1467] 

Government  Advertisements,  Question,  Mr.  M. 

Brooks :  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 

August  8,  [231]  816 
Intemperance — Judges*  Charges^  Question,  Mr. 

Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 

Mar  13,  [227]  1865 
Irish  Ante-  Union  Statutes^  Question,  Mr.  Law ; 

Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 

Mar  14,  [227]  2016 
Irish    Churchyards  —  Legislation,    Question, 

Mr.  Fay  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 

May  11,  [229]  368 
Irish  Fines  Fund,  Question,  Mr.   Redmond  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  3/^/y  1.'),  [229]  672 
Irish  Land  Act,  The — Compensation  under  the 

third    Clause,  Question,  The    O'Dono^jhue; 

Answer,  Sir   Michael    Hicks-Bcach  Feb  10, 

[227]  135  ; — Notices  to  Quit — Stamps,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Butt ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  Mar  3,  1294 
Irish  Parliament,  Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Butt  May  4,  [229]  49 

Kilbarry  Marsh,  Question,  Mr.  Richard  Power  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach  June  19, 

[2.S0]  6 
Kinnstown    Harbour,  Qucs\"\o\a,  Mr. 'ii\oV\otv; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  U.  Sm\lh  May2^,\^^^\^\V^ 

\coi\l. 


Irblakd — eont. 

Labourers*  Dwellings — A  C&mtmssitm,  Qm 
tion,  Mr.  Butt ;  Answer,  Sir  Micliad  Hick 
Beach  August  14,  [231]  1197 

Law  and  Justice 

Civil  Law 

Civil  Bill  Processes,  Question,  The  0*C«i 
Don ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hioks>Bfls 
Mar  28.  [228]  696  Return— P.P. 

Clerks  of  the  Peace,  Question,  Mr.  Ckri 
Lewis :  Answer,  Sir  MtchAel  Uieki-Bei 
April  3,  L228]  1096 ;  Question,  Sir  im 
M'Kenna ;  Answer,  The  SoUettor  G«h 
for  Ireland  July  d»  [330]  851 

Retom— PJ*.] 

Coroner,  Office  of,  Question,  Mr.  O'Shu] 
nessy;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  iliekt>Ba 
Mar  23,  [228]  475 

Equity  Courts — Lord  Justice  Christi(m,Qn 
tion,  Mr.  Callan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dim 
Mar  13,  [227]  1871  :  Personal  Rxptaasti 
Mr.  Law  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli  Jhr  14,  )< 

Judicature   BilC-— Court    of    CcmwMn  PU 
Question,    Mr.    J.    Gowen  ;     Answer, 
Michael  Hioks-Beaoh  Atigust  12.  [231]  l 

Landed   Estates    Court — AppointmeM  ^ 
Second  Judge,  Questions,   Dr.    Ward, 
Callan  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  Gensral 
Ireland  Mar  16,  [228]  70 

Law  Appointments — Case  of  James  Dm 
Question,  Mr.  Meldon  ;  Answer,  Sir  Mid 
Hicks-Beach  May  29,  [229]  1349 

Licensing   Act   {Ireland)    1873  —  Pii&eia 
Sign-boards,   Question,   Mr.    SuUimn ; 
swer.    Sir    Michael    Hicks- Beach  Mer 
[228]  661 

[See  title  Ireland— Public  Houses— i 
day  Closing] 

Magistrates — Speech  at  an  Orange  Meet 
Question,  Observations,  Mr.  Fay  ;  Kt 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  ;  short  del 
thereon  May  5,  [229]  165 

Registry  of  Deeds  {Dublin),  Question,  Mr 
Brooks ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  II.  Smith  Mzy 
[229]  \\n ;  —  Deeds  Office,  Registry' 
The  Report,  Question.  Mr.  "  M*Ca 
Downing ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Si 
Mar  27,  [228]  621  i^Ugislation,  Q 
tion,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power ;  Answer, 
W.  H.  Smith  June  26,  [230]  418;- 
DiUon*s  System,  Question,  Sir  Col 
O'Loghlen  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H  Si 
July  6,  1045  Report  on— P.P. 

Sherifs — Retention  of  Levies,  Question, 
O'Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  H 
Beach  May  16,  [229]  773 

The  Irish  Judicial  Bench — Mr.  Serjeant  j 
strong.  Questions,  Mr.  Callan  ;  Answers. 
Michael  Hicks- Beach  July  7,  [230]  V 
July  10,  1175 

Union  of  Legal  Offices,  Question,  Mr.  Ch 
Lewis ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-B 
Mar  10,  [227]  1800 

Criniinal  Law 

Canvassing  Jurors,  Question,  Mr.  Bmen ; 
swer.  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach  July  27,  f 
1074  ' 

C«sc  of  J'luit's    Timony^  Question,  Mr.  An 


f 6S8SIOK    1876  ) 


Inun — Cnmnuil  Lam — oont. 

Coiutafxdary.  Qoralioii,  Mr.  Hilcbell  IlrDrT  ; 
Anii>«r,  Sir  Michul  lIiok*-B(uh  July  Si, 


tmr.    Sir    Mivbsel    Iliokt-Benofa    JuTte  30, 

[130]  730  22nd  l{»port  [1172] 

Crime    in    Ireland— Reliait,    Qii«ition.   Hr. 

Hsrbert;  Aomr,  Sir  Uiotual  Diekt-BMoh 

JfiiraO,  [»i8]2BB 
Ktrry   Aitiitt,   QoMlioD,   Mr.    [lerbart ;  An- 

■w«r.   Sir    Miohiel    Uigki-Bwoti    Mar  33, 

[118]  470 

>  Coavict  Kirwan,   Qasatian,  Mr.    CiIUd  ; 
mwei.  Sir  MiobMl  llioki-BaMb  AttgiM  9, 


Tkt  C 


[13.]  *2* 

Triai  ef  Claffty,  QaMtion,  Mr.  CslliD :  Ad- 
■wir,  Tbe  Solicitor  Oanerat  for  IreUad 
Atrial  10,[iji]S7* 

lAgitlatiim 
BatiirMptey  Juritdietioa,  Qttntioti.Mr.  CharlM 

Lawia  ;   Anawer.  Sir  MiobMl   Ilicki-BeMb 

Mar  li,  (117)1012 
Civil  Bill  C'oxrtf  (/relami)  Bitl,  QoMtion,  Mr. 

M'Carlbr  Donning  ;  Anawrr,  The  Solicilar 

Gnvcral  for  Ireland  Feb  39.  [117]  IISI 
County   Pritont,    Queition,    Mr.  Brutn  ;    An- 

»wer,    Sir  MIcbsel    Htckt-Beuh  Mai/   20, 

[119]  1 123 
Qranrt   Jury   Syilem,    QuuliOQ,  Mr.    Moore; 

Aaiwsr,  Mir  Miotuel  Ilioka-Ueiob  Ftb  18, 

(1.7]  *83 

Loam,  QueatioD.  Mr.  Dodion  ;   Anawer,  Ur. 

W.  tl.  Smith  June  23,  [130]  261 
Lunalie  Aiytmu—E^Hlffiao  Oovemori,  Que*- 

tioo,  Mr.  K,  Powrr ;  Aoaner,  Sir  Michwl 

Ilioka-Rencb  M<iy  29,  [119]  1193 
Municipal  Privileget  Bill  <iad  ike  Board  of 

Workt—Signtaure   of    PttUiont,    Queation, 

Mr.  Butt :  Anawrr,  Sir  Micbul  Mieki-B«Mfa 

Ftb  2S,[i]7]a2!J 
Natimal  VutcHia  and  Intlitule  of  Scienee  and 

Art  /or  Ireland,  Qaealion,   Mr.  SBlliian ; 

Anawer,  Viicount  Suidon  July   3i,   [130] 

1808 
[Sre    title    Ireland — Royal   Jrilh  Aea- 

llj]  Ovneri  <ij  Land—lriih  "  Dometday"  H«oi, 

Queation,    Mr.     Stacpoole  ;    Auawsr,    Sir 

Uichtcl   Iliuka-Beocb  :    ObaerrMiona,    Mr. 

.      John    Kright   Mar  2,   1208 ;    Queation,  Mr. 

John   Bright;  Anawer,  Sir  Micbul  Hicl»- 

.     Ueaob  M'jr    10.  1T08;    Qneation,   Obaem- 

tiona.  The    Earl   of   Belmore;    Ke^jr,  The 

Duke    of   Kichmond    and    Gordon  ;   ihort 

130]  debate     Ibereon    Jtdy    1,    943  :    Queation, 

Mr.     M'Cartbj     Downing  ;      Anawer,     Sir 

.     Ujebaet  llicka-Beach /ufy  6,  1017 

Pari.  Papei 


Ketur 


413 


Summary 433 

Return [1493] 

Papal  Autliority  in  Ireland,  Question,  Mr. 
Whallej' ;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Dieracli  My  4,  [130] 
948 
Parliamtnlary  Borouohg  —  Boandarie* — A 
Jim>al  Ctmmiitan,  ^ueetion,  Mr.  Staepoola  ; 
Aofwfr,  Ur.  Uuraeli  May  I,  ^118]  ISM 


IuiiU>iH-cim(. 

Ptaet  Preitrvatien  (Ireland)  Ad,  18T1— 
Cainly  of  Meath,  Queation,  Mr.  Pamell ; 
Anawer,  Sir  Miehael  Ilicki-Beaob  Feb  31, 
[117]  aSI  ■.—Prorlaimed  Diitriett,  Queation, 
Sir  Joa«ph  M'Kenna  ;  Anawer,  Sir  Michael 
Hieka-Beanb  Mar  14,  3013 ;— ZoufA.  Qoet- 
tiona,  Mr.  CaiUri  ;  Anawera,  Sir  Miehai^l 
Hicka-Beach  Mar  20,  [iiB]  271  :  July  SO, 
[130]  1627 :— JVcrrt  Riding  of  Tipperary, 
Queation,  Mr.  O'Callaghan ;  Anawer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicka-Beacb  Mar  29,  [118]  TTu  ;— 
Co.  Mayo,  Qunlion,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power  ; 
Aniwer,  Sir  Michael  Hicki-Beach  April  28. 
1930 
[See  title  Ireland— Peace  PrettniatUm 
AeU\ 

Plutnix  Park  {DMin),  Quettigna,  Mr.  Butt, 
Mr.  Calian :  Anawer,  Mr.  W.  11.  Smith 
AaguU  10,  [131]  973;—  IFhilefield  Lodge, 
Qneationa,  Mr.  Butt;  Aniwere,  Ur.W.  U. 
Smith  Augu4l  II,  1073;  Auguil  14,  1200 

Poor  Law — Ciifden  Onion,  Queation,  Captain 
Nolan  :  Anawer,  Sir  Uiebael  IlioKi-Beach 
May  13,  (119]  487 ;— iTiiinortAonuM  tVort- 
hoiue,  Queation,  Mr.  Arthur  Moore  ;  An- 
awer. Sir  Michael  Ilicka-Beacb  April  T, 
[118]  UOt  ;  —  South  DaUin  H'orUioute, 
Queation,  Ur.  Ward  ;  Aniwar,  Sir  Michael 
Ilicka-Heacb  July  21,  [j.iol  1 8 1 2  ;— f/nion 
iVorHioiaet,  Queation,  Mr,  Mncarlnej  :  An- 
awer, Sir  Michael  ilioka-Beioh  Augtut  4, 
[131]  815 

Public  Beallh—City  of  Dublin,  Queation,  Mr. 
Butt;  Anawer,  Sir  Michael  ilicka-Beach 
ApriH,[ia]  1179;  Queation,  Mr.  O'Uar?: 
Answer,  Sir  Micliael  llioka-licach  May  1, 
1910;— ./^rumnnir'i,  Queation,  Mr.  Calian; 
Anawer,  Sir  Michael  Uicki-Beach  Ji^iif  \S, 
[131]  1230  :— Vaccine  Lymph,  Queation,  Mr. 
Meidon ;  Anawer,  Sir  Michael  llioki-Beaah 
Ftb  28,  [117]  1031 

Si.  Stephtn't  Oreen,  Dublin,  Queation,  Mr.  H. 
Brooks  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  II.  Smith  June  39, 
[130]  612;  Queation,  Mr.  M.  Brooka ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  25, 
1882 

Sale  0/  Intoxicating  Ltqaorl  On  Sundayt,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Sulliian;  Anawer,  Sir  Michael 
Ilicka-Beach /"ci  20,  [117]  1131 

Sunday  IMnking—Relum,  Queation,  Mr.  Sul- 
liian;  Anawer,  Sir  Michael  Ilicka-Beach 
Mari,[iij]  1418 

TU  Jrith  Church 

Irith  Church  Act,  Sec.  iS—Iriih  National 
Monument*,  Question,  Lord  Talbot  De  Ma- 
lahide  ;      Anawer,     The    Lord    Chancellor 


tional  Monumenli,  Qaeilioti,  Mr.  Mitchell 
Ilenrr ;  Answer,  Sir  MiobAel  Uioks-Beach 
.dutn'i'  7,  [331]  993 

Iriih  Chunk  Sody—Emls  Cathedral  Cinrck, 
Question,  Captain  Nolan  ;  Anawer,  Sir 
Michael  llicka-B«ach  July  2S,  [13a]  1884  ; 
— Sale  of  Eftlenattictd  Kdi/eer,  Queation, 
Mr.  A.  Moore:  Anawir,  Tbe  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  July  ST,  [130]  1973 

Iriik  CAuTck    rempcroKtwi   'Jutn.Tfti»««iT>et« — 
CliunihLairuU.'i'wiVwi.'At. ■?«!■.  K™--™, 
Sir  WicUA  ^<i»*-^«»ftV  M«r  ^,\>n\vark 


[QENEBAL  INDEX} 

iiji— 13S— 119— 13»— S31 . 


Ibiluid — nmt. 

7%«     Thurhi     CerBTterihip, 


[13a]  IITI  i—SaUycmiuii  Canal,  Quntion, 
Mr.  Erriagton  ;  Aniwer,  Sir  Miobael  Uioki- 
BMob  May  33,  [119]  I03S 
Traimng  Shipi,  (^aestion.  Major  O'Gormin  ; 
Aniwer,  Mr.  A.  Egertoa  July  6,  [130]  1016 

Ir«land — Att  Irish  Parliammt 

Amcndt.  on  Committee  of  Snpplj  June  SD.  To 
loBTs  out  from  "  Tluit,"  and  Add  "  ■  SelsoC 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  knd 
report  upon  th«  nitur?,  the  eitent,  and  the 
grounds  of  Iho  demand  made  bj  a  lapgo  pro- 
portion of  the  Iriih  peopie  for  the  reatora- 
tion  to  IrsUnd  of  an  Iriih  Parliamsnl,  with 
power  to  oontrot  the  internal  afiura  of  that 
Country  "  {Mr.  Butt)  v.,  [J30]  7aB  ;  Quettion 
propond,  "  That  the  wordi,  Ao.;"  attorlong 
debate.  Qaettitm  put;  A.  391,  N.  01; 
M.  330 

Divition  LItt,  A.  and  N.,  810 

Zreland — Blaohaattr  Fithery 

MoTed,  "That,  without  deairing  to  infi-inge 
upon  private  righta  of  leTGral  fiaher;  in  the 
Blaokwater,  thii  Uouas  ia  of  opinion  that  it 
ii  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  waCoh  over 
and  protect  the  rights  of  the  public  in  re- 
■peot  to  Saherf  in  the  tidal  watera  of  that 
and  other  Irith  riTora"  (,Sir  Joteph M'Kenna) 
July  U,  [130]  1333;  after  ahort  debate, 
[Houae  counted  out] 


Ireland — Borough  Franchi»e 

MoTod,    "That   the   restrloted 
Borough   Franchise  of  Irelai 


lature  of  the 

and  Scotland 
ia  a  subject  dessriing  the  beat  attention  of 
ParUamcnt,  with  a  Hew  of  eatabliabing  a 
fair  and  just  equality  of  the  Franchiae  in  the 
three  Countries"  (Jfr.ifdiJon)  Jf>ir38,[ii8] 
703  i  aner  long  debate,  Queation  put ;  A. 
166,  N.  179  ;  M.  13 

Diiiaion  List,  A  and  IS.  763 

Ireland — Church  TemporalitiM 

Qucation,  The  Enri  ol  Leitrim  ;  Answer,  The 
buke  ot  Richmond  and  Gordon  Jant  29, 
[330] Oil 

Return  a  ordered— 

"(1.)  Name  of  each  purchaser  of  landi  lotd  by 
ra  of  Church  Temporalitiee 


in  Ireland  ; 
"(2.)  DenominaliDQ  of  land   told, 

of  the  beneSce,  county,  and  barony  ; 

"(3.)  The  purchase  money  in  each  ca 

tinguisbing  between  the  amount  paid 

and  the  amuunt  secured  by  mortgage 

"(4.)  The  date  of  each  aale  ; 

"(0,|  The  amount  of  rent  IbrracHy  paid  for 

each  holding  sold  ;  1 

■'  So  far  as  the  same  chq  be  given  "  (Tht  Eart  \ 
I]  Leitrim) 

Return P.P.I. lOtlV 

Report  ot  Commiatiouwi    .         \\.WJ"i\ 


Ir»la»d —  Common 

th»  Lord  CAief  JutfiM 

Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  bafcn  this  Bm 
a  Copy  of  the  Latter  of  Eaafsatinaft 
late  Lord  Chief  Juatio*  of  lbs  Chm 
Pl«u,  Ireland  "  (Jfr.  BM)  Atjtt  IS,  [ij 
1331 

Ireland — ContUAvlary  Pmtwurt 
Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committmbcilf^ 
to  inoalre  into  tho  inaticB  of  the  eUiatid 
Royal  Iriah  CoBstabnlarj  PeBMODenwIai 
tired  before  the  month  of  Aogost  ISTii 
to  report  thereon"  {Mr.  Jfefdn)  Jot' 
[130]  S70  1  after  ahort  debate,  QatKiBip 
A.  3,  N.  78  ;  M.  73 

Ireland — Grand  Juriet 

Moved,  "{1)  That  do  panoQ  ibould  tea 
moned  10  aarve  on  the  grand  jury  o(  1 
county  who  ia  not  poaaeaaed  of  a  flnl] 
perty  qualiBoation  in  luoh  ooonty  ; 

"{2)  That  the  grand  jury  aboold  aaBisIl] 
the  aummer  aasiies  appoint  from  aaai 
their  body  a  oominittce  to  npnaM 
grand  jury  for  certain  limitsd  porpoaea; 

"(3)  That  the  baronial  preaentntaot  sasi 
should  be  composed  of  juatioes  of  thsp 
qualified  in  respect  of  rvtidene*  or  fitf 
in  such  barony  and  of  the  pocH-  law  psi< 
elected  to  aerve  for  the  cleetocKl  diiii 
wholly  or  partly  situate  withia  anab  bart 

"  (4)  That  the  oouuty   at   large  l 


mpoaed    of   t" 


Duld  be  < 
elected  by  the  sever* 
the  baronial  presentment  leauons  la  1 
'  coontj" {The Earl 0/ DonouffliBiort)}^, 
[119]  1401 ;  after  short  debate,  Hotiex 


Ireland — Inland  Ravenue — Sxeite — Bl 

ing  of  Iriih  Whiikeg 
Moved,  "ThataSelectCommitteebeappoi 
to  inquire  into  the  practice  which  has 
permitted  ot  late  years  in  tailing  Wb: 
m  ller  Majesty's  Bonding  and  Inland 
venue  Stores  with  other  spirits  ;  to  r 
(0  thia  House  whether  the  practice  is 
rious  to  the  public  and  to  tbe  mauuheii 
of  Irish  Whinkey.  and  whether,  in  the  op 
of  the  Committee,  the  practice  00^ 
ought  not  to  bo  discontinued  ;  and  tha 
'  I  do  also  inquire  into  tha  tik 
made  spirits,  and  to  report 


for  tl 


alt  .1 


'blending'   Whiskey    1 


{Mr.   Anderum)  v.; 


IBE 


ntE 


(SESSION    1876) 
M7 — 998— aa9— S30— S51. 


ntE 


IBE 


Jrisk  Whiskey— cont 

QoMttoo  propoied,  *'  That  the  words  *  in  the 
opinion  of  this  Home,  the  praotiee  of '  blend- 
ing' 'Whiskey  does  not  neeesssrily  eaose 
adoltention,  and  it  is  inexpedient  to  deprive 
traders  in  British  spirits  of  trade  facilities 
that  are  allowed  to  traders  in  Foreign  spirits, 
wines,  and  Tarions  other  bonded  articles/  be 
added,  v. ; "  Amendt.  withdrawn 


Inland — Iruh  Church  TtrnporalHtsi  Com- 
miuianeri 
Moved,  *'  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Retams  of  the  names  of  the  Valuators  who 
have  fixed  the  amount  of  the  porehase  money 
payable  to  the  Irish  Ghorch  Temporalities 
Commissioners  on  sales  by  them  of  the  fee- 
simple  to  the  Tenants  holding  under  them  " 
[with     particulars    set     forth]    {Mr,    Fay) 
Mar  28,  [228]  766;  after  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 
Tile  Church  Fundi,  Question,    Mr.  Bigger; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach  April  1, 
[928J  1408 


Irsland — Irish  Political  Prisoncn 

MoTcd,  "That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House 
the  time  has  come  when  Her  Majesty's  gra- 
cious pardon  may  be  advantageously  ex- 
tended to  the  prisoners,  whether  convicted 
before  the  civil  tribunals  or  by  courts  mar- 
tial, who  are  and  have  been  for  many  years 
undergoing  punishment  for  offences  arising 
out  of  insurrectionary  movements  connected 
with  Ireland"(ifr.O' Connor  PotMr)^u^iaei, 

r23i]  285  ;  after  long  debate.  Question  put ; 
i.  51,  N.  117  ;  M.  66 


i'. 


Ireland — Land  Tenure 

Moved,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She 
may  be  graciously  pleased  to  issue  a  Royal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon 
ihe  state  of  Land  Tenure  in  Ireland  and  the 
condition  of  the  occupiers  of  land"  {The 
0*D<moghw)  August  14,  [231]  1223 

Ireland — Local  Government  and  Taxation 

of  Towns 
Select  Committee  appointed  "  to  inquire  into 
the  operation  in  Ireland  of  the  tollowing 
Sututes  :  9  Geo.  4,  c.82,  3  and  4  Vic.  c.  108, 
and  17  and  18  Vic.  c.  103,  and  the  Acts 
altering  and  amending  the  same ;  and  to 
report  whether  any  and  what  alterations  are 
advisable  in  the  Law  relating  to  Local  Go« 
vemment  and  Taxation  of  cities  and  towns 
in  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom"  {Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Mar  16 
And,  on  Mar  31,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows:— Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  (Chair- 
man), Mr.  Assheton,  Mr.  Brooks,  Mr.  Bruen, 
Mr.  Butt,  Mr.  Collins,  Mr.  James  Corry, 
Mr.  Gibson,  Sir  Arthur  Guinness,  Mr. 
Kavanagh,  Mr.  Charles  Lewis,  Sir  Joseph 
M*Kenna,  Mr.  MulhoUand,  Mr.  Murphy, 
Mr.  O'Shaughnes^,  Mr.  Rathbone,  Dr.  Ward 

Report  of  Selooi  Comm.  July  \l   (No.  362) 


Irdami^Loeal   Gouinmmtt  and    Tawatiem  of 
TVieiif— eont 

Select  Cewmitiee  on  Local  TajnHan  {Ireland) 
— Valuation,  Question,  Mr.  Butt ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  August  11,  [231]  1078 

Ireland — National  Education 

Moved,  **  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House, 
Copies  of  all  Correspondence  between  the 
Lords  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  and  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  with  the  Com- 
minioners  of  National  Education  on  the 
subject  of  the  withdrawal  of  the  commission 
allowed  to  teachers  of  National  Schools  in 
Ireland  on  the  purchase  of  books  and  requi- 
sites in  the  years  1874  and  1875  ;  also  for  a 
Return  of  the  amount  of  commission  allowed 
in  each  of  the  years  1878-4,  1874*5,  and 
1875-6"  {The  Viscaunt  Oough)JuM26,l2^6] 
392  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn  : 
—Then 

Return  of  the  amount  of  commission  allowed 
to  teachers  of  national  schools  in  Ireland  on 
the  purchase  of  books  and  requisites  in  each 
of  the  years  1873-74,  1874-75,  and  1875-76  ; 
Oroered  ( The  Viscount  Oough) 

Return— P.P.  I  239 

Ireland — National   School  Teachere  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1875 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  17,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  ^'in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  *  The  National  School 
Teachers  (Ireland)  Act,  1875,'  having^  failed 
to  satisfy  the  just  demands  of  the  Teachers, 
particularly  of  those  in  non*oontributory 
unions,  the  claims  of  the  Irish  National 
School  Teachers  deserve  the  immediate  at- 
tention of  Parliament,  with  a  view  of  sub- 
stantially and  permanently  increasing  their 
salaries,  and  securing  to  them  pensions  upon 
retirement  from  old  age  or  ill  health  "  {Mir, 
Meldon)  v.,  [228]  225 ;  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  words,  Ac.  ; "  after  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Question,  Captain  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach  May  2.  1986 

[See  IreUmd^MiscellanecfUS  Questions] 

Ireland — Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act 
Moved,  **  That  this  House,  while  viewing  with 
satisfaction  the  withdrawal  from  several 
counties  of  Ireland  of  the  proclamations 
issued  under  the  Peace  Preservation  Act,  is 
of  opinion  that  the  present  condition  of  Ire- 
land does  not  justify  the  retention  of  the 
powers  of  that  Act  over  so  large  a  portion  of 
the  Country  as  still  remains  subject  to  its 
provisions  "  {Sir  Joseph  M*Kcnna)  April  4, 
[228]  1232  ;  after  short  debate.  Previous 
Question  moved  {Mr,  Parnell)  :  Previous 
Question  put,  **  That  that  Question  be  now 
put ; "  resolved  in  the  negative 

Ireland^Phomix  Park  {Dublin)— White- 
field  Lodge 
Moved  for  **  Copies  of   any   Correspondence 
between  the  Lords  of  the  Trea&^irs  ^.'oA  \^^ 
Comm\aivoiveT%  ol  VxWCva  NRotV^  \^  \t^v\A 
on  ti»  au\s^  <A  \ft\xwi^^\to«^^JA.^^»^"^> 
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Ireland— Pkcenix   Park    (Dublin)'^  White/Uld 
Lodge-'Cont. 

Phcenix  Park"  {Mr,  Butt)  Augutt  14,  [231] 
1222  ;  Motion  agi«eed  to 

Copies  ordered,  "  of  any  Correspondence  be- 
tween the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Commissioners  of  Pablic  Works  in  Ireland 
on  the  subject  of  letting  Whitefleld  Lodge 
in  the  Phoenix  Park : " 
Of  any  Minutes  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  relating  thereto  : " 
Of  the  advertisement  offering  the  lands  for 
letting : " 

**  And,  of  any  proposals  made  for  the  taking  of 
the  house  and  lands  " 

Ireland — Poor  Law  Rating 

Moved,  "  That  the  system  of  Poor  Law  Rating 
in  Irdand  should  be  assimilated  to  that  of 
England  by  the  adoption  of  Union  Rating  " 
(Mr.  0' Shaughnetiy)  May  16,  [329]  837 ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Ireland — PuhlicSbuses — Sunday  Closing 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  12,  To 
leave   out   from  *'That/'  and  add  '*in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  that 
the  Law  which  forbids  the  general  sale  of 
Intoxicating   Liquors  during    a    portion  of 
Sunday  in  Ireland  should  be  amended  so  as 
to  apply  to  the  whole  of  that  day"  {Mr, 
Richard  Smyth)  t/.,  [229]  492  ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  the  words,  &o.  ;  "  after  long 
debate,    Question  put ;    A.   167,   N.   224  ; 
M.  57 
Division  List,  A.  and  N.,  580 
Words  added  ;    main   Question,  as  amended, 

put,  and  afrrced  to 
Questions,    Mr.    R.    Smyth ;    Answers,    The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  18,  [229] 
920;  J/ay  26,  1275 

Ireland — Royal  Irish  Academy 

Moved,  **  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House, 
Copies  of  all  public  official  correspondence, 
commencing  8th  February  1876,  between  the 
Irish  Government,  the  Treasury,  the  Science 
and  Art  Department,  the  Koyal  Dublin  So- 
ciety, and  the  Koyal  Irish  Academy  on  the 
subject  of  the  proposed  establishment  of  a 
Science  and  Art  Museum  in  Liverpool  "  ( The 
Lord  O'Hagan)  June  27,  [230]  489  ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 
Question,  Mr.  Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Viscount 
Sandon /w/y  24,  1808 

{Pari.  P.  /.  240) 

Ireland — Royal  Irish    Constabulary  {Mr. 

John  Croker) 
Move<l,  "  That  the  punishment  inflicted  on  Mr. 
John  Croker,  late  Sub- Inspector  in  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary,  by  reduction  in  rank  in 
18G7    and    subsequent   dismissal    Irom    that 
force,  for  offences  of  which  he  declared  him- 
self to  be  innocent,   without  first  afFoniing 
him  an  opportunity  of  proving  his  innocence 
before  an  independent  tribunal,  was  not  just ; 
and,  in  the  opinion  of  the  House,  such  oppor- 
tunity ought  now  to  be  given"  ^,Mr.  Bnun^ 
M<nj  30,  [239]    1434;    aWer  sViotX.  «\ft\iaxe, 
jSlotiun  wiihUruwu 


Iriflli  Church  Act   (1800) 

Bill  {Mr.  Panutt,  Mr.  Fay) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  10  [Bm  IM] 

2R.  [Dropped] 

Irish  Feeras^e  Bill  Lt^^I 

{The  Lord  InekiqmM) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  Mar  17,  [saS]  ie9(Ne.Sl 
Read  2*,  after  short  debate  April  i,  lie) 
Committee  May  1, 1894  (No^  If) 

Report  May  8,  [229]  189  (No.  71) 

Read3**^<iy9 

e.  Read  l^  •  (Mr.  Gibson)  May  16     [BiU  141] 
Read2*»*ifay  17 
Committee  * — b.p.  May  24 
Committee— R.p.  August  \2,  [231]  1189 
Committee  (Progress)  [Dropped] 


Isaac,  ]\£r.  S.,  Nottingham 

Elementary  Education  Aet,  1870  —  CUisi( 

[229] 1188 
Elementary   Education,   Comm.   d.  4,  [i|( 

1293  ;  cl.  19,  Amendt.  U98 


Isle  of  Man  (Officers)  Bill 

{Sir  Henry  Selwin-Jbbetson,  Mr.  Secretary  Cm 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*»  •  June  29  [BUI  215] 

Read  2°  •/u/y  6 

Committee  • — b.^.  July  7 

Committee  • — rj».  Jufy  10 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  1 1 

ReadS-^^yu/ylS 
I.  Read  I**  (The  Marquess  of  Salislmry) Jwlf 

Read  2*  •/ti/y  27  (No.  174) 

Committee  •  ;   Report  July  28 

Read3»^  July  31 

Royal  Assent  August  11    [39  d»  40  Vict.c* 


Italy 

Case  of  Mr.    William  Mercer,  Question, 
William    Stirling    Maxwell  ;     Answer,  ] 
Bourke  July  10.  [230]  1172 
Murder  of  Mr.  Hind,  near  Naples,  Qoesti 
Sir  William  Stirling  Maxwell ;  Answer,  I 
Bourke /'t;6  22,  [227]  684 


Italy  and  Malta — Comfnerctal  Treaty 
Question,  Mr.  Potter;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lovl 

May  11,  [229]  367 


Jackson,  Sir  II.  M.,   Coventry 

Ap[>ollate  Jurisdiction,  Comm.  cl.  3,  [230]  1 
Barriiiters  and  Advocates   Fees,  2R.   Ame 

[229]  316 
Elementary  Education,  Comra.  add.  cl.  Mc 

tor  reporting  Progress,  [230]  1675,  1719 
England  and   Wales — New  •*  Domesday  Ba 

[229]  1972 
Medical   Act   Amendment   (Foreign   Cnif* 

ties),  2K.  [230]  1019 
Prisons,  2K.  [230]  906 
Public    Health — Solihull    Sanitary   Aatho 
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JawMtea — Mr.  P.  A,  SfnUh,  DUtriet  Judge 

Qoettion,    Mr.    Richard  ;     Aniwer,    Mr.    J. 
Lowther  JvUy  20,  [230]  1623 

James,  Sir  H.,  Taunton 

Appellate  JariidiotioD,  2R.[a39]  1698  ;  Comm. 
[230]  982;  cl  6,  1161.  1162;   [231]   762; 
Consid.  861 ;  add.  el  869 
Commons,  Comm.  add.  el  [229]  1573 
Fugitive    Slaves— Cironlars,  Res.  [227]   741, 
743 
928]  Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  el  3,  547,  550, 
.     891  :  el  4,  910  ;  el,  5,  1154,  1156  ;  Amendt. 
.     1157,   1159;  el  14,  Amendt.  1374,   1377; 
.     Amendt.  1588,  1617  ;  el  17.  1804 ;  el  18, 
.     1879  ;  d.  19,  1881  ;  add  el  1925, 1941, 1948 
229]  65,  233;  Consid.  a</(;r.  <;/.  1059 
Navy — Captain  Salivan,  Res.  [230]  1327 
Peru — Steamship  "  Talisman."   Crew  of  the, 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  404, 
407 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  3R.  [231]  558 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el,  12,  [229] 

1596 
Post  Offioe-^Female    Clerks  in  the    Savings 

Banks  Department,  [228]  1179 
Royal  Titles  Act,  [228]  1982 
Royal   Titles    Act    Proclamation,    Notice    of 
Res.  [229]  51 ;— Vote  of  Censure,  Res.  370, 
374.  376,  391,  395,  405 

Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  Ac.  [227]  1848  ;  [229]  1336, 
1327 
Convict  Establishments,  England  and  the 

Colonies,  [228]  592 
New  Courts  of  Justice  and  OfiBces,  [229] 

1591,  1593 
Report,  Amendt.  [227]  996 
Turkish  Debt— Loan  of  1854,  Res.  [230]  1759 
United   States  —  Winslow   Extradition   Case, 
[228]  1909;  [229]  1668 

James,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

City  of  London  Companies,  Address  for  a  Re- 
turn, [229]  1117 

Criminal    Law  —  Sentences,  Disproportioned, 
(227]  1709 

Election  of  Aldermen  (Cumulative  Vote),  2R. 
[229]  1662 

Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add,  el  [230] 
1840 

Liverymen  (City   of  London),  Motion  for    a 
Return,  [228]  1816 

Local  Light  Dues  (Reduction),  [229]  1963 

Merchant    Shipping,    Comm.   el,    14,    [228] 
1586 

Metropolis — New  Public  Offices  —  Site,  [229] 
1350 
Public   OfiBces  and    Improvements,    [227] 
402 

Parliament — Derby  Day,  [229]  1275 

Parliamentary  Franchise — Liverymen  of  Lon- 
don, [228]  1331 

Public   Health  —  Vaccination   Acts  —  Joseph 
Abel,  Case  of,  [231]  1155 

Royal  Titles,  Comm.  Motion  for  Ai^oumment, 
[228J  157 

So[^ly — Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  512 
Lofd  Uentanant  «f  Ireland,  Household  of. 


a>  flSBIBS.^ 
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Japan  and  Corea 

Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  Mar  14,  [227]  2014;  Question,  Mr. 
Pender ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  May  22,  [229] 
1039 

Japan — Newspaper  Regulations 

Questions,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Bourke  Mar  23,  [228]  478 ;  Apnl  10, 1473 

Jenkins,  Mr.  D.  J.,  Fenrgn,  Sfe, 

Administration    of  the    Navy,    Motion  for  a 

Royal  Commission,  [230]  456 
Mercantile  Marine — Pensions  to  Seamen,  Res. 

[227]  1837 
Merchant  Service  Ofilcers,  Res.  [229]  801 
227]  Merchant  Shipping,  2R.  465 
228]  Comm.  539 ;  el,  3,  Amendt.  906,  908 ;  d,  5, 
.      1156;   d,   6,  1368;    el  14,    1683;    d.  15, 
.     1612  ;  d,  18,  1805,  1809  ;  add,  d,  1935 
229] 70,  74;  Consid.  o^d.  e/.  1063 
231]  Lords  AmendU.  Consid.  1178,  1183 
Navy — Miscellaneous  Questions 

H.M.S.  "Caledonia"— The  "Lion"  Train- 
ing Ship,  1602 
H.M.S.   **  Thunderer  "—Explosion,    [230] 

1525 
H.M.S.  "Vanguard,"  [228]  270;  [229]1194 
Post  OfiSce— Telegraphs  in  Small  Towns,  [228] 
1833 

Jenkins,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Army— Captain  Roberts,  94th  Regiment,  [229] 

1970, 1971 ;  [230]  9 
Barbadoes — Riots,  The — Governor  Hennessy, 
[229]  157 
Social  and  Political  Condition,  [231]  42 
Canada,  Dominion  of — Treaty  of  Washington, 

[228]  1407,  1408 
Copyright  Commission,  [228]  64v 
Crossed  Cheques,  Comm.  cl  6,  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, [230]  1516 
Elementary   Education,   Comm.  [230]    1207 ; 
add.  el  1894,  1895,  3005  ;   Consid.  d,  14, 
[231]  536,  548 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards),  3R. 

[229]  885 

Intoxicating  Liquorn  (Scotland),  3R.[23o]  1386 

228]  Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  el,  6,  Motion  for 

.     Adjournment,    1160  ;    d.   14,   1583,  1588  ; 

.     el  16,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1800, 

.     1803 ;  el  19,  Amendt.  1880  ;  add.  cl  1938 

229] Consid.  add.  cl.  1060  ;   cl  11,  1069  ;   d,  18, 

.      1073;  Amendt.  1075 
231]  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  Motion    for    Ad- 
.     journment,  1184 

Parliament — Relevancy  of  Debate — Appropria- 
tion Bill,  [231]  1158,  1162 
Parliamtpt,    Acts  of — Report  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, Res.  [228]  576 
Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [229]  1860 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland),  [230]  1049 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  d,  1,  [228]  296 
Turkey— Bulgaria,  Atrocities  in,[23i]l  118, 1119 
Eastern   Question,  [230]  873,   874,   875; 
Motion   for  Adjournment,  876,  883  ; — 
Papers,  1174 ;— OfiScial  Declaration,  1813, 
1814 
Washington,    Treaty    of  —  Canadian   Fishery 

CommiMiow,  ^ayi\*l^l 
YJeat  Kfiicaxi  ^«\W^\n«D\.'^  —  ^wsvss^  ^  ^^ 
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Jenkinson,  Sir  G.  8.,  WilUMr$,  N, 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  [239]  971 
Merchant  Shipping,  Coi\%\d^,add.el.  [239]  1061, 
1274 

Jersey,  Earl  of 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  ( Birmingham,  dto.),  Comm.  [230] 
1620 

Jervis,  Colonel  H.  J.  W.,  Harwich 

East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  [231]  1054 
Elementary    Education   Act  —  London  School 

Board,  [229]  206 
India — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Army — Arrears  of  Pay,  [231]  417  ; — Re- 
turn, 698 
Furlough  and  Retiring  Regulations,  [231]  5 
Majors  of  Artillery — Royal  Warrant,  1872, 

[228]  1626 
Royal  Artillery,  [228]  1322 
India  Office  Return,  [231]  698 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast 

Jurors  Qualification  (Ireland),  Comm.  Sche- 
dule 1,  [230]  272 

National  School  Teachers  (Ireland) — Michael 
Moyna,  Case  of,  [230]  421 

Johnstone,  Sir  H.,  Scarlorough 

Contagious  Diseases  Acts  Repeal,  2R.  [330] 
166H,  1616 

Duchy  of  Lancaster  and  Agricultural  Holdings 
(England)  Act,  Res.  [339]  1286 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Law  Amend- 
ment), Leave,  [227]  109,  200 

Intoxicatinj^  Liquors  (Licnnsing  Law  Amend- 
ment) (No.  2),  2R.  [228]  1886,  1891  ;  [229] 
753 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R.  [230] 
1376 

Johnstone,  Captain  J.  J.  Hope-,  Dum- 
friesshire 

Poor  Law  (Scotland),  [231]  1204 

Judicature  Acts — Tlie  Official  Referees — 
Mr,  Verey 

Vote  in  Supply  May  26,  [229]  1311;  Moved, 
**  That  a  sum,  not  excooding  £144,026,  be 
granted  to  complete  the  sum  for  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  Cliancery  Division  of  High 
Court  of  Justice" 

Moved  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £1,700  {Mr. 
Wnddy) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £142,325.  be  granted,  <fec.  •**  after  de- 
bate, Question  put,  and  negatived 

Juries  (Dublin)  Bill 

(  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  Avgusi  5,  [231]  064;  after 
short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned"  {Sir  Charles  IV.  Dilke); 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Debate  ad- 
journed 
Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  "D«\)«k,\.e  d\&- 
charged  August  10 


Juries  Procedure  (Irehuid)  KIl 

{Sir  Michael  Bieks-Beack,  Mr.  ScHeitor  Gemnl 

for  Ireland) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  AprU  7  [BiU  IM] 

Read  2^  ^^ifay  29 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  80 

Committee  *  {an  re-camm,) ;  Report  JiJy  M 

[BiU  17«] 

Committee  *  (on  re-eamtm.) ;  Report  /v/jr  37 

Read  S«*  JWy  28  [BiU  Ml] 

Lords  Amendtt.  [BiU  SMI 

L  Read  1*  •  {Lord  President)  July 31      (No.  IN) 

Head  2*,  after  short  debate  August  4,  [231] 
496 

Committee  *  August  7 

Report  *  August  8 

Read  3*  *  August  9 

Royal  Assent  August  15    [30  A  40  Vict.  e.  78] 

Jurors  Clnalificatioii  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Mr.  SoUdlor  Gaani 

for  Ireland) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  l^*  Affril  7  [BiU  1J7] 

Read  2«,  after  short   debate  June  19,  [ssf] 
1763 
330]  Committee — b.p.  June  80,  141 
.  Committee  ;  Report  June  22,  268 

Considered  ;    read     3^,    after     short    dshli 
.     June  23,  338 
/.  Read  l*"*  ( The Lwd Steward)  Jun€tZ{^ik  141} 
Read  2*  •  June  26 
Committee  *  ;  Report  June  27 
Read  3*  •  June  29 
Royal  Assent  June  30      [39  A  40  Vict,  c  St] 

Jurors  Remuneration  Bill 

{Mr.   Henry  B.  Sheridan,  Mr,    Whitwell,  Mr. 

Macdonald,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  July  12  [BiU  246] 

2R.  [Dropped] 

KAVAJfAGH,  Mr.  A.  M.,   Carlow  Co. 

Contagious    Diseases  (Animals),    Ret.   [217] 

2049 
Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2R.  Ameodt 

[2271769,787 
Irish  Parliament,   Motion  for   a   Select  Cea- 

mittee,  [230]  772 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland).  2R.  [230]  643 
Municipal   Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  [217]  1171 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Act,  1875, 

Res.  [228]  234 
Poor  Law  Rating  (Ireland),  Res.  [229]  840 
Royal    Naval    College,    Greenwich — Ezamini- 

tions,  [22 7 J  1864 

Kay-Siiuttleworth,  Mr.  U.  J.,  Hastin^t 

Artizans  Dwellings,  [229]  1668 
'    City  of  London  Companies,  Address  for  a  Re- 
turn, [229] 1138 

Elpmoniary  Education,  Leave,  [229]  959 ;  2R. 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  1959  ;  [230]  16; 
Comm.  rl.  4,  1294;  cL  14,  Amendl.  1451; 
ci  20,  Amen«lt.  1498 

Metropolitan  Hoard  of  Works — Retams,  [230] 
852 
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Kenealy,  Dr.  E.  V.,  Stoie-upan-TVent 

Criminal  La w~  Lewis,  Piatt,  and  Lanoaater, 
Cases  of— ReminioD  of  SeDtenoe,  [331] 
115,  697 
Tiohborne  ClaimaDt,  [227]  1712 

Merohant   Shipping,  2R.  [227]  439;   Comm. 
cL  3,  [228]  667 

Merchant   Shipping  Acts — GraiD-Laden   Ves- 
selt,  [227]  1024 

Parliamentary  Aeenoy,  Res.  [231]  329 

Permissive  Probibitorj  Liquor,  2R.  [229]  1839 

Royal  Titles,  2R.  [227]  1768 

Royal  Titles  Act  Proclamation*- Vote  of  Cen- 
sure, Res.  [229]  430 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),  Comm.  [231]  337 

Tichbome  Case— Queen  ▼.  Castro— Witnesses, 
[228]  260 

Turkey — Eastern  Question,  [230]  882 

Kekxaed^  Colonel  E.  H.,  Lymington 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [227]  1464 

Kexnaway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  E. 

Agricultural  Holdings  (England)  Act — Stamps, 

[228]  63 
China,  Res.  [230]  669 
Elementary     Education,    Leave,    [229]    963; 

Comm.  add,  el.  [230]  1840 
Increane  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.  [227]  347,  362 
Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions  (Great 

BriUin),  Res.  [228]  982,  1001 
Prisons,  2  R.[  230]  896 
Public  Health  Act,  1876— Local  Board  Eleo- 

tions.  [228]  969 
Slave  Trade— SulUn  of  Zansibar,  [230]  249 
Slave  Trade  (East  Africa),  Res.  [228]  1216 

Ejhberlet,  Earl  of 

Africa,  West  Coast  of—  Exchange  of  Territory, 
[227]  394 

Barbadoes,  Island  of — Reported  Disturbances, 
[228]  1827 

Burial,  Law  of,  Res.  [229]  629 

Cattle  Diseases  (England  and  Ireland) — Privy 
Council  Regulations,  [227]  129 

Commons,  2R.  [230]  1036 ;  Comm.  el,  8, 
1428  ;  Amendt.  1429 

Crueltv  to  Animals,  Comm.  cL  3,  [230]  108, 
118*119,  120 

Fiji,  Motion  for  Papers,  [230]  1690,  1691 

Heligoland,  Address  for  Papers,  [227]  1866 

Malay  Peninsula,  Address  for  Papers,  [227] 
1017;  Res.  [230]  842 

Mauritius,  Coolie  Trade  in  the— The  Royal 
Commission,  [229]  474 

Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  add,  d,  [230] 
1472 

Royal  Titles,  2R.  [228]  872 

Saint  Vincent,  Tobago,  and  Grenada  Constitu- 
tion, 2R.  [230]  1039 

Sweden  —  Stockholm,  Episcopal  Church  at, 
[229]  1888 

Union  of  Benefices.  2R.  [229]  762 

United  States — Extradition,  Address  for  Cor- 
respondence, [230]  1794 

University  of  Oztord,  Comm.  [228]  821 ;  d,  4, 
934  ;  el.  112,  939  ;  eL  14,  944,  946  ;  el,  19, 
1308,  1309 :  el.  S3.  1314  ;  el,  36,  1316 

Wett   CoMtt   of  Africa — Dahomey,  King   of, 

[^§9]  768 


K1NO8COTE,    Lieut.-Colonel  E.  N.    F., 
Oloueeitwshire,  W, 
Army— Forage  Allowances,  [228]  1836 

Lieutenant  Colonels  of  Depdt  Battalions, 
[228]  1836 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  Res.  [227]  2060 


Kingstown  Harbonr  Bill 

{Mr,  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr,  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1<^* 
April  26  [Bill  136] 

Read2«>*3/iiy  4 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  26 

Read  S^^ifoy  29 
I.  Read  !*•  (The  Lord  Pretident)  Mau  30 

Read  2*  •  June  20  (No.  103) 

Committee  *  June  22 

Report  *  June  23 

Read  3"  *  June  26 

Royal  Assent  July  13    [39  it  40  Viet.  c.  96] 


KmNAiED,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Perth 

Church  Rates  Abolition  ^(Scotland), ^R.  [228] 

23 
Fiji  Islands— Epidemic,  [227]  1023 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  [227]  1864 
Post    Office — American    Transatlantic    Mails, 

[228]  268 


KiBK,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Louth 

Irish  Parliament,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, [230]  782 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land (No.  2),  2  R.  [230]  1340 


Knatchbxjll-Huoessen,  Right  Hon.  E. 

H.y  Sandwich 
Africa,   West    Coast  of— Gambia,   The — Ex- 
change of  Territory,  [227]  133 
Burial  Services  in  Parish  Churchyards,  Res. 

[227]  1334 
Criminal  Ijiw  Evidence  Amendment,  2R.  Bill 

withdrawn,  [230]  1934 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add,  el.  [230] 

1704, 1896,  1906 
Endowed    Schools— .Assistant    Masters,   [229] 

1420 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.  [227]  363 
Parliament — Public  Business,  [230]  1912 
Parliamentary  Agency,  Res.  [231]  328 
Public   Schools  Act,  1808,  Res.    [228]  1420, 

1449 
Queenborough  Harbour,  3R.  [229]  1970 
Railway  Passenger  Duty,  Res.  [227]  1698 
South  Eastern  Railway,  2R.  [227]  1706  ;  [228] 

60 


BjnoHT,  Mr.  F.  W.,  Worcestershire ,  W. 
Commons,  Comm.   (^229!  1236  ;  c(.  VI,  V^^^  \ 

add.cL\51ft 
Poor  Vaii  ^\AXi^V>x^^»xAV^^^.\>^^'^^'^ 
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Knightlby,  Sir  R.,  Nbrthamptonshirey  8, 
Prisons,  Leave,  [229]  1549 


Knowles,  Mr.  T.,   Wigan 

Elementary  Education,  2R.  [230]  48 ;  Comm. 
el.   4,    1294;    el.   6,   Amendt.    1400,  1403, 
1408  ;  el.  33,  1611 ;  add.  el.  [231]  64 
Employers  Liability  for  Injury,  2R.[229]  1169 
Supply,  Report,  [227]  995 


Lacon,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  N, 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Act — Tarmouth 
Election,  [229]  1896 


Laing,  Mr.  S.,  Orkney y  Sfc, 

Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [228] 

24 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  [229]  729 ; 

Comm.  969 
India — Malay  Peninsula — Birch,  Mr.,  Murder 

of,  [229]  1299 
Post  Office — Telegraphs — Orkney  and  Shetland 

Islands,  [229]  1418 
Railway  Passenger  Duty.  Res.  [227]  1597 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  115 
Supply — Suez  Canal  Shares,  Res.  [227]  641 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [228] 

1131 


Landlord    and    Tenant    (Lreland)  Act 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.    Crawford,    Mr.     Richard     Smyth^     Mr. 
Thomas  Dickson,  Mr.  Macartney) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l°*  FebQ  [Rill  40] 

2R.  ;    after   short    debate.    Debate  adjourned 

June  21,  [230]  224 
Bill  withdrawn  •  Jidy  5 


Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Dr.  Ward,  Mr.  Butt,  Mr.  Richard  Smyth,  Mr. 
Meldon,  Mr.  Ennis) 

c.  Ordered  ;  road  1°»  Feb  9  [Bill  10] 

Question,  The  O'Donoghue  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Butt 

Feb2\,  [227]  817 
Moved,    •♦  That    the    Bill    be    now    read    2° " 

Mar  29,  [228]  771 
Amendt.  to  leave  out   "  now,"  and  add  **  upon 

this  day  six  months"  (3/r.  Clive) ;  Question 

proposed,  "  That  'now,*  <tc. " 
After   long  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate 

be    now    adjourned"   {Mr.    Law);    Debate 

adjourned 
Observations,  Mr.  Butt ;  Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli  ; 

short  debate  thereon  April  11,  lo59 
Question,    Mr.    George    Clive ;    Answer,    The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  26,  [229] 

1274 
Debate  resumed  June  29,  [230]  624  ;  after  long 

debate.    Question    put  ;     A.    66,    N.    290  ; 

M.  234 

Division  List,  A.  and  I^.TIS 
Words  added  ;  main  Queauon.aa  amewAeA,  ^wV, 
and  agreed  to  ;  2R.  put  off  Cor  M  moiilXi^ 


Laksdowi^,  Marquess  of 

Army— Martini-Henry  Rifle,  [337]  660 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  Comm.  [^30]  165 ;  e(.  I, 

118 
Metropolis — Hjrde  Park — The  SerpeBtiBe,[2tf' 

1393 
National  School  Teaohen  (Ireland)  Aet,187S 

[229]  355,  359,  362 
University  of  Oxford,  Comm.  d,  6,  Aiacelt 

[228]  937 ;  cl  15,  Amendt.  947,  954 ;  d  1| 

1306  ;  el,  25,  1313 
University  of  Oxford — Commiitionen,  [iif 

261 


Laudebdale,  Earl  of 

Africa — West   Coast  of— Exchange  of  Ttm 

tory,  [227]  397 
Fugitiye  Slaves  —  The   Cireolan  —  PeCitki 

[227]  1564 
Iron-clads,  Motion  for  Returns,  [127]  186S 
Mercantile    Marine  —  Training  Ships,  [21; 

1789,  1792 
Navy — Chain  Cables  and  Anchors,  [227]  517 


Law  and  Justice 

M18OSLLANBOU8  QuxsTioirs 

Bnnlcruptcy  Laws — Legislation^  Qnestieii,!! 
Bell :  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  Ifarl 

[22732013 
Case  of  Mr.  R.  O.  Wilberforce,  QoestioD,  V 
P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer,  Mr.   Asshetos  Cn 

Feb  22.  [227]  675 
County  Court  UuUdLays,  Question,  Mr.  Evri; 

Ashley ;    Answer,    The    Attorney    Genei 

i4;?n710,[228]  1473 
Irish  Ante-Union  Statutes,  Question,  Mr. 

Smyth  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  Genersl  t 

Ireland  May  l.[228]  1911 
Judges*    Chambers — Admission   of    Reporie 

Question,   Mr.   Watkin   Williams :    Answ 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Feb  18,  [227]  479 

Judicature  Acts,  The 

Abolition  of  the  Home  Circuit,  Question,  ( 
sorvations.  Viscount  Midleton  ;  Reply,  1 
Lord  Chancellor  Feb  18,  [227]  475 

The  Surrey  Assizes,  Question,  Mr.  Onslo 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  Feb  15, fi 
3(»2 

The  Court  of  Appeal,  Observations,  Quest! 
Lord  Selborne  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Ch 
cellor  ^fau  2fj,  [229]  1269 

The  Eleventh  Rule,  Question,  Mr.  Meld< 
Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  May  30,  'i 
1422 

Official  Referees,  Question,  Mr.  Waddy  ;  . 
swcr,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  JFV6  15,  [227]  3 
Qupstion,  Mr.  Waddy  ;  Answer.  The  Ch 
cellor  ot  the  Exchequer  May  16,  [229]  7 
Question,  Mr.  Charles  Lewis  ;  Answer.  ' 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  30,  14 
— Fees,  Question,  Mr.  Gregory:  Ansv 
The  Attorney  General  July  24,  [230]  181 

The  Summer  Circuits,  Question,  Sfr.  C« 
N.\w«^T,  N\t.   Kw\\^tQxv  Cross  May  18,  [2 
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LAW 


LEE 


Law  A5D  Justice — eont. 

Cave  V.  Mackenzie,  ObserTations,  Question, 
Lord  Selborne  ;  Reply,  The  Lord  Cbaocellor 
July  27,  [230]  1951 ;  Explanation,  Lord 
Coleridge  July  28,  [231]  1 

Issues  of  Fact  in  Chancery,  Questions,  Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Marten ;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  July  24,  [230]  1816 

Jurymen,  Question,  Mr.  Lopes  ;  Answer,  The 

Attorney  General  Feb  18,  [227]  480 
The  Judges  on  Circuit,  Question,  Sir  William 
Ilarcourt  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross 
Julif  27,  [230]  1967 
Untried  Prisoners —  Winter  Jssizes,  Question, 
Mr.  Ryder  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross 
May  12,  [229]  488  {Pari  P.  171) 

Jury  Law — Legislation,   Question,  Mr.  Mao** 
donald  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross  Feb  21, 
[227]  554 
"  Kiniberley  v.    Crossley  "  —  Costs,   Question, 
Mr.  Serjeant  Sherlock  ;  Answer,  The  Attor- 
ney General  Mar  31.  [228]  964 

Legal  Departments  Commission,  1874 — The 
Report,  Question,  Observations,  Lord  Frede- 
rick Cavendish  ;  Reply,  Mr.  W.  U.  Smitb 
3far  10,  [227]  1837 

Money  Market — Bubble  Companies,  Fraudulent 
Practices,  ^e.  —  Legislation,  Question,  Sir 
George  Campbell  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton 
Cross  Feb  24,  [227]  810 

Public  Prosecutors — Legislation,  Question,  Mr. 
Whitwell :  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross 
JV6  2i;[227]566 

Responsibility  of  Trustees — Edmunds  v.  Ed- 
munds, Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of 
Belmore ;  Reply,  The  Lord  Chancellor 
i4;)n7  4,[228]  1176 

Summary  Administration  of  Justice,  Question, 
Mr.  Hop  wood  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross 
Ff6  24,  [2273  811 

The  Irish  Judicial  Bench — Mr.  Serjeant  Arm- 
strong, Questions,  Mr.  Callan  ;  Answers,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beacb  July  7,  [230]  1140; 
Ju/yXO,  1176 

The  Queen's  Proctor,  Question,  Mr.  Hopwood  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smitb  August  11,  [231] 
1075 

The  Yorkshire  Magistracy,  Question,  Mr. 
Hopwood  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross 
July  6.  [230]  1044 

Trade  Union  Act,  1871 — Legislation,  Question, 
Mr.  Mundella;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  Feb  22,  [227]  678 

Union  of  Legal  Offices  {Ireland),  Question,  Mr. 
C.  Lewis ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaob 
Mar  10,  [227]  1800 

Law  and  Jtutice —  Case  of  Mr,    Wtlher- 

force 
Moved,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
is  not  desirable  that  Reginald  Garton  Wilber- 
force,  esquire,  should  continue  on  the  Bench 
of  Magistrates"  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor)  May  2, 
[228]  2008 ;  after  debate,  Question  put ; 
A.  Itf,  N.  100  ;  M.  81 

Law   Courts,   The  New — The  Arehiteet^s 

Commission 
Question,  Mr.  Mellor ;    Answer,  I^rd  Henry 
Leooox  July  4,  £130]  tf  48 


Law,  Eight  Hon.  H.,  Londonderry/  Co, 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  and  of  the  Crown  (Ireland), 

2R.  [229]  1338 
Equity  Courts  (Ireland) — Lord  Justice  Chris- 
tian, Personal  Explanation,  [227]  2015 
Irish  Ante-Union  Statutes,  [227]  2015 
Jurors   Qualification  (Ireland),    Comm.  Sche- 
dule 1,  [230]  144,  269,  271,  272 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [228J  818  ;  [230] 

624 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  [227]  1178 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Act,  1875, 

Res.  [228]  234 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  cl.  28,  [229]  1767 
Public    Houses    (Ireland)  —  Sunday    Closing, 

Res.  [229]  626,  528 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  [229]  81 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),   2R. 
[229]  1755  ;  Comm.  [230]  350,  364 

Lawrence,  Lord 

Council  of  India  (Professional  Appointments), 

2R.  [228]  106 
India— Indian  Tariff,  [227]  1996 
Malay  Peninsula,  Res.  [2^0]  844 
Royal  Titles,  2R.  [228]  847  ;  Comm.  f091 
Slave  Trade,  Comm.  cl.  1,  [230]  850 

Lawrence,  Sir  J.  C,  Lambeth 

Customs  and  Inland   Revenue,   Comm.  cl.  8, 
[229]  1211 

Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T.,  Surrey,  Mid 

China — Yunnan  Mission,  [228]  1479 

Dog  Poisoning,  [228]  1635 

India — Ameer  of  Kashgar,  The,  [228]  270 

Lawson,  Sir  W.,   Carlisle 
Army  Estimates,  Res.  [227]  1439 
Fiji  Islands — Disturbances,  [230]  1174 
Inland   Revenue — Excise  —  Blending  of  Irish 
Whiskey,    Motion   for  a  Select   Committee, 
[228]  1200,  1208 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards),  2R. 

[229]  891,  901 
Parliament — Derby  Day,  [229]  1426 

Public   Business,  Arrangement    of,    [230] 
1639 
Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [229]  1864 
Police — Devonport   Watch   Committee,  [229] 

263 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), [231]  424 ;  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
426,  437 

Lkatham,  Mr.  E.  A.,  HuddersfUld 
Burial  Services  in  Parisb  Chorobyards,  Res. 

[227]  1380 
China,  Papers  relating  to,  [227]  1798 
Real  Estate  Intestacy,  2R.  [230]  577 
Women's   Disabilities    Removal,     2R.    [228] 

•1675,  1688,  1692 

JLeede,  Duke  of  {Schomherg^ s)  Pension — 
Commutation 
Vote  in  Supply — Objected  to;   after  debate, 
agreed  to,  [231]  755 

Leeman,  Mr.  G.,   York 

Commons,   Leave,  [227]  197;    Comm.  c^  2^ 
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Lefevre,  Mr.  G.  J.  Shaw,  Reading 
Army — Increased  Pay  of  the  Soldiers,  [227] 
1295 
Pay  of  Soldiers  and  Marines,  [227]  1774 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [227]  1475 
Church  Bodies  (Gibraltar) — The   Ordinances, 
Motion  for  an  Address,  [228]  769 
227]  Commons,  Leave,  195,  197;  2R.  Amendt. 

525 
229]  Comm.  241,  1260,  1382,  1384  ;  cl.  2, 
1389 ;  Amendt.  1394,  1397,  1398 ;  cl.  4, 
1524  ;  cl.  7,  Amendt.  ib. ;  cl.  8,  1525,  1528, 
1530,  1531  ;  cl.  12,  Amendt.  1532,  1533, 
1535  ;  cl.  18,  Amendt.  1556,  1560 ;  cl.  20, 
Amendt.  1561 ;  cl.  22,  1562 ;  eU  25,  1564 ; 
cl.  28,  1566;  add.  cl.  1567,  1568,  1569, 
1570, 1574 

230]  Consid.  131,  132, 134,  136  ;  Amendt.  137 
231]  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  Amendt.  774 
Coroners,  Res.  [230]  1309 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  Comm.  cl.  3,  [231]  1150 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.euia.  c/.  Amendt. 
[230]  1909.  1977  ;  [231]  10,  22,  23;  Consid. 
add.  cl  472  ;  3R.  572 
Employers  Liability  for  Injury,  2R.  [229]  1171 
Fiji-»Epidemic.  [231]  255,  256 
227]  Merchant  Shipping,  Leave,  184 
228]  Comm.  525;    cl  3,  549,  650,  901  ;   cl  4, 
.     910.  911  ;   cl  5,  1153,  1159  ;    d.  9,  1370  ; 
.      el  14,  1375;  cl  15,  1598,  1614;    el  16, 
.      1796;   cl  19,  1881;   cl  24,   1913;    cl  28, 
.      1918  ;  add.  cl  1928,  1947 
229]  66,   67,   70,   225 ;    Consid.  add.  cl.  1058  ; 
.     cl  11,  1068,  1069;  3K.  1335 
231]  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1168,  1178 
Wavy — Coast  Guard  Services,  [229]  257 
Naval  Cadets,  [227]  816 
Royal   Marines —  Increase   of  Pay,   [227] 
1717 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards,  Ac.  [230]  469 
Men  and  Boys,  <bc.  [227]  1939 
Seamen  and  Marines,  [228]  1528,  1548 
Plumstead  and  Wormholt  Commons,  Res.  [231] 

830 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [229] 

1772 
Supply — Civil  Contingencies  Fund,  [228]  338 
Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  513 
Navy  Excess  of  Expenditure,  [228]  341 

Legal  Practitioners  Bill 

{Mr.  Charley,  Mr.  William  Gordon) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  \°*  Feb  9  [Bill  43] 

211.  [House  counted  out]  July  21,  [230]  1764 

Read  2°*  Augusts 

Committee  • — r.p.  August  7 

Committee  •  ;  Report  August  8 

Considered*  ;  read  3°  August  9 
/.  Read  1**  {Viscunnt  Hutchinson)  August  10 

Read  2»*  August  11  (No.  220) 

Committee  •  ;  Report  August  12 

Read  3'  *  August  14 

Royal  Assent  August  15    [39  &  40  Vict.c.  66] 

Legal  Practitioners  (Ireland)  Bill 

fMr.  Gibson,  Mr.  Downing) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°»  May  3  [Bill  142] 

Read  2°  •  July  5 
Committee  •  ;  Report  July  10 
JBead  3"  •  July  12 

\CQKSXi 


Legal  Practitumers  (Ireland)  iJtU— coot 

I  Read  1>  •  ( Viscount  HuUMnum)  Julv  IS 
Read  2*  •  Jtdy  17  (No.  170) 

Committee  *  July  24 
Report  •  July  26 
Read  3*  •  July  27 
Royal  Assent  August  11    [39  A  40  Ftet  c.  M 

Leqard,  Sir  C,  Scarborough 

Contagious  Diseases  Acts    Repeal,  2R.  [ly 

1573 
Metropolis — Piccadilly  aad   Grosrenor  Flia 

[227]  406 
Oyster  Fisheries,  MotioD  for  a  Seleet  Coaaii 

tee,  [227]  1498 
Women's  Disabilities  RemoTal,  2R.  [228]  ITS 

Leigh,  Lieut.-Colonel  Eg^rton,  Ckstkit 

Mid 
Army— Commissions,  Sale  of — Royal  Wami 

of  1870,  [227]  1028 
Army — Military  Forces,  Oar,  Ret.  [227]  953 
Army  Estimates — L4tnd  Forces,  [227]  iSTS 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  Res.  [227]  2^ 
Criminal  Law — Women,   AggntTEted  AmuI 

on,  [227]  481 
Divorce,  Law  of,  [229]  667 
Extradition  Treaties,  [227]  673 
Monastic  and  Conyentual  lattitotiooa  (Gn 

Britain),  Res.  [228]  1002 
Noxious  Nuisances,  Legislation,  [227]  406 
Public  Health— Quack  Medicines,  [228]  3M 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [u 

1137 


Leiqhton,  Mr.  S.,   Shropshire,  JV. 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add,  d.  [2 

1711 
Prisons,  2R.  [230]  904 
Shrewsbury  and  Holyhead  Road,  [229]  263 

Leith,  Mr.  J..  F.,  Aberdeen 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Comm.  cl,  6, [231]  li 

cl   13,773 
Elementary   Education,    Consid.  cl    14,  [2 

489 
India — Indian  Budget,  [229]  1895 
Indian  Legislation,  2R.  [227]  467 
Parliament — Public  Business,  [229]  1195 
Post  OflSce — India,  Postage  to,  [228]  351 
Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland),  [227]  2d4  ;  2R.[3 

564 

Leitrim,  Earl  of 

Church  Temporalities  (Ireland),  Motion  fc 
Return,  [230]  611 

Lexnox,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  H.  G.  C. 
(First    Commissioner    of    Wori 
Chichester 
Army — Volunteer  Review  in  Hyde  Park,  [a 

501,622 
Edinburgh  Improvement,  2R.  [230]  243 
Law   Courts,  New  —  Architect's   Commiss 


LEN       LEW 
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LEW 


LIN 


Lennox,  Lord  H.  G.  C.  G.  — cont. 

Metropolis — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Cab  Shelter  in  Palace  Yard,  [229]  48 
Hyde  Park— Rotten  Row,  State  of,  [227] 
J206;    [229]  672  ;■— Serpentine,   [227] 
1714;— Bathing,  [230]  856 
Hyde  Park  Corner,  [227]  816  ;  [229]  1273, 

1274  ;  [230]  868 
National  Gallery,  [230]  867  ;— New  Build- 
ings, [229]   1422,    1428  ;— Turner   Pic- 
tures, [230J  618 
New  Courts  of  Justice,  [229]  34 
New  Public  Offices,  Site,  [229]  1360 
Piccadilly  and  Grosvenor  Place,  [227]  407 
Public  Offices  and  Improvements,  [227]  403 
St.  James's  Park — Lighting  the  Enclosure, 
[229]  1H64  ;— Ornamental  Water  in,  1360 
Victoria  Park,  [229]* 927 
Metropolis  —  Hyde   Park   Corner,   Traffic  at. 

Res.  [229]  1680 
Ordnance  Surrey — Civil  Assistants,  [227]  811 
South    Kensington    Museum  —  Art    Library, 

[227]  1667 
Supply — British   Embassy   Houses,  Ac.  [229] 
1696 
Home  and  Colonial  Offices,  New,  [229]  1687 
National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [229]  1688 
Natural  History  Museum,  [229]  1690 
New  Courts  of  Justice  and  Offices,  [229] 

1691, 1693 
New  Palace  at  Westminster,  Acquisition  of 

Lands  and  Embankment,  [229]  1694 
Public  Buildings.  [229]  1686 
Report,  [229]  1767 

Royal  Parks  and  Gardens,  [229]  1683 
Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom,  [229]  1689 
Wellington  Monument,  [229]  1600 
Westminster,    Palace  of — Mr.   Herbert's  Pic- 
ture, [229]  1614 
The  Clock  Tower,  [229]  918 


Leslie,  Sir  J.,  Monaghan 

Metropolis— National  Gallery,  [230]  866,  867 
Lewis,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Londonderry 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Comm.  [230]  1168 
Army — Londonderry  Militia,  [228]  1484 
Barristers  and  Advocates  Fees,  2R.  [229]  340 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Bankruptcy  Jurisdiction,  [227]  2012 
Deputy  Clerks  of  the  Peace.  [228]  1096 
Education— Model  Schools,  [229]  919 
Law  Hud  Justice — Legal  Offices,  Union  of, 
[227]  1800 
Ireland— borough  Franchise  Res.  [228]  718 
Ireland — Constabulary  Pensioners,  Motion  for 

a  Select  Committee,  [230]  672 
Ireland — National  School  Teachers  Act,  1876, 

Res.  [228]  231 
Ireland— Public  Houses— Sunday  Closing,  Res. 

]229]  662 
Judicature  Act,  1873— Official  Referees,  [229] 

1419 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add,  el.  [228]  1948 
Municipal   Franchise   (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt. 

[227]  1166,  1174 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Privilege  —  Monastic  and   Conventual  In- 
st/tun'ons,  [228J  1318 
Fublie  Buaine§§,  AjTADgeoient  of,  [2y)\  8 


\ 


Lewis,  Mr.  C.  E. — eont. 

Sessional  Order,  1876 — Strangers,  Presence 
of,  [229]  1365,  1566,  1819 
Parliament — Privilege — I^olitical  Committee  of 

the  Reform  Club,  Res.  [229]  1677 
Privy  Council  (Oaths  taken  by  Members,  Ac), 

Address  for  Returns,  [228]  2023,  2029, 2030, 

2039 :  —  Mr.    Lowe's    Speech  at    Retford, 

Personal  Statement,  [229]  62 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  [229]  26 
Royal  Titles,  [228]  1767  ;— The  Proclamation, 

1766 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [228] 

1135 
Ways  and  Means— Income  Tax,  Res.  Amendt. 

[228]  1364 

Lewis,  Mr.  H.  0.,  Carlow 

Army  Mobilization — Monaghan  Militia,  [230] 
1969 

LieeMtng  Aetf  1872 — Burial  Clubs 

Questions,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  Ifor  30,  [228]  880  ;  April  3, 
1099 

LiFFORD,  Viscount 
Notices  to  Quit  (Ireland),  3R.  Amendt.  [230] 
1696 


Limerick,  Earl  of 

Forfeiture  Relief,  2a.  [231]  963 

Irish  Peerage,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [228]  1896  ;  cl.  6, 

1906 
Municipal   Privileges  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt. 

[2313933 
Owners  of  Land  (Ireland) — New  "Domesday 

Book,"  [230]  944 
Union  of  Benefices,  2R.  [229]  763 ;  Comm. 

[230]  938 

Limited  Owners  Residence  (Lreland)  Bill 

{Sir   Patrick    0*Bnen,    Sir   Arthur    Ouinnett, 

Mr,  Herbert,  Mr,  Oibson) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  June  26  [Bill  210] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  July  24 

Lincoln,  Bishop  of 

Burial,  Law  of,  Res.  [229]  631 

Lindsay,  Lord,   Wigan 

Scotland— Ayr,  FaUl  Fire  in,  [230]  419 
Lindsay,  Colonel  R.  J.  Loyd,  Berkshire 

Army — Military  Forces,  Our,  Res.  [227]  973 
Army  Recruiting,  Res.  [227]  1218 

Linen  and  Hempen  and  other  MannflEtc- 
tnres  (Lreland)  BiU 

{Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach,  Mr,  Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland) 


LIS 


LOG 
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Lisbon  Tramways  Company — Twycross  v, 

Grrant 
Personal   Explanation,  Lord   Henry   Lennox; 
short  debate  thereon  Julj/  17,  [230]  1481 


Liverymen  ( City  of  London)  —  See  title 
Parliamentary  Franchise 


Lloyd,  Mr.  M.,  Beaumaris 

Appellate     Jurisdiction,    Gomm.    [230]    984» 

1146;    el    6,    1162;    Consid.   [231]    868; 

add.  cl.  879,  883 
Commons,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [229]  1389 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  ol.  14,  [228]  1A89  ; 

el.  16,  1613;  el.  19,  1880;  add.  el.   1941; 

Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  [229]  96 
Navy — n.M.S.  "  Vanguard,"  Loss  of,  Motion 

for  a  Paper,  [227]  1092 
Offences  against  the  Person,  2R.  [227]  141  ; 

Comm.  334 
Owners  of  Land  (England)— New  "Domesday 

Book,"  [228]  1677 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [229] 

1774  ;  Consid.  Amendt.[23o]  480  ;  Amendt. 

481 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  166 
Supply — New  Courts  of  Justice  and  OfiSoes, 

[229]  1692,  1694 


Lloyd,  Mr.  S.  S.,  Plymouth 

Bankers  Books  Eridence,  2R.  [229]  1697 
Burial   Grounds,   2R.   Bill  withdrawn,  [230] 

1924 
Church  Bodies   (Gibraltar) — The   Ordinances, 

Motion  for  an  Address,  [228]  769 
Customs — Wine  Duties,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  [227]  1572 
Divine  Worship  Facilities,  2R.  [228]  44 
Elementary    Education,     Leave,    [229]    962 ; 

Comm.  [230]   1286;  cl.  26,    1503;  add.  cl. 

2008  ;  Consid.  cl.  14,  [231]  478 
Factory  and  Workshops  Act,  [229]  1620 
Navy  —  Royal    Marine   Light  Infantry,  [230] 
1391  ;  [231]  1069 
Royal  Marines,  [228]  1618 ; — OflBcers  of, 
[227]  683 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards,  Ac.  [230]  471 

Scientific  Departments,  [229]  2020 
Noxious  Vapours— A  Koyal  Commission,  [230] 

1623 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  Comm.  [231]  866 
Supply — Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  [228] 

H68 
Ways  and  Means — Income  Tax,  Res.  [228]  1343 


Loans  to  Foreign  States — The  Select  Com- 
mittee— The  Honduras  Minister 
Question,    Sir   John    Lubbock  ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  Feb  10,  [227]  136       Pari. P.  [1417] 


Local   Expenditure  —  Penalty  for  Non- 
render  of  Accounts 
Question,  Mr.  Smyth;  Answer,  Mr.  G^AXiOtia^ 
Hardy  Awjust  1,  [231;!  254 


Local  Finance 

Annual  Statement,  <^etiion,  Mr.  Pagtl ;  Ai- 
swer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Eiehefiv 
Feb  29,  [227]  1122 

Indebtedness  of  Local  AuAoriiUe,  QMstioi, 
Mr.  Rathbone ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Saitk 
May  26,  [229]  1185 ;  Queeiioa,  Mr.  Ratk- 
bone  ;  Answer,  Mr.  SoUter^Booth  J69  tt, 
1363 

Local  Taxation  —  Amount  amd  DiitriMn, 
Question,  Mr.  Pell ;  Answer,  TbeChaBetOsr 
of  the  Exchequer  May  16,  [329]  669 ;~ 
Queenborough,  Qoeation,  GenermlSirGwii 
Balfour;  Answer,  Mr.  SoUter-Booih/Hl|rlX 
[230]  1397 
Abstract  for  1874-5  (England)— PJl  Ml 

Local  Government  Act — MarrogaU  Bmri 
of  Health 
Question,  Mr.  Mills :    Answer,  Mr.  Selife»> 
Booth  June  16,  [229]  1896 

Local  Government  Board's  ProfiiMHl 
Orders  Confirmation  (Artinm  ul 
Labourers  Dwellings)  BiU  [i 

{The  Lord  President) 


I.  Presented  ;    read    1*  *    and 


referred  to  tk 

(No.  ir) 


[BUI  SM] 


Examiners  June  19 
Read  2*  ^  June  26 
Committee  *  July  18 
Report*  July  14 
Rcad3**  JWy  17 
c.  Read  !<>*  {Mr.  Salt)  July  30 
Read  2«*/tt/y24 
Committee  discharged  ;  committed  to  a  Scket 

Committee,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Comnil- 

tee  of  Selection,  as  in  the  case  of  a  Prints 

Bill  August  1 
Report  of  Select  Comm.  August  7 
Committee*  {on  re-comm) ;  Report  Awnut  S 

[Bill  287] 
Committee  *  ;    Report ;    Considered  ;   read  3" 

August  11 
/.  Royal  Assent  Aug  15     [39  <b  40  Vict.  c.  ccxxxt] 

Local  Government  Board's  Prorisioiud 
Orders  Confirmation  (Bath,  ftc)  BiU 

[h.l. ]  ( The  Earl  of  Jersey) 

Presented ;    read   1*  *,   and    referred    to   tht 


/. 


(No.  126) 


Examiners  June  10 

Read  2»  •  June  26 

Committee  •  July  17 

Report*  Jfily  18 

Read  3»*  Jii/y  20 

Commons  Amendts. 
c.  Read  1°  •  (Mr.  Salt)  July  21 

Read  2°  •  July  26 

Committee  *  ;  Report  August  4 

Considered  *  August  7 

Read  S^*  August  10 
/.  Royal  Assent  J. u<;iani    [39&40  Viet.e.cdl 


(No.  215) 
[BiU  264] 


Local  (Government  Board's   Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Bilbrongh,  ftc-) 

Bill  [H.L.]  ( The  Earl  of  Jersey) 

"^TC9><iTv\.^\\   T<i^^  "V*-^-!  ^'^^   ■wi^^Tr^d    to    the 


\ 
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Loccd  Owemment  BoarcTs  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  {Bilbrough,  jrc)  Bill— oont. 

Committee  •  July  17  • 

Report*  July  18 

Read  3*  •  July  20 

Commons  Araendts.       *  (No.  217) 

e.  Read  1<»  •  (Mr.  Salt)  July  24  [Bill  266] 

Read  2«  •  July  27 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Auyust  4 

Considered  *  ;  read  Z^  August  8 
I.  Royal  Assent  August  11  [39  A  40  Vict.  o.ocHi] 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation   (Bingley,  ftc.) 

Bill  [H.L.]  ( The  Earl  of  Jersey) 

I,  Presented ;   read    1*  *,  and    referred    to    the 
Examiners  June  22  (No.  186) 

Read  2*  •  June  26 

Committee*  July  10 

Report  •  July  1 1 

Reads**  Jw/y  13 
c.  Read  I*  •  ( J/r.  S<dt)  July  18  [Bill  255] 

Read2o*/tt/y  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  81 

Read  3°  *  August  I 
I.  Royal  Assent  Aug  11  [39  A  40  Vict.  o.  ozoviii] 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisional 
Orders   Confirmation  (Birmingham, 

ftc.)  Bill  [H.L.]        ( The  Earl  of  Jersey) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1*  *,  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers June  13  (No. Ill) 

Read  2*  •  June  20 

Committee,  after  short  debate  July  18,  [230] 
1619 

Report  July  20,  16*18 

Read  3*  •  ^uly  2 1 

Commons  Amendts.  (^o*  216) 

e.  Read  1«  •  {Mr.  Salt)  July  24  [Bill  266] 

Read  2^  •  July  27 

Committee  •  :  Report  August  4 

Considered  •  August  7 

Read  3°  •  August  8 
I  Royal  Assent  August  11  [39  d(  40  Fic^  0.  ccii] 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Carnarvon,  ftc.) 

Bill  [H.L.]        ( The  Earl  of  Jersey) 

L  Presented  ;  read  1*  *,  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers June  1  (No.  105) 

Read  2"  ^  June  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  29 

Read  3"  *  July  4 
c.  Read  1°  •  {Mr.  Salt)  July  5  [Bill  239] 

Read2«*/u/y  10 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  18 

Read  S^  •  July  20 
I.  Royal  Assent  /u/y  24  [39  &  40  Fict.  c.  clxi] 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Chelmsford,  ftc.) 

Bill  [H.I-]        ( ^^  ^rl  of  Jersey) 
I,  Presented  ;   read  1*  *,  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers June  18  (No.  1 10) 
Read2**  Jim«20 
Committee  *  July  18 
Report^  July  14 
Bet^dS^^Julyn 

tcoiit. 


IjOcoI  Oovemmeni  Board^s  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Chelmsford,  §re.)  Bill— oont. 

e.  Read  I*  •  {Mr.  Salt)  July  18  [BiU  256] 

Read  2*>  •  July  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  31 

Read  3<>  *  August  1 
I.  Royal  Assent  August  11  [39  A  40  Viet.  c.  oxcix] 

Local  Government  in  Towns  (Ireland) 

Bill  (Mr.  Bruen,  Sir  Arthur  Guinness* 

Mr.  Corry,  Mr.  MulhoUand,  Mr.  Kavanagh) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  10  [BUI  52] 

Biilwithdrawn*/u2y  19 

Local  Government   Provisional   Orders 

Bill        (Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Selater- Booth) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Mar  10  [Bill  102] 

Read  2°  •  ^ar  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  3 

Read  3«  •  April  6 
I.  Read  \**  {The  Lord  President)  Aprin(iio,5i) 

Read  2*  •  May  4 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  5 

Read  3*  •  May  8 

Royal  Assent  June  1  [39  Vict.  c.  18] 

Local  Government   Provisional   Orders 

(No.  2)  Bip 

{Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 

e.  Ordered  •  April  6 

Read  l**  •  April  7  [Bill  122] 

Read  2*  •  April  l(i 

Committee*  ;  Report  April  24 

Read  3o  •  April  27 
I.  Readl**{The EarlofJersey)Apra2B  (No. 62) 

Read  2*  •  May  8 

Committee  *  :  Report  May  9 

Reads**  May  11 

Royal  Anent  June  1  [39  Viet.  0.  14] 

Local  Government   Provisional   Orders 
(No.  3)  Bill 

(Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Sclater. Booth) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  Apnl  7  [Bill  125] 

Read2*»*^^710 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  24 

Read  3°  •  April  27 
/.  Readl**(rAtf^Wo//^«^)^/^728(No.63) 

Read2**ifay8 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  9 

Read3**ifoyll 

Royal  Assent  June  1  [39  Viet.  c.  15] 


Local  Government   Provisional   Orders 
(Briton  Ferry,  ftc.)  (No.  4)  Bill 

{Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Apnl  26  [Bill  134] 

Read  2«  •  April  28 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  8 

Considered*  May  11 

Read  d«*ifay  12 
I.  Read  1*  •  {Earl  Jersey)  May  15        (No.  87) 

Read  2**ilfay28 

Committee*  ;  ^ey^ycV.  Ma-^*!^ 

B.eada**  JAfX^'H^  ,^  ^^- 


\ 
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Local  Gk>veminent   Provisional   Orders  | 
(Skelmersdale)  (No-  5)  Bill 

{Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !<»  •  Apnl  26  [Bill  136] 

Read  2°  •  April  28 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  8 

Considered  •  3fay  11 

Read  3°  •  May  12 
I.  Read  I'' •{Karl  Jersey)  May  16       (No.  88) 

Read  2»  •  May  23 

Committee  *  ;    Report  May  26 

Read  3»  •  May  29 

Royal  Assent  June  1  [39  Viet.  c.  17] 

Local  Gk)veniment  Provisional   Orders 
(Bristol,  &c.)  (No.  6)  BiU 

{Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°»  ifay  10  [Bill  147] 

Read  2"  •  May  16 

Committee  discharged  ;  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Commit- 
tee of  Selection,  as  in  the  case  of  a  Private 
Bill  May  25 

Committee  •  {on  re-comm.) ;  Report  June  16 

Considered  •  June  16 

Read  3°  •  June  19 
I.  Read  l-*  •  ( The  Earl  of  Jersey),  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners  June  20  (No.  129) 

Read  2''*  June  26 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  10 

Read  3''*  July  11 

Royal  Assent  July  13     [39  A  40  Vict.  o.  97] 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orders, 
(Aberavon,  &c.)  (No.  7)  Bill 

{Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 

c.  Ordered  •  May  23 

Read  l°*Afdt/24  [Bill  164] 

Read  2°  •  May  29 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Jane  8 

Read  ^o*  June  12 
/.  Read  \^*  {Earl  .Jersey)  June  18     (No.  108) 

Read  2 » •  June  22 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  26 

Read  3*  •  June  27 

Royal  Assent  June  30    [39  A  40  Vict.  c.  87] 

Local  Light  Dues  (Redaction)  Bill 

{Mr.  Sykes,  Mr.  Norwood,  Mr.  Wilson) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  May  26  [Bill  173] 

Read  2''*  June  12 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the  Chair" 
June  16,  [229]  1062;  after  short  debate. 
Question  put  ;  A.  98,  N.  23  ;  M.  76 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  <tc."  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again  **  {Mr. 
Dodds)  ;  after  short  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  10,  N.  96  ;  M.  86;  Bill  reported 

Read  ^^*  June  21 
I.  Read  1»  •  {Earl  IVharncliffe)  June  22  (No.  132) 

Read  2*  •  June  29 

Committee  •  ;  Report  3\d\j  10 

Read  3*  •  July  U  ^^.  ^^. 

Bo;al  Assent  /u/j/ 13  \\?SS  &  ^0  Vvct.  c'il^ 


Local  Loans  (Ireland)  Bin 

{Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Mr.  SoUeitor  Oaien 

for  Ireland) 

c.  Resolution  [June  29]  reported,  aad  agreed  u 
Bill  ordered  •yuit^  30 
Read  \o  •  July  4  [Bdl  »l] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  August  10 

Locke,  Mr.  J.,  Sauthwark 

Channel  Islands — Jersey— Bailiff  of  the  Rati 

Court,  [228]  361  ;— Orders  in  Council, 'ijo 

5,  428,  1622  ;— Rojral  Court  of,  [227]  hn 

1121;  [228]  964;  [231]  968 
House    Occupiers    Disquaiifioation    RenonJ 

2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [228]  «« 
Metropolis  —  Thames    Embankment  —  Hi; 

Tides,  [230]  1393 
Metropolis  (Parochial  Sjstem),  Res.  [227]M! 

309 
Parliament—Ladies'  Gallerj,  Hoose  of  Coe 

mons,  [228]  687 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  3R.  [231]  6«0 
Supply — Mint,  including  Coinage,  [227]  514 
Thames,  Prevention  of  Floods  in  tte,  [22; 

1568 

London,  Bishop  of 

Burial,  Law  of,  Res.  [229]  638 
Confession,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  [230]  1687 
Sweden  —  Stockholm,   Epiaoopal  Cboroh  1 

[229]  1888 
Union  of  Benefices,  2R.  [229]  759 
University  of  Oxford,  Comm .  cL  14,  [228]  » 

d.  16,  960,  1305 

Lopes,  Sir  M.,  Devonshire,  S. 

Greenwich  Pensioners  in  Government  Empi 

[228]  621 
Navy  Estimates— Admiralty  Office,  [228]  II 
Dockyards,  Ac.  [230]  471 
Scientific  Departments,  [230]  458 
Prisons,  2  R.  [230]  286,929 

Lopes,  Mr.  H.  C,  Frome 

Appellate   Jurisdiction,    Comni.    [230]  11' 

cl.  1,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1161 

Commons,   Comm.  cl.  4,  [229]    1524;   d. 

Amendt.  1526,  1528  ;  add.  cl.  1575 
Judicature  Acts — Jurymen,  [227]  450 
Offences  against  the  Person,  Comm.  [227]  3 
Royal  Titles  Act  Proclamation — Vote  of  ( 
sure,  Kes.  [229]  421 

Lords  Lieutenant — Choice  of  Magistrai 

Personal  Explanation.  The  Earl  of  Sand» 
Reply,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Got 

August  3,  [231]  365 

Lowe,  Right  Hon.  R.,  London   TJni 

sity 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Consid.  cl.  13,  [231] 
Cruelty   to  Animals,  2R.  [231]  915  ;  Coi 

cl.  2,   Amendt.    1147;    cl.   3,    Amendt. 

1149  ;  cl.  5,  1151  ;  add.  cl.  1152 
Egypt — Egyptian   Finance — Mr.    Care's  ! 

sion,  [228]  567;   Kes  [231]  639,644;— 


LOW        LOW 
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LOW 
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Lows,  Right  Hon.  R. — eont. 

Elementary  Education,  Comni.  add.  el.  [230] 
1642,  1842  ;  Consid.  cl.  H,  [231]  522,  M8 

Exchequer  Bonds,  SR.  [227]  1436 

India — Nizam  State  Railway — Loans  to  Indian 
Princes,  [229]  1346 

Indian  Civil  Service  Competition,  [231]  717, 
721 

Indian  Covenanted  Civil  Servants,  [230]  620 

London  Municipal  Government,  Res.  [229] 
1806 

Parliament — Public  Business,  Arrangement  of, 
[230]  1636 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [231] 
710 

Parliament — Public  Petition  from  a  Foreign 
Town — Uoulogne-sur-Mer  (British  Consu- 
late), Res.  [228]  1417 

Privy  Council  (Oaths  uken  by  Members,  So.) 
Address  for  Returns,  [228]  2031  ;  —  Mr. 
Lowe's  Speech  at  Retford — Personal  State- 
ment, [229] 62 

Real  Estote  Intestacy,  2R.  [230]  601 

Royal  Titles,  Leave,  [227]  410,425;  Comm. 
[228JO2;  el.  1,285;  3K.  513 

Sues  Canal  Shares,  Comm.  [231]  831 

Supply  —  Civil  Service  Commission,  [227] 
1103 

Supply — Suez  Canal  Shares,  Res.  [227]  563, 
616 

Turkey — Bulgaria,  Atrocities  in,  [231]  877 

University  of  Oxford,  2R.  [229]  J  748 


LowTHEK,  Mr.  J.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies),  York  City 
Africa,  West  Coast  of— Miscellaneous  Questions 
African  Mail  Steamers — Native  labourers, 

[231]  690 
Dahomey,  Disputes  with,  [231]  120 
The    Gambia  —  Exchange    of    Territory, 
[227]    133,   684,    1710;    [228]    272;— 
Acting  Administrator  of,  [231]  118 
Barbadoes — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Flogging  in,  [228]  1323 
Governor  Uennessy,  [229]  158,  265 
Riots,  [228]   1628,  1834;  [229]  44;  [230] 

1281,  1811  ;  [231]  702 
Social  and  Political  Condition,  [231]  48 
British  Honduras,  [231]  117 
Canada,  Dominion  of — British  Columbia,  [230] 

871 
China — Blockade  Question,  [230]  503 

Hong  Kong,  Chinese  Consul  at,  [231]  119 
Church    Bodies  (Gibraltar) — The  Ordinances, 
[228]  66  ;  Motion  for  an  Address,  768  ;  [230] 
1399 
Church  of  .England — Episcopal  See  of  Gibral- 
tar, [231]  1166 
Dahomev  —  Bombardment,    The   Threatened, 

[229]*671 
Feuian  Prisoners,  Escape  of,  [229]  1604 
Fyi  Islands— Disturbances,  [230]  1174 
Land  Question,  [231]  1157 
Papers,  [230]  1967 
Gibraltar  —  Aliens*   Order   in    Council,  1873, 
[228]  1832;  [230]  1434 
Church  Endowments  in.  [227]  225,  262 
India — Malay  Peninsula — Birch,  Mr.,  Murder 
ot.  [229]  1303  ; — Disturbances  in  the — 
P»pen,  12272  268 
SaUogore,  Bniiah  Resident  io,  [329I 1516 


LowTHXB,  Mr.  J. — eont. 

Jamaica — Mr.  P.   A.   Smith,  District  Judge, 

[230] 1622 
Malta — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Civilian  Government,  [229]  1667 
Commercial  Treaty  with  iuly,  [229]  367 
H.R.H.  The  Prince  of  Wales— Nobility  of 
MalU,  The,  [229]  670,  1667 
Malta,  Taxation  in.  Res.  [229]  1985,  1988 
Marriage  with  a  Deceaseid  Wife's  Sister,  [228] 

352 
Mercantile  Marine — Burglaries  at  Sea,  [228] 

1835 
Newfoundland  Fisheries,  [327]  554,  677;  [228] 

1 178  ;— French  Shore,  [229]  667 
Post  Office — South  Africa.  Telegraphic  Com- 
munication with,  [229]  672 
Prince  Edward  Island — Land    Purchase   Act, 

1875.  [227]  569 
River  Gambia,  Res.  [228]  2005 
Saint  Vincent — Treatment  of  Coolies,  Motion 

for  an  Address,  [227]  2075 
Sierra  Leone — Financial  Position,  [229]  1040 
United  SUtes— Indian  War.  [230]  1697 
West  Indies— St.  Vincent,  IsUind  of,  [229]  365  ; 

[230]  1170 
Windward  Islands — Disturbances,  [229]  367 
Federation,  [228]  1178 


LowTHER,  Mr.  W.,   Westmoreland 

Metropolis— Hyde  Park — The  Serpentine,  Res. 
[228]  1248 

Lubbock,  Sir  J.,  Maidstone 

Bankers   Books    Evidence,  2R.   [229]   1597 ; 

Consid.  [230]  937 
Barbadoes  —  Social  and  Political   Condition, 

[231]  58 
Commons,  Leave,  [227]  198 
Crossed  Cheques,  [227]  684 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  [231]  896;    Comm. 

cl,  3,1148,  1149 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  [229]  744  ; 

Comm.  el.  2, 1198 
Education   Code — Subjects,    Choice    of.    Res. 

[227] 1800, 1812 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [230]  51 ;  Comm. 

el.  6,  1404  ;  el.  7,  1413,  1414 ;  el.  11,  1446  ; 

add.  el.  1999  ;  Consid.  cL  14,  [231]  491 
Exchequer  Bonds,  3R.  [227]  1432 
Foreign  Loans,   Select   Committee  on — Hon- 
duras Minister,  [227]  136 
Joint  Stock  Companies  Act  —  Arrest  of  an 

Official  Liquidator  at  Hamburgh,  [229]  926 
Maritime  Contracts,  Leave,  [227]  162 
Royal  Titles  Proclamation,  [228]  1774 
Seal  Fisheries  Act,   1875— Close  Time,  [230] 

1480 
Sues  Canal  Shares,  Comm.  [231]  855 
Supply— British  Museum,  [231]  264 


LucAN,  Earl  of 

Army— Knightsbridge  Barracks,  [227]  1117 


ieanl. 


Lunatics^  Committal  aud  TTtatmciv^.  ^^ 
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Lush,  Dr.  J.  A.,  Salisbury 

Army  Medical  Department  —  Examinations, 
[227]  267 

Coroners,  Reg.  [230]  1314 

Duke  of  Sohomberg's  Pension — Commutation, 
Res.  [231]  767 

Elementary  Education,  Comm.  cL  26,  [230] 
1603 

Medical  Act  Amendment  (Foreign  Universi- 
ties). 2R.  [230]  1009 

Poor  Law — Bath  Board  of  Guardians,  [231] 
264 

Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  add,  el.  [229] 
1776  ;  Consid.  [230]  604 


LusK,  Sir  A.,  Finshury 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Comm.  [230]  1168 
Army— Knightsbridge   Barracks,  [227]  1229; 

Res.  1766 
Consolidated  Fund,  SR.  [228]  666 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add,  el,  [230] 

1666  ;  Consid.  cl,  8,  [231]  476 
Maritime  Contracts,  Leave,  [227]  160 
Mercantile  Marine — Pensions  to  Seamen,  Res. 

[227]  1832 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  el.  3,  [228]  649, 
900 ;   cl,  6,  1165  ;   cl,  16,   1002  ;   Amendt. 
1616;  cl,   16,   1802;  cl.  18,  1806;  add,  d. 
1936;  [229]  64,  66,  68,229  ;  Consid.  add.  el, 
1064  ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  [231]  1178 
Metropolis  (Parochial  System),  Res.  [227]  309 
Navy    Estimates  —  Admiralty    OflBce,    [228] 
1661 
Seamen  and  Marines,  [228]  1648 
Offences    against    the    Person,   Comm.   [229] 

1784 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [229] 

1774  ;  Consid.  [230]  604 
Supply — Charity  Commission,  [227]  605 

Chief  Secretjiry  for  Ireland  Offices,   [227] 

1843 
Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  611 
Copyhold,  Inclosure,  and    Tithe   Commis- 
sion, [227]  515 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Household  of, 

Ac.  [227]  1842 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  [227]  502 
Mint,  including  Coinage,  [227]  624 


McArthur,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 

Africa — Gold  Coast — Case  of  Messrs.  Swanxy, 

[231]  969 
Army — Aldershot,  Barracks  at,  [227]  405 

Soldiers,  Accommodation  for,  [227]  1021 
Burial  Service — Church  of  England,  [228]  881 
Elementary    Education,    Comm.   [230]    1222  ; 

add.  cl.  2018;  [231]  24.  63 
Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amendment, 

2R.  [228]  1286 
Gas,  Price  of,  [231]  969 

India—  Bombay — Tenders  for  Bills  on,  [227]  265 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts — Steamer  "  Maiie,'* 

[230]  1629 
Newfoundland  Fisheries,  [227]  554 
Post  Office — Channel  Islands — Alderney,  [228] 
1323 
South  Africa,  Te\egrap\i\o  Comiriu\i\<i«iV.\oxi 
with,  [229]  672 


MgArthub,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  Lamhdk 

Africa,  West  Coast  of—Qmiibia*  Acting  Ai. 

ministrator  of  the,  [231]  118 
Army ~  Barracks,    AocommodmUoa   in,  [227] 

1766 
Canada,  Dominion  of — British  Cotombia,  [sjo] 

870 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  d,  [231] 

60,67 
Elementary  Education  Act — Poor  Law  RiUd^ 

[227]  1417 
Endowed  Schools — Tideswell  Gramiiiar  Schoit, 

[229]  1516 
India — Indian  Gaols,  [229]  1515 
River  Gambia,  Res.  [228]  1998,  3007 
West  Africa—GambU  Settlement,  [227]  MI. 

1710 

Maoabtney,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  Tyrone 
Constabulary  Pensioners  (Ireland),  Ifotioifcr 

a  Select  Committee,  [230]  571 
Electoral  County  Boards  (IreUnd),  SR.[t2;] 

782 
Poor  Law  (Ireland)^nnloa  Workhonies,  [tji] 

616,  616 
Public  Houses  (Ireland) — Sandsy  Closisf,  Im. 

[229]  649 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sonday  (Iit> 

land)  (No.  2),  2R.  [23o]*1351 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (IreUnd),  €«■■. 

[230]  366 

MacCakthy,  Mr.  J.  G.,  MaUato 

Elementary  Education,  Comm.e/.  5,  [23o]llll 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2a.  [228]  707 
Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions  (Qf«l 

Britain),  Res.  [228]  973,  974 
Supply — Public  Education,  Ireland,  [231]  579 

Macdonald,  Mr.  A.,  Stafford 
Commons,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [229]  1406 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [230J  64 ;  Comm. 

d.  7,  1417 
Employers  Liability  for  Injury,  2R.  [229]  1154 

1181 
Explosive  Substances  Act,  1875  —  Dynaiute 

Explosion  of,  in  South  Wales,  [228]  1831 

[229]  1190 
Factory    Acts — Bleachworks    and    Dyeworki 

[228]  1098 
House  Occupiers  Disqualification  Removal,  SI 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [228]  552 
Inland  Revenue  Department — Extra  Pay,  [ijc 

1390 
Inland   Revenue — Railway  Passenger  Doty- 
London,  Chatham,  and  Dover,  <kc.  Railwaji 

[231]  1075 
Inland   Revenue  —  Railway    Passenger  Dat* 

Res.  [227]  1600  ;  [230]  1474 
Jury  Laws — Legislation,  [227]  554 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  [228]   536 ;  cl  i 

680  ;  cl.  15,  Motion  for  reporting  Promu 

1619;  d.   16,   1802;  cl.  24,  1914;  aSd.c. 

[229]  61,91,225 
Mines — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Blasting  Powder,  [227J  136,  J022, 1797 
Coal  Mines — Birley  Explosion,  [230]  1J79 
— Clifton  Hall  Colliery  Accident,  [«! 
1074 
Q^qWv^x'j  k^^\d<ivit% — Wiijan  Collieries,  \i2i 

\2 
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Maodoitald,  Mr.  A. — eont. 

Pollution  of  Rirers,  2R.  [230)  1677 

Poor   Law   Amendment.  Comm.  [228]   1470; 

el  28,  [229]  1768  ;  add.  d,  1777 
Publicans  Certificates  (Scotland),  Comm.  eh  4, 

[228] 1810 
Railway   CooApanies — Servants,   Dismissal   of, 

[230]  386 
Supply— Civil    Service  Commission,  Amendt. 
[227]  608 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  [228]  1467 
Lord   Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Household  of, 

<bo.  [227]  1842 
Report,  Amendt.  [2273995,  996 

Macdufp,  Viscount,  Hlgin  and  Nairn 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2K.  [227]  1617 

MacGreoor,  Mr.  D.  E.,  Letthy  Sfo, 

228]  Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  536  ;  cl.  3,  907; 

.      cl.  5,  1154,  1158  ;  cl.  18.  1804,  1809 
229]  a^.  cl.  70,  92,  215  ;  Consid.  add.  cl.  1061  ; 
.     el.  4,    1066;    cl.  11.    1068;    cl.    18,   1072, 
.      1073;   el.   19,   1076;  cl.   20,   Amendt.   ib., 
.     1077;  3R.  1335 
Peru —Steamship  "Talisman."  Crew  of  the. 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  424 

Mac  Iver,  Mr.  D.,  Birkenhead 

228]  Merchant  ShippinfTi  Comm  .535 ;  cl.  3,  Amendt. 
544,  550,  665,  893  ;  Motion  for  reporting 
.      Progress,  909  ;  cl.  5.  1152  ;  Amendt.  1159  ; 
.     el.  14,  1376, 1585,  1687,  1588;  d.  15,  1692, 
.      1604,  1614,  1616,  1621  ;  cl.  16,  1704  ;  el.  19, 
.      1881  ;  cl.  27,  1917 ;  add.  cl.  1929, 1947 
22g]add.  cl.  56,  66,  67,  70,  215,  219.  226.  234. 
.      235  ;    Consid.  add.  el.   1057,    1063  ;  cL  4. 
Amendt.    1065 ;     Amendt.   1066 ;    Amendt. 
.      1067  ;  cl.  11,  Amendt.  1068  ;  cl.  19,  Amendt. 
.      1076  ;  cl.  26,  Amendt.  1082,  1274 
231]  Lords     Amendts.    Consid.    Amendt.     1162, 
.      1175,1178 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1871—'*  Leader,"  The 

Schooner,  [230]  855 
Sues  Canal  Shares,  Comm.  [23  t]  845 


"M-cKenna,  Sir  J.  N.,   Toughal 

Admiralty     Jurisdiction     (Ireland)   —  Lords 

Amendts.   Motion   for   Adjournment.  [230] 

1272 
Bankers    Deposits  —  Financial    Panics,    Res. 

[229]  778,  794 
Bankrupt  Banks.   1844-1875  — Defective   Re- 
turns, [230]  129 
Coast  and   Deep  Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R. 

[228]  440 
Criminal    Law  —  Pontefraot    Magistrates  — 

Duggan,  Case  of,  [231]  114 
Crossed  Cheques,  3k.  [231]  1218  ;  Re-comm. 

cl.  12,  1219 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  3R.  [229]  1376 
Customs — Wine   Duties,  Motion   for  a  Select 

Committee,  [227]  1581 

Elementary   Education,  Consid.  el.   14,  [231] 

493 
Inland   Revenue — Excise — Blending    of  Irish 
Whiakej,  Motion  for  a  Seleot  C;ommlttee, 
[228]  1212 

[eoNl; 


M'EiNNA,  Sir  J.  N.— e<m<. 

Ireland — Clerks  of  the  Peace,  [230]  851 

Peace  Preservation  Act — Proclaimed  Dis- 
tricts, [227]  2012 

Ireland — Blackwater  Fishery,  Res.  [230]  1333 

Ireland — Borough  Franchise,  Res.  [228]  717 

Ireland — Common  Pleas — Resignation  oi  Chief 
Justice,  Motion  for  a  Paper.  [231]  1231 

Irish  Peerage,  Consid.  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  [231]  1189 

Jurors  Qualification  (Ireland),  Comm.  Sche- 
dule 1,  [230]  145.  269.  271 

Merchant  Shipping.  Comm.  el.  3,  [228]  549 ; 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  686.  908 ;  cl.  5, 
1156 ;  e/.  14,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 
1876, 1377 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Session,  [231] 
123 

Parliamentary  Agency,   Res.    Amendt.   [231] 

'   326.329 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  Res.  [228] 
1232.1237.1247 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2).  Comm.  [231]  349.  360,  351 

Supply — Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  [228] 
1468 
Suex  Canal  Shares,  Res.  [227]  619 

Turkish  Debt— Loan  of  1854,  Res.  [230]  1757 


Mackintosh,  Mr.  C.  F.,  Inverness ,  Sfc. 

Elementary  Education  (Scotland)  Act— Scotch 
Education  Code,  1876.  [228]  1406 

Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2K.  [227]  1634 

Post  Ofilce — Hebrides,  Mails  to  the,  [227] 
1868 

Sasine  Office  (Edinburgh),  [227]  681 

McLaoan,  Mr.  P.,  Linlithgowshire 
Banns  of  Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  [230]  218 
Elementary  Education,'  Comm.  el.   11,   [230] 

1446  ;  add.  el.  1911 
Explosive    Substances    Act,  1875  —  Railwaj 

Companies  Bye-Laws,  [228]  879 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1606,  1656 
Inland    Revenue — Excise — Blending  of   Irish 

Whisky,    Motion   for  a   Select    Committee, 

[228]  1200 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee.  [228]  368 
Peru — Guano.  [227]  406 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  Leave,  [229]  1600;   2R. 

[230]  1878 
Scotland — Hypothec,  Law  of.  [227]  135 

McLaben,  Mr.  D.,  Edinburgh 

Banns  of  Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  [230]  217 
Burgesses  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1188  ;  Comm. 

1779 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [228] 

8,31,36,41 
Civil    Service— Writers  at  Customs  Out-Ports, 

[228]  963 
Ecclesiastical  Assessments    (Scotland),  [230] 

1048.  1049,  1481 
Edinburgh  Improvement,  2R.  [230]  242 
Elementary  Education,  Consid.  add.  el.  (231 J 

469,  472  ;  el.  14,  633 
lnU>x\Qax\ii^  \A^\x»i«  ^^^^^'OcmAV  ^"S^.,  \>'»f?^ 
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McLaren,  Mr.  D. — eorU, 

Parliamentary  Agencf,  Res.  [231]  330 
Peru— "  Talisman,"  Case  of,  Res.  [231]  755 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  Consid.  [231]  284 
Poor   Law  Amendment,  Comm.   [228]  1470 ; 

el  28,  [229]  1769 
Poor  Law  (Scotland) — Medical  Relief,   [228] 

1483 
Post  Office — Blue  Books — Postage  of,  [228] 

1324,  1408 
Prisons  (Scotland),  [231]  704 
Railway  Passenger  Duty,  Res.  [^27]  1601 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),  Comm.  [231]  346,  360 
Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland),   [230]   1623 ;    2R. 

[231]  564 
Supply — Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  512 
Embassies    and    Missions    Abroad,    [228] 

1467 
Local  Government  Board,  ^.  [227]  516, 

517,  520 
Public  Education  in  Scotland,  [231]  267 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 

[230]  360 
Valuation  of  Property  (Metropolis)  Act  (1869) 

Amendment,    2R.     Bill     withdrawn,    [230] 

1940 

Maitland,  Mr.  J.,  Kirkcudbrightshire 
Army — Moncrieff  Gun  Carriage,  [231]  418 
Banns  of  Marriage  (Scotland),  2R,.  [230]  211 
University  of  Cambridge,  2R.  [230]  1107 

Makins,  Lieut. -Colonel  W.  T.,  ^ssexy  8. 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Consid.  cl.  13,  [231] 

883 
Army  Chaplains — Compensation,  [229]  1664 
Elementary    Education,    Leave,    [229]    960  ; 

2R.  1927 
Gas  Companies  Act — Gas  Referees,  [229]  1110 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  2R,.  [230]  1026 
Metropolitan  Railway,  2R.  [227]  809 
Railway  Passenger  Duty,  Res.  [227]  1590 

Malay    Peninsula  —  The  Disturbances  at 

Perak 
227] Question,  Sir  George  Campbell;    Answer, 
Mr.  J.  Lowther  F^6  14,257 
Moved,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Uer  Majesty  for  further  Correspondence 
respecting    the     Malay    Peninsula"    {Lord 
.      Stanley  of  Alderley)  Feb   28,   1000  ;   after 
short  debate,  on  Question  ?  resolved  in  the 
negative 
Personal  E.xplanjition,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alder- 
Icy  ;  Reply,  The   Earl  of  Carnarvon  Mar  3, 
1283;    Question,    Mr.    Noel;    Answer,  Mr. 
228]  Bourke  April  24,  1577 

Correspondence— P.P.  [1505,  1510,  1512] 

Malmesbury,  Earl  of  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 
Agricultural  Holdings  (Scotland),    2R.    [228] 

1382 
Chain  Cables  and  Anchors,  [227]  547 

Malta 

Civilian  Government^  Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  June  12,  [229]  1666 
Commercial  Treaty  with  Jtafy,  Q,ueal\ow,  'NVr. 
Potter;    Answer,  Mr.  J.  LowXYier  Ma-y  \\, 
[229] 367 


Jfo/to— cont. 


H.R.H.  the  Prince  of  Walee^Tke  NMU^tf 
MaJUat  Question,  Obserratioiit;  Viseoot 
Sidmouth ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Camum 
May  11,  [229]  362  ;  Questions,  Sir  Gtctp 
Bowyer ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowiber  Hiiy  15^ 
670  :  June  12,  1607 

ITie  Fortifieatione  of  MaUa,  Qaastion,  Obwm* 
tions.  Earl  De  La  Wsrr  ;  Reply,  Earl  Cais- 
gan  June  27,  [230]  487 

The  Nobility  of  Malta — Grievances,  QncttiM, 

Viscount   Sidmouth :  Answer,  The  Eari  «if 

Carnarvon  June  16,  [229]  1065 

Correspondence      ....    PJ'.  [1589] 

Paper 15S 


Malta — Taxation  on  Grain  and  Cattle 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  16,  T« 
leave  out  from  *'  That,**  and  add  **  ia  tW 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  inexpedient  k 
policy,  and  mischievous  as  an  example  to 
other  Nations  on  the  shores  of  the  Meditir- 
ranean,  to  continue  to  levy  ten  shUliBgt  a 
quarter  on  wheat  imported  into  the  islaad  «f 
Malta,  and  other  high  Duties  of  a  procecdn 
character  on  grain  and  cattle  "  {Mr,  Pttter) 
v.,  [229]  1976 ;  Question  proposed.  **  That 
the  words,  Ao.  ;**  after  debate,  Qoestioi 
put :  A.  130,  N.  84  ;  M.  46 


Manchester,  Duke  of 

Africa,  West  Coast  of— Exohange  of  TerritMy, 

[227]  392 


Manchester  Post  Office  Bill 

{Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Lord  John  Mannert) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  Feb  15  [Bill  72] 

Read  2<>,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committas 
F<j6  28,  [227]1104 

And,  on  Mar  1,  Committee  nominated  as  fel- 
lows : — Mr.  Floyer  (Chairman),  Mr.  Levesoo 
Gower,  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd ;  Mr.  Ileyiiaif, 
and  Mr.  Kirkman  Hodgson  nominated  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection 

Report*  ;  Re-comm.  Mar  9  [Bill  100] 

Committee*  {on  re^comm.) — b.p.  Mar  13 

Committee  •  (on  rg-comm.) ;  Report  Mar  \i 

Considered  *  Mar  15 

Read  3°  •  Mar  10 
/.  Read  1»  •  ( Lord  President)  Mar  1 7       ( No.  «) 

Read  2**  Mar  24 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Mar  27 

Read  3»  •  Mir  28 

Royal  Assent  April  7  [39  TTc/.  c.  iv] 


Manners,  Right  lion.  Lord  J.  J.  E. 
(Postmaster  General),  Leicesier- 
shirej  N. 

Fine  Arts,  Motion  for  an  Addresa,  [229"  303 

Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions  (Great 
Britain),  Res.  [228]  1033 

Parliament — Ladies*  Gallery,  Uoase  of  Com- 
mons, '228] 5S9 

"^a,T\\5k.vcv<iN\\. — Vv^i\\«i  "^^Wvv^w  ^T^vft.  %.  Foreign 
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Manviri,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  R.— «ont. 

Post  Office — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Blue  Booiis,  Postage  of.  [228]  1324 
Cape  of  Good  Hope  Mail  Contract,  [230] 

1173 
Channel  Islands — Aldemey,  [228]  1328 
Cheques,  [227]  268 
Cornwall,  Telegraphic   Commanication  in, 

[231]  113 
Female  Clerks  in  the  iSaTings  Bank  Depart- 
ment J228]  1179 
Glasgow  Post  Office,  [228]  1832 
Hehrides,  Mails  to  the,  [227]  1868 
House  of  Commons,  [230]  1395 
India,  Postage  to,  [228]  351 
Ireland,  Mail  Routes  in,  [227]  227 
Letter  Carriers'  Uniform,  [230]  246 
North  American  Mail  Contracts,  [227]  258 
North  American  Mails,  [228]  63, 269  ;  [230] 

1393 
Postal  Rates,  Reduction  of,  [227]  303 
Postal  Telegraph  Service— Royal  Engineers, 

[22731711 
PosUl  Telegraph  Wires,  [228]  1579 
Prorinoial  Continental  Messages,  [230]  736 
Rural    Post   Office    Messengers  (Ireland), 

[228]  1180 
Telegraph  Cards,  [227]    137;— Messages, 

1413;  [231]  1068;— Stamps,  [227]  404; 

—System,  [229]  1053 
Telegraphs  —  Glengarriffe,  [228]  1 180  ;— 

Safety  of  Wires  (Metropolis),  [228]  69  ; 

—Special  Wires,  [231]  815,  816 
Telegraphs  in  Small  Towns,  [228]  1834 
West  India  Home  Mails,  [230]  1819 
Post  Office  — Postal    Telegraph  Department, 

Res.  [228]  214 
Telegraphs  (Money),  2R.  [227]  1490 

ICarine  Mutiny  BiU 

{Mr,  RcdheMt  Mr,  Runt,  Mr.  Algernon  EgerUn) 

e.  Ordered  •  Mar  14 

Readl*'*lfar20 

Read  2»  •  Mar  24 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  30 

Considered  *  Mar  31 

Read  3^  •  April  3 
/.  Read  1»  •  ( TA^  Lord  Privy  Seal)  April  8 

Read  2*  *  ;  Committee  negatived  ;  read  3* 
April  4 

Royal  Assent  April  7  [39  Vict.  c.  9] 

Maritime  Contracts  Bill 

(Mr,  Raikes,  Mr.   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to.  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  1^* 
Feb  10,  [227]  142  [Bill  50] 

Question,  Mr.  J.  G.  Iluhbard  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Rxchequer  May  4,  [229]  42 

Bill  withdrawn  *  July  6 

Market  Jnries  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Sir  Colman  0*Loghlen,  Mr.  Maurice  Brooks, 

Mr.  Patrick  Martin) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  Mar  30  [BiU  117] 

Read  2«»  May  16 
Commttee  [Dropped] 


\ 


Marlborouoh,  Dnke  of 

Commons,  Comm.  cl,  21,  [230]  1431 

Marling,  Mr.  8.  8.,  Stroud 
Commons,  Comm.  cl.  8,  [229]  1528 

Marriage  Law  Amendment 

Question,  Ohserfations,  Lord  Chelmsford  ;  Re- 
ply, The  Lord  Chancellor  Mar  27,  [228]  609 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wif^s  Sister 

Question,  Sir  Thomas  Chambers  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
J.  Lowther  Mar  21,  [228]  352 

Marriages  (Saint  James,  Buxton)  Bill 

[Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson,  Mr.  Secretary  Cross) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l'>  •  Feb  17  [Bill  79] 

Read2«*F«6  24 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Feb  28 

Read3*'*i/ar2 
I.  Read  l^^  (The  Lord  SteuHxrd)  Mar  3  (No.  22) 

Read2**Jlfar  7 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  9 

Read  8**3far  13 

Royal  Assent  Mar  17  [39  Vict.  0.  i] 

Mabtkn,  Mr.  A.  G.,  Cambridge 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2  El.[229l  1699;  Comm. 
cl.  3,  Amendt.  [230]  1159  ;  c/.13,[23i]  772  ; 
Consid.  add.  cl.  880 
Commons,  Comm.  cl.  8,  Amendt.  [229]  1524 
Crossed  Cheoues,3R.  [231]  1218 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [230] 

1841 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R.  Amendt. 

[230]  1876 
Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res.  [231]  310 
Judicature  Acts — Issues  of  Fact  in  Chancery, 

[230]  1816 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  <Mdd.  cl.  [229]  55 
Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Registration  (Bo- 
roughs), 2R.  [229]  1783 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  [229]  20 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundity  (Ire- 
land), (No.  2.),  Comm.  [231]  344 
University  of  Cambridge,  2R.  [230JIO95 

Martin,  Mr.  P.  W.,  Rochester 

Burial  Services  in  Parish  Churchyards,  Res. 

[227]  1318 
Commons,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [229]  1^97 
Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amendment, 

2R.  [228]  1279 
India— Oude,  Ex-King  of— Debts,  [230]  620 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.<;/.  27,  [228]  1918 

Massey,  Eight  Hon.  W.  N.,  Tiverton 
Inland  Revenue  Department,  [231]  695 

Master  and  Servant  Laws  —  Employers 
Liability  for  Injuries  to  their  Servants 
Select  Committee  appointed  "  to  inquire  whe- 
ther it  may  be  expedient  to  render  masters 
liable  for  injuries  occasioned  to  their  servants 
by  the  negligent  acts  of  certificated  managers 
of  collieries,  managers,  foremen,  and  others 
to  whom  the  general  control  and  superin- 
tendence o\  'woxV^^^^^n^^^t^j^  v^^wswssjX- 
t«d,  txid  n)Qft\.\i«t  >^<b  \«t\si^  ^wosssan.  wss^^^v 
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Master  and  Servant  Lawi — Emphyen  LtabiKty 
for  Injuries  to  their  Servants-— cont. 

ment  *  oould  be  defined  bj  legislatire  enact- 
ment more  clearly  than  it  is  by  the  law  as  it 
at  present  stands"  {Mr.  Secretary  Cross) 
June  22 
Committee  nominated  as  follows  :— Mr.  Lowe 
(Chairman),  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Mr. 
Cawley,  Mr.  Gibson,  Sir  Daniel  Goooh, 
Sir  Henry  Jackson,  Mr.  Knowles,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre,  Mr.  Macdonald,  Mr.  Meldon,  Mr. 
Mundella,  Mr.  Eustace  Smith,  Mr.  Spencer 
Stanhope,  Mr.  Tennant,  and  Mr.  Wyndham 
Report  of  Select  Comm.  July  21— P.P.372 

Maxwell,  Sir  W.  Stirling-,  Perthshire 

Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [237]  1614 
Italy — Hinde,   Mr.,  Murder  of,  near   Naples, 
[227]  864 
William  Mercer,  Case  of,  [230]  1172 
Scotland — King's  Park  at  Stirling,  [231]  665 

Medical  Act  Amendment  (Foreign  Uni- 
versities) Bill 

(^Mr.  Cowper-  Temple,  Mr.  Russell  Ourney,  Dr. 
Cameron,  Mr,  Forsyth) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  •  Feb  9  [Bill  36] 

Moved,   "That    the    Bill    be    now  read  2<>" 

July  5,  [230]  996 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "now,"  and  add  ''upon 

this  day  three  months  "  {Mr.   Wheelhouse) ; 

Question  proposed,  **  That  *  now,'  Ac.  ;**  after 

debate,  Ajnendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn  ;  Bill 

withdrawn 


Medical  Act  (Qualifications)  Bill 

{Mr.  Russell  Gurney,  Mr.  John  Bright) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°*  May  25  [Bill  170] 

Read  2«»  •  June  26 

Committee  •  July  3,  debate  adjourned 

Committee  • — r.p.  July  4 

Committee* — r.p.  July  10 

Committee*  ;  Report  Ju^y  13 

Considered  *  July  14 

Read  3""*  July  18 
I.  Read  l^^  (The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  July  20 

Read  2*^  July  25,  [230]  1881  (No.  184) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  27 

Reads**  July  2% 

Royal  Assent  August  11    [39  &  40  Vict,  c.  41] 

Medical  Degrees  —  **  Conjoint  Examina- 
tions " 
Question,  Mr.    Errington  ;  Answer,  Viscount 
Sandon  Mar  9,  [227]  1709 

Medical  Practitioners  Bill 

{Mr.  Gibson,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Mulholland, 

Dr.  Ward) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°*  Feb  18  [Bill  81] 

Read  2«  *  Jwie  26 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  29 

Considered  *  June  30 

Read  3°  *  July  5 
I.  Read  1»*  ( Viscount  Hutchinson)  July  6 

Read  2''^  July  13  (No.  157) 

Committee*  July  17 

Report  •  July  20 

Read  S''*  July  21 

Royal  Assent  August  11    V^^  &  iO  Vict. c.  ^^■\ 


Meldon,  Mr.  0.  H.,  KUdare 

Animals,  Cruelty  to,  [227]  1295 

Cattle  Disease  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  9,  lletioi 

for  reporting  Progress,  [318]  1037, 1471 
Civil  Bill  Courts  (Ireland),  Leave,  [237]  545 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  and  of  the  Crown  (ireUstf)^ 

2R.,  Motion  for  Adjoamment,  [919]  1538 
County  Rates  (Ireland),  2R.  [219]  SOe 
Crab  and  Lobster  Fisheries  (Norfolk), [250]  ill 
Dachy  of  Lancaster  and  Agricaltural  HoUiafi 

(England)  Act,  Res.  [239]  1281 
Elementary  Education,   Consid.  cL  U,  [231] 

477,  492,  529 
Employers  Liability  for  Injary,  2R.  [229]  1181 
House  Occupiers  Disqoaliflcation  RemoTsl,  SI. 

[228]  554 
Judicature  Act,  1875 — Eleventh  SeetioD,[2t^ 

1422 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Kingstown  Harbour,  [229]  1 1 16 
Law  Appointments — James  DeTine,CusoC 

[229]  1349 
National  Board  of  Education — Inspeetfln' 

Reports,  [230]  615 
National  School  Teachers,  [227]  404 ;  [229] 
1349  ;~Contributory  Unions,  [227]  1!M 
Ireland — Borough  Franchise,  Res.  [228]  70S 
Ireland — Constabulary  Pensioners,  Mocaoo  fa 

a  Select  Cominittee,  [230]  570,  572 
Ireland — Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Rss.  [231' 

311 
Ireland — National  School  Teachers  Act,  187^ 

Res.  [228]  246 
Ireland — Royal  Irish   Constabulary  (Mr.  Mi 

Croker),  Res.  [229]  1437,  1439, 1440 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [228]  1561 
Poor  Law  (Scotland),  2R.  [229]  260 
Public  Health  (Ireland) — Vaccine  Lymph,  [ij; 

1021 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  2R,  [229]  I 
Supply — Civil  Serrice  Commission,  [227)514 
Local    Government    Board,    die.   Amesdt 

[227]  615,  518 
Public  Education  (Ireltnd),  [231]  275,  J71 
280 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Cora 
[230]  348,  363,  365 

Mellor,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Ashton-under-Lym 

Elementary    Education,    Comm.   cl.  8,  [23c 

1629  ;  add.  cl.  [231]  64  ;  Consid.  cl.  14.63 
Law   Courts,   New — Architect's   Commisiioi 

[230]  948 
Metropolis — Hyde  Park — Rotten   Row,  [231 

616 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  cl.  20,  Ameod 

[229]  1705 
Supply — New    Courts   of  Justice   and   Office 
[229]  1601 
Royal  Parks  and  Gardens,  [229]  1584 
War  Department  Post   Office  (Kemuneratio 

(fee),  Comm.  Amondt.  [231]  857 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [22 

1143 


Mercantile  Marine  Hospital  Service  Bi 

{Captain  Pirn,  Mr.  Wheelhouse) 
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MlBOSLLANBOUt   QuXSTIOHS 

Burglariet  at  Sea,  Qaeition,  Captain  Pirn  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  J.   Lovther  Aoril  28,  [328] 

1836 
Ciue  of  Horatio  WalUrt,  a  Cofwiet,  Question, 

Captain  Pirn  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross 

August  H,  [331]  1206 
Orteet-^Loii  of  the  "  Agrigento,**   Question, 

Mr.   T.   E.    Smith;    Answer,   Mr.  Bourke 

June  13,  [339]  1762 
Holyhead  Barbour— Wreck  of  the  Steamthip 

"Edith;*  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Sherlock; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderlej  May  15,  [339] 

670 
'*Loeksley  Hall,**  The  ^Decision  at  Thame$ 

Police  Court,  Question,  Mr.  Bates  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  April  28,  [338]  1837 ; 

Question,  Mr.  Muntz  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 

ton'Cross  May  4,  [229]  41  ;  Question,  Mr. 

Muntz ;    Answer,    The    Attorney    General 

May  11,  368 
Liphthoutes,  Question,    Mr.  Evelyn   Ashley; 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  23,  [328]  469 
"  Lily  of  Devon,**  The,  Question,  Mr.  Bates  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  May  18,  [339] 

926 
Merchant  Seamen  Deserters — Existing  Treaties, 

Question,  Captain  Pirn  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 

ifay  1,  [228 j  1909 
Pensions   to   Seamen,  Observations,  Mr.   T. 

Brassey  ;  Reply,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  ;  de- 
bate thereon  Mar  10,  [227]  1812 
Shipvtrrecked  Vessels,  Question,  Mr.  Rathbone ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  May  26,  [229]  1190 
The  '*  Strathmore;*  Question,  Admiral  Eger. 

ton ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  June  22, 

[330]  243 
Training  Ship  Schools,  Question,  Captain  Pim  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  Feb  24,  [227] 

816 
Training  Ships,  Observations,    The  Earl  of 

Shaftesbury  ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Richmond 

and  Gordon ;  debate  thereon  Mar  10,  [227] 

1780 

Revised  Regulations  .     PJP.  c.  16,  222 
Return 376 

Uniformity  of  Nautical  Termi,  Question,  Mr. 
Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Feb  21, 
[327]  667 

UnseauiorUiy  Ships — Returns,  Question,  Mr. 
Plimsoll ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley 
Feb  17,  [227I  407 ;  Question,  Mr.  Grieve ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  Feb  22,  680 

Wreck  of  the  **  Royal  Adelaide,"  Question, 
Captain  Digby  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Ad- 
derley Mar  13,  [227]  1868 

Wrecks  off  Dungeness,  Question,  Sir  Edward 
Watkin  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley 
May  29,  [229]  1366 


Mereantile  Marine  —  Pension    Fund  for 
Seamen 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
is  expedient  to  establish  a  compulsory,  self- 
supporting  Pension  Fund  for  Seamen  "  {Mr, 
T.  Brassey)  Mar  10,  [337]  1812 ;  debaid 
thereon 

VOL.  COXXXJ.    [TBmD  skribs.] 
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Mereantile  Manne  —  The  "  Franconia  " 
and  **  Strathelyde  "  Collision 

Moved,  '*  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House, 
Report  of  Mr.  Rothery,  Registrar  of  the 
High  Court  of  Admiralty,  on  the  conduct  of 
the  officers  of  the  "  Palmerston  "  after  the 
collision  of  the  "  Franconia"  and  the  "Strath- 
clyde"  (Earl  Granville)  August  11,  [231] 
1069  ;  Motion  agreed  to  (P.P.  246) 

Question,  The  Marquess  of  Hamilton  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  Adderley  Feb  28,  [227]  1024 ; 
Question,  Sir  William  Bagge ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  Adderley  June  23,  [230]  336 

Merchant  Service  Officers — Examinations 

Moved,  "  That  it  is  expedient  that  voluntary 
examinations  should  be  held  under  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  modern  languages  and  commer- 
cial law,  and  that  further  inducements  should 
be  given  to  merchant  officers  to  study  at  the 
Naval  University  at  Greenwich"  {Mr,  T? 
Brassey)  May  16.  [229]  794  ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  withdrawn 


Merchant  Shipping  Acts 

MlSOXLLANXOUS   QUXSTIOVS 

Board  of  Trade  Surveys  —  The  "  Mount 
Royal!*  Question,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  Adderley  Mar  7,  [227]  1666 

Foreign  Laws  respecting  Stowage,  Question, 
Mr.  Gorst;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley 
ApHl  10.  [228]  1478 

Chain  Cargoes,  Question,  Mr.  Plimsoll ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  Adderley  June  1,  [229] 
1619 

Orain  Laden  Vessels,  Question,  Dr.  Kenealy ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  Feb  28,  [227] 
1024 

Correspondence     .    .    .    .    P.P.  [1406] 

P>.  211 

Light  Dues,  Question,  Mr.  Grieve  ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  16, 
[229]  1971  ;  Question,  Mr.  Norwood ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  Adderley  August  3,  [231] 
421 

Lighthouse  on  Coningbeg  Rock,  Question,  Mr. 
Richard  Power  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adder- 
ley  May  29,  [229]  1362 

Load  Line  Returns,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Wil- 
son ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  Mar  9, 
[227]  1707  P.P,  67 

Merchant  Seamen  Deserters^  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley 
June  26,  [230]  422 

Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1871 — Hie  Schooner 
"  Leader,*'  Question,  Mr.  Mac  Tver  ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  Adderley  July  3,  [230]  866 

Merchant  Shipping  Ads,  1876-1876  —  Sur- 
veyors, Question,  Mr.  O'Leary  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  Adderley  July  4,  [230]  947 

Vessels  surveyed  .     .  PJ*.  [1383,  1433,  1632] 

Overloading  —  Detention  of  Ships,  Question, 
Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adder- 
ley  Feb  29.  [227]  1123  P.P,  3,  374 

Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sea^  Questioa^  ^vc  l^Vixv 

8D  V«^- 
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Merchant  Shipping  AcU^eont. 

Scurvy  on  Board  the  **  Royal  Sovereign" 
Questions,  Dr.  Ward  ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  Feb  15,  [327]  302  ;  Mar  6, 1414  ; 
3far  9,  1715  P.P.  117 

**  Stratftclyde"  The,  Question,  The  Marquess  of 
namilton  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley 
Feb  28,  [227]  I02i;— The  Tug  ''Palmer- 
8ton,'*  Question,  Sir  William  Bagge;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  Adderley  June  28,  [230]  336 

Surgeons,  Questions,  Captain  Pirn :  Answers, 
Sir  Charles  Adderley  May  5,  [229]  105  ; 
Jtdy  27,  [230]  1963 

The  " Skerryvore"  Question,  Mr.  PlimsoU  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  Jun^ 22,  [230] 
244 

The  Steamer  *■* Marie,*  Question,  Mr.  A. 
M'Arthur ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley 
July  20,  [230]  1629 

Unseaworthy  Ships,  Question,  Mr.  Stacpoole  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  Mar  23,  [228] 

,         472  Reporton— P.P.  [1406] 

Unteaworthy  Ships  of  Foreign  Nations,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Wilson  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Ad- 
derley Mar  6,  [227]  1419 

Merchant   Shipping    Acts  Amendment 

Bill  {Mr.  PlimsoU,  Mr.  Roebuck,  Mr. 

Samttda,  Mr.  Kirkman  Hodgson) 

e.  Acts  read  ;  considered  in  Committee ;  Resolu- 
tion  agreed  to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ; 
readl°*Ptf6  9  [Bill  34] 

2R.  [Dropped] 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill     (3fr.  Raikes,  Sir 

Charles  Adderley,  Mr,  Edward  Stanhope) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;    Bill  ordered  ;    read    1°  • 
227]  Feb  10,  163  [Bill  49] 

.  Read  2°,  after  long  debate  Feb  17,  428 
228] Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,"  That 
Mr.    Speaker    do    now    leave    the    Chair" 
Mar  23,  519 
Amendt.   to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Acts  should   be  so  amended  that 
the  breach  of  a  contract  of  service  not  in- 
volving danger  to  life  or  injury  to  the  ship 
on  the  part  of  a  seaman  should  be  no  longer 
punishable  with  imprisonment  and  forfeiture, 
and   should   no  longer  render  such  seaman 
liable  to  be  arrested  without  warrant  within 
the    United    Kingdom "    (Mr.    Gorst)   v.  ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ;" 
after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
"  greater  facilities  and  encouragement  should 
be  given  to  the  engagement  and  training  of 
apprentices   by   shipowners"  {Mr.    William 
Holms)  v.,  539  ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That 
the  words,  <kc. ; "  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 
Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  AoV'  pM- 
and  agreed  to  ;  Committee — r.p. 
.  Committee— R.P.  Mar  27,  627 
.  Committee — r.p.  Mar  30,  884 
.  Committee — r.p.  April  3,  1147 
.  Committee— R.P.  April  6,  1367 
.  Committee — r.p.  April  24,  1680 
.  Committee— R.P.  April  27,  m^ 
.  Committee— R.p.  April  28, 181^ 
•  Committee— R.P.  May  1,  I^IS 


Merchant  Shipping  BiU — oont. 

229]  Committee — b.p.  May  4,58 
.  Committee ;  Report  May  8,  308 
.  Considered  May  23. 1054  [Bm  144] 

Questions,  Sir  Charles  Adderley,  Sir  Charia 
W.  Dilke ;  Aoswers,  Sir  George  Jwkieiae, 
.     Mr.  Mao  Irer  May  38,  1374 
.  Read  S^,  after  short  debate  May  88,  1884 
I  Reskdl*^{Th€  Lord  President)  May  i9 
330]  Read  2%  after  debate /uM  38,  817   (No.H) 
.  Committee  July  7,  1180 
.  Report  July  14,  1433  (No.  IW) 

Read  8*  •  July  31  (No.  ITT) 

e.  Lards*  Atnendments,  Quefltioo,  Mr.  NorwMd ; 
231]  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  August  7,  895 
Moved,   "That  the  AmendU.    made  by  tkt 
Lords   be  now  taken  into   GonaidentMa* 
.      August  12,  1163 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  wfo^ 
this  day  month  *'  (Mr,  Mae  Iver)  ;  Qoeitioa 
proposed,  '*  That  '  now,'  Ac. ; "  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Lordi 
Amendts.  considered  ;  tome  agreed  to ;  soat 
disagreed  to 
Committee  appointed,  **  to  draw  op  ReaMU  to 
be  assigned  to  the  Lords  for  disagreeiaf  to 
the  Amendts.  to  which  this  Hoose  bath  dis- 
agreed ;  **  List  of  the  Committee,  1184 
I,  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts.,  aid 
Commons  Reason  for  disagreeing  to  eertais 
of  the  Amendts.  made  by  the  Lords  eoa- 
sidered  August  14,  1190 
After  short  debate,  Message  sent  to  the  Hesw 
of  Commons,  To  acquaint  them.  That  tks 
Lords  do  not  insist  upon  their  Ameodts.  to 
which  the  Commons  disagree,  and  agree  to 
the  Amendts.  made  by  the  Commons  totbe 
Amendts.  made  by  the  Lords  to  the  said  Bill, 
with  a  consequential  Amendt.,  to  which  tbcy 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Commons 

(No.  241) 

c.  Lords   Consequential    Amendt.     read   bj  the 

Clerk  at  the  Table  August  14,  1222  ;  aft«r 

short  debate,  Amendt.  agreed  to      [Bill  271] 

/.  Royal  Assent  August  15   [39  <b  40  Viet,  c.  8«] 

Merchant  Shipping  [^Saktries,  ^cl 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  Mar  3, 
[227]  1282;  Question  put;  A.  71,N.  34; 
M.  37 
Matter  considered  in  Committee  ;  a  ResolvUcB 
agreed  to 

Metropolis 
Miscellaneous  Questions 

Art  Library,  The,  South  Kensington,  Qoestioos, 

Mr.  Torrens,  Mr.  John    Bright ;    Answers, 

Viscount  Sandon  May  5,  [229]  104 

Artisans    Dwellings  Act  —  Lancashire  Coiai, 

Bond  Street,  Question,  Sir  II.    Dmmmood 

Wolff;  Answer,Mr.  Asaheton Cross Au^itff  14, 

faJii]  1304  Return— Par/.  P.  294 

'^  MMMum,  TkeSalaries,  Question.  Mr. 

'^'WTOM ;   Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 

aSI  1676  ;    Qoeetion,  Sir  H. 

^ :    Answer,    The    Chan- 

'OiMr  Jvi^  S,  [3|o]  868  ; 

U  Qneetm,  Mr.  Sal- 

"^  H^Siiith  J^IO. 
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Courts  ofJuttice,  New,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Qngorj ; 
Answer,  Lord  Henrj  Lennox  May  4,  [229] 
84 

Indian  and  Colonial  Mtueum^  South  Etnting- 
Urn,  Qoet tions,  Mr.  Fawoett ;  Answers,  Lord 
George  Hamilton  June  23,  [230]  266  ; 
June  29,  617;  /u/y  13,  1398;  Augutt  10, 
[231]  974  Return— (Pari.  P,  448) 

Metropolis  Improvements  —  Northumberland 
ilv0fiM«,  Question,  Visoount  Templetown ;  An- 
swer, The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon 
April  7,  [328]  1394  ;  Question,  Mr.  Ander- 
son ;  Answer,  Sir  James  Hogg  May  8,  [2 29 J 
806 

Metropolitan  Improvements  Models,  Question, 
Lord  Elcho;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 
Mar  21,  [228]  350 

Metropolitan  Police — Eelmets,  Question,  Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  July  24,  [230]  1810 

Museum  of  Patents  and  Inventions,  South 
Kensington,  Question,  Mr.  Samuelson  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  May  30,  [229]  1421 

National  OaUery 

Question,  Sir  John  Leslie  ;  Answer,  Lord 
Henry  Lennox  July  3,  [230]  866 

The  New  BuHdings,  Question,  Mr.  Coope ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  U.  Smith  Mar  17,  [228] 
170 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Gowper-Temple,  Mr. 
Monk  :  Answers,  Lord  Henrj  Lennox 
ifay  30,  [2  29]  1422 

The  Turner  Pictures,  Question.  Lord  Francis 
Hervey  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox 
June  29,  [230]  618 

The  Wynn  Ellis  Bequest,  Question,  Mr.  Han- 
bury  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  Feb  21, 
[337]  660 

New    Public     Offices — Site,     Question,    Mr. 

James ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  May  29, 

[229]   1360; — Approaches,    Question,   Mr. 

James  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  Feb  \1, 

[237]  402 
Paving,  Cleansing,  and  Lighting j  Question,  Mr. 

Baillie  Cochrane :  Answer,  Sir  James  Hogg 

June  26,  [230]  423  ;—Hepaving  the  Streets, 

Question,  Lord  Ernest  Bruce  ;  Answer,  Sir 

James  Hogg  Feb  24.  [227]  816 
Price  of  Oas,   Question,   Mr.  Alderman    W. 

M*Arthur  ;   Answer,  Sir   Charles  Adderley 

Auguit  10,  [231]  069 
Removal  of  Snow,  Question,   Mr.    Heygate ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Gross  Feb  17,  [227] 

899 
Royal  Mint  —  Ihe  New  Site,  Question,  Mr. 

Hankey  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smithuiu^ia^d, 

[331]  420 

Street  Trafic 

Aeeidonts    from    Vans,  jr^..    Question,    Sir 

l^triok  O'Brien  ;    Answer,    Mr.  Assheton 

GroM^pri/10,[338]  1482 

thds  Park   Comer,   Question,    Observations, 

^iMOont    Enfield  ;    Reply,    The    Duke   of 

Rldunood  and  Gonlon  ;  short  debate  thereon 

*4  SI,  [337]  648 ;  Question,  Lord  Ernest 

"'m ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  Feb  24, 

:  ^oatlioii.  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff; 

ir,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smilh  Mar  21,  [318^ 

4i9o§UoD,  Lord  Emetl  Bruce ;    An- 


Mbtbopous — eont, 

swer.  Lord  Henry  Lennox  May  26,  [229] 
1273  ;  Question,  Mr.  Cawley  ;  Answer, 
Lord  Henry  Lennox  July  3,  [230]  867 ; 
Question,  Lord  Ernest  Bruce ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  August  14, 
[231]  1199 
[See  title  Metropolis — Hyde  Park  Comer] 

Piceadilfy  and  Orosvenor  Place,  Question, 
Sir  Charles  Legard  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry 
Lennox  Feb  17,  [227]  406 

Temple  Bar,  Question,  Mr.  Edwards  ;  Answer 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  ifar  2,  [227]  1203 

Thamet^The  Prevention  of  Floodt^Legis- 
lation,  Question,  Mr.  Locke  ;  Answer,  Sir 
James  Hogg  Mar  7,  [227]  1668 

The  Parks 

Byde    Park — State  of  Rotten  Row,  Question, 
Mr.  Pease ;    Answer,   Lord    Henry  Lennox 
Mar  2,  [227]  1206  ;  Question,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill  ;     Answer.  Lord   Henry   Lennox 
May  16,  [229]  672  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Repton  ; 
Mr.  Mellor  ;    Answers,   Mr.    W.  H.  Smith 
August  4,  [231]  616 
The  Serpentine,  Question,  Mr.  Pease ;  Answer, 
338]  Mr.    W.   U.    Smith   Mar  23,   479;   Ques- 
tion,    Mr.   Adam  ;    Answer,    Mr.    W.    H. 
.     Smith  Mar  31,  969  :   Question,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne ;   Answer,   The  Duke 
.     of  Richmond  and  Gordon  April  7,  1393 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Sotheron-Estcourt ;   Answer, 
Lord  Henry  Lennox  July  3,  [230]  866 
[See  title  Metropolis  —  Hyde  Park^  The 
Serpentine"] 

St,  James*s  Park,  Question,  Lord  Francis 
HerTey ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox 
June  12,  [229]  1664  ;  —  The  Ornamental 
Water,  Question,  Mr.  Monk  ;  Answer,  Lord 
Henry  Lennox  May  29,  [229]  1360 

Victoria  Park,  Question,  Sf  r.  J.  Holms ; 
Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  May  18,  [229] 
927 


The    University  Boat  Race  —  Hammersmith 
Bridge,  Question,  Sir  Henry  Holland  ;    An- 
swer,  Mr.   Assheton   Cross  Mar  30,  [228] 
883 
[See  title  Toll  Bridges  (River  Thames)] 

Victoria  Embankment,  The,  Question,  Colonel 
Beresford ;  Answer,  Sir  James  Hogg  Mar  13, 
[227]  1867 


Metropolis — Hyde  Fork  Corner 

Question,  Lord  Ernest  Bruce ;  Answer,  Lord 
Henry  Lennox  May  26,  [229]  1273 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  8,  To 
leare  out  from  ^*  That,"  and  add  *'  the  an- 
nually increasing  congestion  of  traffic  in  the 
approaches  to  Hyde  Park  Corner  has  become 
the  source  of  hindrance,  annoyance,  and 
danger  to  the  public,  and  merits  the  early 
attention  of  this  House"  (Mr.  Christopher 
Beckett  Denison)  v.,  1676 ;  Question  pro- 
posed, *'  That  the  words,  Ac. ;  **  after  short 
debate,  Auven^X.  wVxV^t^^ti 

\See  Metropaii— M\*ot\XflXwwiwA  <^^i^^i«^ 

9T>  i 
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Metropolis — Syde  Park — 27ie  Serpentine 
Question,  Mr.  Pease  ;   Answer,  Lord   Henrj 

Lennox  Mar  9,  [227]  1714 
Moved,  "  That  the  mounds  at  'present  being 
erected  on  the  south  of  the  Serpentine  are 
unsightly,  and  will,  wheh  planted,  be  detri- 
mental to  the  picturesque  character  of  Hyde 
Park,  and  ought  to  be  remoTod  "  {Mr,  Peate) 
April  4,  [228]  1247;  after  short  debate, 
Debate  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  April  27,  1815 ;  afler  short 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 


Metropolis — Municipal  Government 

Moved,  *'  That  the  reform  of  the  government 
of  the  Metropolis,  with  a  view  to  its  more 
efficient,  uniform,  and  economical  adminis- 
tration, is  a  question  of  primary  importance, 
and  deserves  the  early  attention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government "  (Lord  Eleho)  June  18, 
[229]  1784  ;  after  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn 
[See  title  City  of  London  Companici,  Address 
for  a  Return  (Mr.  James)"] 

Metropolis  {Parochial  Si/stem) 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  parochial  system  is  unsuitable  and  in- 
adequate to  the  reasonable  requirements  of 
the  inhabitantsxof  the  Metropolis  ;  and  that 
the  subject  deserves  the  attention  of  ller 
Majesty's  Government,  with  a  view  to  re- 
move by  legislation  the  great  evils  which  at 
present  exist"  (Sir  William  Fraser)  Feb  16, 
[227]  308  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Metropolis  Gas  Act,  1860 

Oas  Companies*  Accounts^  Question,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  U.  Smith  May  8, 
[229]  204 

Accounts  for  1875      .     .     .     .     P.P.  291 

Oas  Referees,  Question,  Colonel  Makins  ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  Adderley  May  23,  [229] 
1110 


Metropolis  Gas  Companies  Bill 

(Sir  James  Hoop,  Sir  Andrew  Lusk,  Mr.Goldney) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  \°*  Feh^  [Bill  28] 

2R.  Mar  24,  [228]  697    [House  counted  out] 
Read  2",  and  referred  to  a   Select  Committee 
May  9,  [229]  305 

Metropolis  Gas  (Surrey  Side)  Bill 

{Sir  Charles  Adderley,  Mr.  Edward  Stanhope) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  T*  June  21  [Bill  204] 

Read  2*^  •,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee of  Five  Members,  Three  to  be  nominated 
by  the  House,  and  Two  to  be  nominated  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection  July  12 
Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  presented  against 
the  Bill  be  referred  to  the  Select  Coniniittee 
on  the  Bill,  provided  such  Petitions  are  pre- 
sented one  clear  day  before  the  meeting  of 
the  Committee ;  and  thai  aucVi  oV  vVve  Ve\.v- 
tiODcrs  as  pray  to  be  beard,  \)'j  l\iem%e\Ne% 

\co'nt 


Metropolis  Oas  (Surrey  Side)  BtZT— «ont 

their  Coonsel,  or  Agents,  be  heard  upontbeir 
Petitions,  if  they  think  fit,  and  Coubm 
heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill  against  the  said 
Petitions  :— That  the  Coramittee  have  power 
to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records:— 
That  three  be  the  quorum  (Sir  Chaties  Ai- 
derley) 

And,  on  July  17,  Committee  nominated  as  fci- 
lows : — Mr.  Forster  (Chairman),  Mr.  Tr»- 
mayne,  nominated  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection ;  Mr.  Gamier,  Mr.  Goldney,  Mr. 
Onslow,  Mr.  Stevenson,  Mr.  Richard  Brigbt; 
July  27,  Mr.  Goldney  diseh^  Mr.  Ooslov 
added;  July  19,  Mr.  Richard  Bright  added, 
Mr.  I'remayne  disch. 

Report  of  Select  Comm.  July  28       [No.  384] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  July  28 


Metropolis  (Whitecliapel  and  Lunehome) 
Improvement  Scheme  ConflnnAtioi 

Bill  [H.L.]        (The  Lord  Steward) 

L  Presented ;  read  1*  *,  and  referred  to  the  Ei- 
aminers  June  16  (No.  120) 

Read  2»  •  June  22 

Committee ;  Ueport,  after  short  debate  July  I, 
[230]  940 

Read  3%  after  short  debate  July  6,  1040 
e.  Read  lo  •  July  7  [BiU  241] 

Read2°*/tt/yl0 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  18 

Considered  *  JtUy  20 

Read3°*/u;y  21 
I.  Royal  Assent  August  11  [39  &  40  Via.  e. «] 


Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 

Finance — Report  and  Accounts,  1875 — 

(PJ>,  290) 

Question,  Mr.  Hayter  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  August  14,  [231]  1204 

Metropolis  Improvements  —  Northumberiani 
Avenue,  Question,  Viscount,Templetown :  An- 
swer, The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon 
April  1,  [228]  1394  ;  Question.  Mr.  Ander- 
son ;  Answer,  Sir  James  llogg  May  8,  [229] 
206 

Metropolitan  Street  Improvements  Act,  1872— 
Clatise  40,  Question,  Mr.  Kay-Shuttleworth  ; 
Answer,  Sir  James  Hogg  May  11,  [229]  364 

Paving,  Cleansing,  and  Lighting^  Question,  Mr. 
Baillie  Cochrane  ;  Answer,  Sir  James  Uojf 
June  26,  [230]  423  ; — Repavinp  the  Streets, 
Question,  Lord  Ernest  Bruce  ;  Answer,  Sir 
James  Hogg  Feb  24,  [227]  815 

Returns,  Question,  Mr.  Kay-Shuttleworth  ; 
Answer,  Sir  James  llogg  July  3,  [230 ,  852 

The  Thames  Embankment,  Question.  Mr.  W. 
Gordon  ;  Answer,  Sir  James  Hogg  Ju!^  6, 
[230]  1042;— Z/tpA  Tides,  Question,  Mr. 
Locke ;  Answer,  Sir  James  Hogg  July  13, 
1393 

Thames —  The  Prevention  of  Floods — Legisla- 
tion, Question,  Mr.  Locke  ;  Answer,  Sir 
James  Hogg  Mar  7,  [227]  1568 

Victoria  Embankment,  The,  Question,  Colonel 
V>t\ft%^oTd  \  ^^ift'KQr^  Sir  James  Uogg  Mar  13, 


\ 
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Metropolitan  Board  of  World  Bill 

Order) 

c.  MoTed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^ " 
{Sir  James  Hogg)  Feb  24.  [227]  806 
Amendt.  to  leave  oat  *'  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  months  "(^tr^ydn^  IVaUrlow) ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  •  now/  Ac. ;  " 
Amendt.  withdrawn ;  main  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2** 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Loans) 

Bill  (3fr.  miliam  Henry  Smith,  Mr. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

e.  Ordered  •  July  13 

ReadP*/ii/y  14  [Bill  261] 

Read  2^  •  July  20 

Committee*;  Report /uly  21 

Read  3»*  July  24 
/.  Read  1»  •  {Lord  Preeident)  July  25    (No.  190) 

Read  2"*  August  8 

Committee*;  Re^ri  Aitgust  9 

Read  S^*  August  10 

Royal  Assent  August  11    [39  A  40  Viet,  c.  55] 

Metropolitan  Commons  (Barnes)  Bill 

{Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson,  Mr,  Secretary  Cross) 

€,  Ordered  ;  read  V  June  1  [BUI  181] 

Read  2"*^  June  12 
Bill  withdrawn  *  June  15 

Metropolitan  Commons  (Barnes)  Bill  [h.Xm] 

( The  Lord  Steward) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1**,  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers/Mn«  15  (No.  119) 

Read  2*  *  June  22 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  30 

Read  3»  •  July  3 
c.  Read  1°*  {Sir  H,  Selwin-Jbbetson)  July  6 

Read  2°*  July  10  [Bill  234] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  18 

Read3°»/u/y  20 
I,  Royal  Assent  July  24  [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  clvi] 

Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  constitution,  efficiency, 
emoluments,  and    finances  of    the    Metro- 

folitan  Fire  Brigade  '*  {Mr,  Ritchie)  Mar  21, 
228]  353 

After  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  add,  at  end 
"and  into  the  most  efficient  means  of 
providing  further  security  from  loss  of 
life  and  property  by  fire  in  the  metropolis  " 
{Mr.  Assheton  Cross),  807  ;  Question,  *'  That 
those  words  be  there  added,"  put,  and  agreed 
to;  main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee,  dec. 

And,  on  Mar  31,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  : — Sir  ilenry  Selwin-Ibbetson  (Chair- 
man), Mr.  Clifton,  Mr.  Forsyth,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Fraser,  Mr.  Hankey,  Mr.  llardoastle, 
Mr.  John  Stewart  Hardy,  Mr.  Hayter,  Mr. 
Herbert,  Sir  James  Hogg,  Mr.  Kinnaird, 
Lord  Lindsay,  Mr.  Locke,  Sir  Andrew  Lusk, 
Mr.  M' Lagan,  Mr.  Onslow,  Sir  Henry  Peek, 
Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.  Stevenson,  Marquess  of 
Tavistock,  Mr.  Young ;  April  27,  Mr.  Fielden, 
diseh. 

Report  of  Select  Comm.  July  20         P,P.  871 


Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade — Fir0  at  CheU 

sea 
Question,    Mr.  Bass ;    Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  July  20,  [230]  1625 

Metropolitan  Railway  Bill  {hy  Order) 
c.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o"  (Sir 
Edward  WaiHn)  Feb  24,  [227]  807 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months  "{Lord  Claud  Hamilton) ; 
after  short  debate,   Question    put,    "  That 
*  now,'  Ac. ;  "  A.  125,  N.  194  ;  M.  69 
Words  added ;    main   Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and   agreed  to;    2R.  put  off  for  six 
months 
Notice  of  Question,  Sir  Edward  Watkin  Feb  29, 
1119 


Midland  Railway — The  Radetoch  AccidetU 
—The  Block  System 
Question,  Mr.  Hayter ;   Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  Attgust  11,  [231]  1078 

MiDLETON,  Viscount  • 

Burial,  Law  of.  Res.  [229]  636 

Commons,  2R.  [230]  1037 

Irish  Peerage,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [228]  1898 

Judicature  Act,  1873 — Home  Circuit,  Abolition 

of,  [227]  475,  478 
Mercantile  Marine — Training  Ships,  [227]  1792 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  1074 
University  of  Oxford,  Comm.  [228]  928 

Mills,  Mr.  A.,  Exeter 

Education  Code — Subjects,  Choice  of,  Res. 
[227]  1808 

Elementary  Education,  Leare,  [229]  958;  2R. 
1950 ;  Comm.  el,  5,  [230]  1300  ;  cl.  6, 
1408;  d.  14.  1453;  add.  cl.  1538,  1651, 
1665,  1707,  1834;  [231]  23  ;  Consid.  cl.  8, 
475;  cl.  14,533,  564 

Local  Government  Act — Harrogate  Board  of 
Health,  [229]  1896 

Parliament,  Acts  of~ Report  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, Res.  [228]  571 

Parliament — Private  Bills — Referees,  Motion 
for  a  Select  Committee,  [227]  494 

Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [229]  1837 

Royal  Titles,  Comm.  el.  1,  [228]  308 ;  3K.  484 

Slave  Trade— Sultan  of  Zansibar,  [228]  72 

Slave  Trade  Legislation — Royal  Commission, 
[227]  398 

West  African  Settlements— Gambia,  Cession  of 
the,  [227]  683 

Mines 

MiSCSLLAlfKOUS   QuKSTIOVS 

Accidents  in  Coal  Mines,  Question,  Mr.  Side- 
bottom  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
Feb  22,  [227]  674 

Mines  Act — Use  of  Blotting  Powder — Legisla- 
tiofij  Questions,  Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Feb  10,  [227]  13d  ; 
Feb  28, 1022  ;  Mar  10,  1797 

Further  Report [1449] 

Mines  Inspectors  Reports  for  1875,  Question, 
Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  Feb  22,  [_23^1680  P^.';JlW^\ 
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3fifie»— cent. 

The  Birley  Explosion^  Question,  Mr.  Mac- 
donald  ;  Answer,  Mr.  AsshetonCross /u/y  11, 
[230]  1279 

77t«  Clifton  Hall  Colliery  Accident^  Question, 
Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
^u^t««  11,  [231]  1074 

The  Wigan  Collieries^  Question,  Mr.  Mac- 
donald ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
June  13,  [229]  1760 


Mnn'o,  Earl  of 

Church  of  Scotland  (Election   of   Ministers), 

Motion  for  Returns,  [228]  1384 
Criminal  Law — Police  Constable  Maconachie, 

Case  of,  [228]  599 
Scottish  Teinds — Returns,  [227]  1118 
United  Parishes  (Scotland),  [228]  57,  58 

Monastic  and  Conventoal  Institutions 
BiU 

( Jfr.  NewdegaUy  Mr.  Holt,  Sir  Thomas  Chambers) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  F«6  9  [Bill  24] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  Mar  29 


Monastic     and     Conventual    Institutions 

( Great  Britain) 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  31,  To 

leave  out    from  *<Tbat,"  and    add   *Mt    is 

expedient  that  an  inquiry  be  undertaken  as 

to  the  number,  rate  of  increase,  character, 

and  present  position ,  in  relation  to  the  Law, 

of  Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions  in 

Great  Britain  "  (StV  Thomas  Chambers)  v., 

[228]  970  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the 

words,    A.O. ;  '*    after   long  debate.  Question 

put;  A.  127,  N.87;  M.  40 

Further  Papers     ....     [1395,  1420] 

MoNCREiFF,  Lord 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  [227]  922 

Monk,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Gloucester  City 

Admiralty — Civilian   First   Lords,    Res.  [227] 

1877 
Consolidated    Fund    (Appropriation),    Comm. 

cl.  4,  Amendt.  [231]  981 
Ecclesiastical    Dilapidations    Acts,    1871    and 

1872,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228] 

373 
Elementary  Education,  Consid.  el,  14,  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  [231]  494 
Endowed    Schools    Commissioners — Nuneaton 

Grammar  School,  [228J  701 
Endowed    Schools — Perse    Grammar    School, 

[229]  1763 
Exchequer  Bonds,  3R.  [227]  1434 
Gloucester  District  Registry,  [229]  925 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.  [227]  351 
Inland  Revenue — Out-door  Excise  Establish- 
ments, [230] 422 
Metropolis— St.    James's    Park,     Ornamental 

Water  in,  [229]  1350 
National  Gallery — New  Buildings,  [229]  1423 
Navy  and  Army  Expenditure,  1874-5,  Comm. 

[230  72 
Offeucea  agaiust  the  Poraon,  Comm.\ii%\V^*i^ 

\cotU, 


\ 


Monk,  Mr.  G.  J.—eoni. 

Ordnance  Survey — Civil  Assiitanta,  [227]  811 
Parliament^Publio  Business,  [228]  1837 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  SR.  [231]  501 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  el.  1,  [aa8]  320 
Suez  Canal— Sir  Daniel  Laoge,  [227]  1307 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  Comm.  [231]  854 
Supply— Charity  Commission,  [227]  504 
Civil  Contingencies  Fand,  [228]  338 
Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  508 
Embassies   and    Missions    Abroad,  [228] 

1467,  1468 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  Amendt.  [227]  503 
Report,  [227]  997 

Sheriff  Court  Houses  (SootUnd),  [228]  35S 
War  in  the  East,  [231]  970 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [228] 

1140 
Ways  and  Means — Income  Tax,  Res.   [228] 
1362 


Montagu,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  E.,  West- 

meath 

Army  and  Navy  Expenditure  Aeeonnfts,  Aodit 

of,  [229]  2010 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  [328]  737 
Consolidated  Fund,  3R.  [228]  564 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  Res.  [227]  9064 
Customs  Acts,  Consolidation  of,  [328]  1578 
Egypt — Ministry  of  Finance — The  Decree,  [229] 
775,  776 
Suez  Canal — English  Representatives,  [227] 

561 
Suez  Canal  Company —Statutes  and  Bye- 
Laws.  [227]  229,  265 
Elementary  Education,  Leave,  [229]  959 ;  2R. 
1941;    Comm.    d.    4,  [230]     1289,   1292; 
Amendt.   1296,  1297;    cl.  5,    1299;    cl.  «. 
1405,   1409;    cl.    14,    1453;    cl.  20,  1499; 
cl  26,  1505;   add.  cl.   1663,   1706.  1909; 
[231]  16,  64  ;  Consid.  467 ;  cl.  14,  Amendt. 
476,  483,  524,  548 
Elementary  Education  Bill — Poor  Educatiooal 

Districts,  [229]  1191,  1192 
Parliament  —  Public  Petition  from  a  Foreign 
Town  —  Boulogne-sur-Mer    (British     Con- 
sulate), Res.  [228]  1418,  1485 
Parliament  —  Public    Petitions  —  Grants   of 

Money,  [230]  248 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  Res.  [228] 

1241,  1242 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  Leave,  [229]  1600 
Post    Office — Rural    Post    Office    Messengers 

(Ireland).  [228]  1180 
Royal  titles,  Comm.  cl.  1,  [228]  288 
Supply — Civil  Service. Commission,  [227]  508 
Local  Government  Board.  Ac.  [227]  518 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  [227]  294 


Montgomery,  Sir  G.  G.,  Peeblesshire 

Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [228] 

27 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [i27]  1638,  1639 
Poor  Law  (Scotland),  Comm.  [230]  522 
Prince    Edward   Island — Land    Purchase   Act, 

1875, [227]  559 
Supply — Public  Education  in  Scotland,  [231] 

268 
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MooRB,  Mr.  A.  J.,   Clonmel 

Army — The  Guards — Special  Allowances,  [228] 
968;   [229]   1980;— Stock  Purse  Fund 
Allowances,  [228]  1626,  1763 
Cattle  Disea8es(  Ireland)— Pleuro-Pneumonia — 

Compulsory  Slati^hter,  [230]  253 
Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2R.  [227] 

781 
Grand    Jury    System    (Ireland)— Legislation, 

[227]  ^^ 
Intemperance,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 

[230]  721 
Irish  Church — Sale  of  Ecclesiastical  Edifices, 

[230]  1973 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [230]  713 
Monastic  and  Conrentual  Institutions  (Great 

BriUin),  Kos.  [228]  1001 
Navy— Creed  Register,  [229]  928 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards,  Ac.  [230]  469 
Poor    Law    (Ireland) — Kilmaothomas    Work- 
house, [228]  1404 


Moore,  Mr.  S.,  Tipper ary 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),  Comm.  [231]  360 


Morgan,  Mr.  G.  Osborne,  Denbighshire 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,   Comm.  [230]    1149; 

c/.  3,  1159  ;  c/.  6, 1161,  1162 
Barristers    and    AdTooales    Fees,  2R.  [229] 

338 
Burial  Grounds,  2R.  Bill  withdrawn,  Amendt. 

[230] 1915, 1922,  1923,  1925 
Burial  Services— Dore  Burial  Case,  [228]  469, 

470,  966 
Burial  Services  in  Parish  Churchyards,  Res. 

[227]  1296,  1332 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  el.  Motion 

lor  reporting  Progress,  [230J  1875  ;  Consid. 

eL  14,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [231]  493 
Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Kes.  [227]  737 
Judicature  Acts— Issues  of  Fact  in  Chancery, 

[230]  1816 
Offences  against  the  Person,    Comm.   [228] 

1623  . 
Parliament — Ladies'  Gallery,  Ilouse  of  Com- 
mons, [228]  587 
Real  Estate  Intestacy,  2R.  [230]  594 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  cL  1,  Amendt.  [228]  294, 

1984 
Royal  Titles  Act  Proclamation — Vote  of  Cen- 
sure, Res.  [229]  440 
Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 

of  Justice,  &o.  [229]  1325 
University    of   Oxford,    2R.    Amendt.    [229] 

1721 


MoRLET,  Earl  of 

Commons,  Comm.  el,  8,  [230]  1429, 1430 
Firman  on  Reforms — Sublime  Porte — Andrassy 
Note,  Address  for  Papers,  [227]  1407 
227]  University  of  Oxford,  IR.  803  ;  2R.  1687 
228]  Comm.  el.  4,  Amendt.  932  ;  el.  12,  Amendt. 
.     938;    el.  14,  943;    el.   16,  960;  Amendt. 
.     1306,  1307;  cl.  25,  Amendt.  1311 ;  Report, 
•     el.  16, 1951 ;  add.  el.  i5. 


MoRLEY,  Mr.  S.,  Bristol 

Elementary    Education,    Comm.  [230]   1232 ; 

el.  11,  1419;  add.  cl.  1902 
Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amendment, 

2R.  [228]  1269 
Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [229]  1834 


Morris,  Mr.  G.,   Galway 

India— Army  Furlough  Rules,  [229]  919 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [230]  673 
Poor  Law  Rating  (Ireland),  Res.  [229]  842 
Poor  Law  Rating  (Ireland),  2R.  [229]  2024 


MowBRAT,  Eight  Hon.   J.  B.,    Oxford 

University 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.[227]  355 
Parliament  —  Private  Bill   Committees — Re- 
ferees, Instruction,  Res.  [228]  613 
University  of  Cambridge,  2R.[23o]  1118, 1119, 
1121 


MuLHOLLAND,  Mr.  J.,  Downpatrick 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  [228]  727 
Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2R.  [227] 

777 
Irish  Parliament,   Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, [230]  797 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  [227]  117G 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[227]  68 
Tenant  Right  at  the  Expiration  of  Leases  (Ire- 
land), 2R.  [228]  2040 


MxTNDELLA,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Sheffield 

Contagious   Diseases  Acts  Repeal,  2R.  [230] 

1594 
Education  —  Factories  Act,    1874 — Examina- 
tions, [227] 201 
Education — Legislation,  [227]  1714 
Education    Department  —  Keynshara    British 

School,  [229]  1894,  1895,  1974  ;  [230]  246 
Election  of  Aldermen  (Cumulative  Vote),  2R. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [229]  1662 
229]  Elementary    Education,    Leave,  954  ;   2R. 
.     Amendt.  1897 
230]  41,  100;  Comm.  1244,  1247:   d.  4,  1289  ; 

el.  6,  Amendt.  1399,  1404  ;  Amendt.  1408, 

1409;    cl.  11,  1419,   1445;   el.   16,   1497; 

d.  20,  1501;   cl.  26,  1504;  cl.  33.   1511  ; 

d.  34,  1512 ;    add.   cl.    1664,    1666,    166C, 

1667  ;*  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1726, 

1837,  1900,  1901,  1904,  1905 
231]  21,  26 ;  Consid.  el.  14,  489  ;  Motion  for  Ad- 
.     journment,  492, 549 
Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amendment, 

2R.  [228]  1273,  1299 
House  Occupiers  Disqualiflcation  Removal,  2R. 

[228]  544 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  [228]  535  ;  cL  15, 

1604,  1621 ;   el.  16,  1803  ;   add.  el.  1948  ; 

[229]  210,  226 
Municipal    Officers    Superannuation,    Comm. 

[227]  1604 
Parliament — Public  Petitions — Monastic   and 

Conventual  Institutions,  [228]  1398 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [231] 
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MuNDELLA,  Mr.  A.  J. — cont. 

Patent  Laws — Legislation,  [227]  484 
Royal  Titles  Proclamation,  [228]  1775' 
Supply — Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  608  ; 
Amendt.  613  ;  Amendt.  1099 
Report,  [227]  997 
Trade  Union  Act  (1871),  [227]  678 
Turkey— Bulgaria,  Alleged  Atrocities  in,  [230] 

1184;  [231]  728,  737 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [228] 

1138 
Wild  Fowl  Preservation,  Comm.  [229]  1662 

Municipal  Corporations  {England  and 
Wales),  Unreformed 

Moved,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
would  be  desirable  to  forthwith  abolish  all 
criminal  jurisdiction  exercised  by  unreformed 
Municipal  Corporations  or  their  officers,  with 
the  exception  of  that  of  the  City  of  London, 
for  which  due  provision  has  been  made  by 
statute"  {SirCharUt  W,  Dilke)  Feb  29, 
[227]  1126  ;  afler  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

A  Royal  Commission^  Question,  Mr.  Tremayne ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Mar  23,  [228] 
479 

Lostwithiel,  Explanation,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Mar  16,  [228]  1 

The  Commission,  Observations,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  May  6,  [229] 
182 

Yarmouth  and  Bracing,  Itle  of  Wight,  Obser- 
vations, Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane  ;  short  debate 
thereon  June  9,  [229]  1619 

Municipal  Corporations,  &c.  (Funds)  Bill 

(Sir  Sydney  Waterlow,  Mr,  Mundella,  Mr. 
Morley,  Mr.  Leeman,  Mr,  Dixon) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  •  Mar  10  [Bill  101] 

2R.  [Dropped] 

Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Major  0'  Gorman,  Mr.  Butt,  Mr.  Richird  Power, 

Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen) 

.  e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"  •  Feb  9  [Bill  7] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«» "  Mar  1, 

[227] 1164 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  **  upon 

this  day  six  months  "  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis) ; 

after  debate,  Question   put,    *•  That   *  now,' 

<fcc.;"  A.  148,  N.  176;  M.  28 
Words  added  ;   main   Question,  as  amended, 

put,   and  agreed  to ;   2R.  put   oflf    for  six 

months 

Municipal  Officers  Superannuation  Bill 

(Mr.  Ratlibone,  Mr.  Birley,  Mr.  Dixon,   Mr. 

Cawley,  Mr.  Kirkman  Hodgson,  Mr.  Torr) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  9  [Bill  2] 

Moved,   "That  the  Bill    be    now  read   2«" 

Feb  15,  [227]  322 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *•  now,"  and  add  **  upon 

this  duy  six  months  "  (Mr.  Fielden) ;  after 

short  debate,  Question  put,   "That   <now,' 

Ac.;"  A.  101,  N.  94;  M.  7 
Main    Question    put,    and   agreed    to ;    Bill 

nad  2° 

\cout. 


Municipal  Officers  Superammaiian 

Order  for  Committee  read;  HoTed,  "Thai 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair" 
Mar  7,  1603 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
**  this  House  will,  apon  this  daj  six  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee  "  (Mr. 
Fielden)  v. :  after  short  debate,  Quetttot 
put,  "That  the  words,  &c. ;"  A.  68,  N.  8d, 
M.  20 

Words  added  ;  main  Qaestion,  a*  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  Committee  put  of  ftr 
six  months 


Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland)  Bin 

{Mr.  Maurice  Brooks,  Mr,  Butt,  Mr.  Ronaym) 


[BUI  39] 
now  read  f 


e.  Ordered  ;  read  I®*  FA  9 

Moved,   •<  That  the    BiU    be 
Feb  17,  [2»7]  468 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  **  opoa 
this  day  six  months  "  (Sir  Arthur  Ouismeti) ; 
Question  proposed,  **  That'  now/  Ac. ; "  afUr 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  BiU 
read  2"* 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  0 

Considered  August  5,  [231]  661 ;  Ameodti. 
made  ;  ^Amendt.  in  page  8,  line  43,  afUr 
"  privilege,"  to  insert  "  or  to  be  elected  to 
any  corporate  office  "  (Mr,  Oibson) ;  iiutbcr 
proceeding  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  August  7»  774  ;  after  i^ort 
debate,  Question,  **  That  thoee  words  be 
there  inserted,**  pot,  and  agreed  to ;  anotlMr 
Amendt.  made ;  Bill  read  3** 

Lords  Amendts  [Bill  296] 

/.  Read  1»*  {Lord  Waveney)  August  8  (No.  211) 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  S*** 
August  10,  932 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("  now  ")  and  add  (*'  thb 
day  month  ")  (  The  Earl  of  Limerick):  after 
short  debate,  on  Question,  that  ("  now,") 
«kc.  ;  Cont.  41,  Not-Cont.  14;  M.  27 ;  re- 
solved in  the  affirmative ;  Bill  read  2* 

Committee  •  ;  Report  August  11 

Kbsl^Z^*  August  12 

Royal  Assent  August  15    [39  ds  40  Vict.  0.  76] 

MuNTZ,  IMr.  p.  H.,  Birmingham 

Army — Knightsbridge  Barracks,    Res.   [227] 

1766 
Army — Military  Forces,  Our,  Res.  [227]  974 
Army   Estimates — Full  Pay  of  Reduced   and 
Retired  Officers  and  Half  Pay,  [329]  1658 
Land  Forces,  [227]  1463 
Military    Education,    Establishments    for, 

[229]  1667 
Pay  and  Allowances,  [227]  1487 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  [229]  1638,  1647 
Works,  Buildings,  <kc.  [229]  1653 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R,  [229]  684, 

735  ;  Comm.  971 
Elementary    Education,    Comm.   [230]   1283, 
1286  ;  cl.  11.  1446, 1447  :  cl.  14, 1456;  c^  16. 
1497;   cl.  26,   1505;  add.  cl.  1542,  1666, 
1902,  2007 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1637 
Malta,  Taxation  in,  Res.  [229]  1988 
Mercantile  Marine  —  *'  Lookilej  Hall,"  Thi^ 
tii9\4l,42,368 
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117—118—119—330—231. 


NAG 


NAV 


Muirrx,  Mr.  P.  H.— co«/. 

MerohaDt  Shipping,  Comm.  el.  27,  [aa8]  1916* 

1017 
Metropolis  —  Hyde   Park   Comer,  TraflBo  at, 

[229]  1274 
Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [229]  1808 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el.  28,  [229] 

1769;  add,cl.  1779 
Post  Office —West  India  Home   Mails,  [230] 

1819 
Prisons.  2R.  [230]  903 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  el.  1,  [228]  316,  323 
Santa  F6— Bullion.  Seizure  of,  [230]  1046 
South  Kensington  Museum — Art  Library,  [227] 

1667 
Suei  Canal  Shares,  Comm.  [231]  847 
Supply — Lord   Lieutenant  of  Ireland — House- 
bold  of,  Ac.  [227]  1842 
Mint,  including  Coinage,  [227]  523 
Public    Works    in    Ireland,    [227]    1844; 
Amendt.  1846 
Valuation  of  Property.  Leave,  [227]  248 
Valuation  of  Property  (Metropolis)  Act  (1869) 

Amendment,  2K.  Bill  withdrawn,  [230]  1940 
Ways  and   Means —Income    Tax,   Res.  [228] 

1352 

MxTRB,  Colonel  W.,  JUnfrew 
Army  Corps  Training,  2R.  [229]  1753 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [227]  1479 
Army  Recruiting.  [229]  1663;  Res.  [227]  1215 
Barbadoes  —  Smiial   and   Political   Condition, 

[»3i]  «7 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R.  [230]  1384, 

1385 
Pollution  of  Riven,  2R.  [230]  1878;    [231] 

284 
Turkey— Eastern  Question — The  Papers,  [229] 
1423 
Guaranteed  Loan,  1855,  [231]  423 

Murphy,  Mr.  N.  D.,  Cork  City 

Admiralty  Jurisdiction  (Ireland),  2R.  [228] 
1886 

Cattle  Disease  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  5,  [230] 
1678 

Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  eU  23,  Amendt. 
[228]  1884 ;  add,  d.  [229]  220 

Prisons  (Ireland;,  [230J  1964 

Public  Houses  (Ireland)  —  Sunday  Closing, 
Res.  [229]  510 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
Und)  (No.  2),  2R.  [230]  1351 ;  [231]  59 

Supply — Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  House- 
hold of,  dsc.  [227]  1841 

Mutiny  Bill  {Mr.  Rmket,  Mr,  Seereiary 

Hardy f  The  Judge  Advocate) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*»  •  Mar  9 

Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 

tborne  Hardy  Mar  13,  [227]  1873 
Read  2o*  ifar  24 

Committee— B.P.  Mar  27,  [228]  688 
Committee  ;  Report  Mar  30,  912 
Cootidered  Mar  31,  1035 

L  RMd  l*^{Sarl  Cadogan)  April  3 

HMd  i**;   CommittM   negatived;   read    d» 

Bi^al  AiMOl  4ivtf  7  [80Pfcl.e.6] 


Naghten,  Mr.  A.  E.,   Winehetter 

Army— Militia  Adjutants,  [227]  1768;  [229! 
262  ;  [230]  1621 
Militia.  Staff- Sergeants  of,  [227]  812 

Army  Estimates— Land  Forces.  [227]  1273 

Civil  Service— Writers,  Lower  Division  of,  [228] 
472 

Criminal  Law — Quarter  Sessions — Juries'  Sum- 
mons, [228]  1576 

Mercantile  Marine — ^Blackwood's  *' Night  Helm 
Indicator,"  [227]  1208 

Navy — Reserve  Forces- Captains  in  the  Royal 
Marine  Artillery,  [228]  67 

Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Lords  Lieutenant, 
[230]  854 

Napieb  AND  Ettbick,  Lord 

Appellate  Jurisdiction.  Comm.  el,  6,  [227]  1288 
Royal  Titles,  2R.  [228]  834 ;  Comm.  1067 
Turkey — Berlin  Memorandum,  [230]  404 

Napisa  of  Magdala,  Lord 

Indian  Government,  Address  for  Papers,  [231] 
512 

Navy 

M1SOBLLAHBOU8  QUBSTIONS 

Anehort,   Question,   Mr.  Bentinck  ;    Answer, 
Mr.  Hunt  April  10,  [228]  1479 
•«BritannU"CadeU  .     .    .    .     P.P.  196 

Chain  Cablet— H.M.S,  "  Serapii,"  Question, 
Mr.  Bentinck;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Mar  9, 
[227]  1708 

Chain  Cablei  and  Anehort,  Question,  Observa- 
tions. The  Duke  of  Somerset ;  Reply,  The 
Earl  of  Malmesbury ;  short  debate  thereon 
Feb  21,  [227]  545;— rA<J  "  Victoria  and 
Albert "—  The  "  Serapis,*'  Questions,  Cap. 
tain  Pim ;  Answers,  Mr.  Hunt  Mar  24, 
[228]  562;  ^ar  31, 964 

Arctic  Expedition,  The,  Question,  Captain 
Pim  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Hunt  Feb  17,  [227]  401  ; 
— Officers  of  the  **  Pandora,"  Question.  Mr. 
Baillie  Cochrane;  Answer,  Mr.  Huntif<iy23, 
[229]  1110;  —  The  Admiralty  ImtruC' 
tiant.  Question,  Captain  Pim ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Hunt  June  26,  [230]  422 

Further  Papers •    [1560] 

Army  and  Navy  Surgecnt — Foreian  Diplomas, 
Question,  Dr.  Brady ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  May  16,  [229]  777 

Arrest  of  Seamen — Loave-BreaJcing^  Qnestioo, 
Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt 
ifay  1.  [228]  1907 

Audit  of  Army  and  Navy  Expenditure  Accounts, 
Observations,  Mr.  J.  Holms ;  Reply,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  short  debate 
thereon  June  16,  [229]  2001 

British  and  Foreign  Iron-Clad  Navies,  Ob- 
servations, Mr.  E.  J.  Reed ;  Reply,  Mr. 
Hunt ;  debate  thereon  Mar  13,  [227]  1891 

Circular  Ships,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury-Tracy ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Mar  10,  [227]  1798 

Coal,  Question,  Mr.  Hasiey  Vivian ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Hunt  Mar  6,  [227]  1413 

Return  of  Trial P.P.  280 

Commanders^Order  in  ry^itudl    ' "- 1,  Ques- 
tion,   Mr.    Uanbary  ' 
Hoot  May  5,  [229]  10^ 
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Nayt — eaat. 


Condemned  Provisions^The  Return,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Plimsoll  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt 
June  1,  [229]  I5I9 

Condemned  Skips,  Question,  CapUtn  Pirn ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Mar  20,  [228]  268 

Coroners  in  Naval  Districts,  Question,  Sir 
William  Harcourt;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt/u/y31, 
[2311115 

Creed  Register,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Moore ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  May  18,  [229]  928 

Religious  Denominations     .     .    P.P.  132 

Designs  of  Ships  of  War,  Question,  Captaia 
Pirn  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  August  12,  [231] 

IIW 
Deterioration  of  Boilers,  Question,  Mr.  E.  J. 

Reed;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  ^u^tat  10, [231] 

968 
Good  Conduct  Badges,  Questions,  Sir  Frederick 

Perkins;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  Egerton  July  6, 

[230]  1 044 
Chreenwidi  Pensioners  in  Government  Employ, 

Question,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer,  Sir  Massey 

Lopes  Mar  27,  [228]  620 
B.M.S.  "  Caledonia  "—The  "  Lion**  Training 
.  Ship,  Question,  Mr.  D.  Jenkins ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Hunt  June  9.  [229]  1602 
B.M.S.    '*  Devastation,**     Question,     CapUio 

Nolan  ;    Answer,   Mr.  Hunt  Mar  2,  [227] 

1207  Report— FJ^.  104 

B.M.S.  '' Monarch**  and  ** Raleigh **'-CoUi' 

tion.  Question,  Mr.  Potter ;  Answer,  Mr.  A. 

Egerton  August  14,  [231]  1202 
B.M.S.  "  Raleigh,**  Question,  Mr.  Anderson ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Jum  22,  [230]  257 

B.M.S.  "  Thunderer**— The  Recent  Explosion, 

Questions,    Mr.    D.    Jenkins,    Mr.   J.    R. 

230]  Yorke  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Hunt  July  18,  1525  ; 

Questions,    Captain    Pirn,    Mr.    Anderson  ; 

Answers,    Mr.    Hunt,    Mr.    Assheton   Cross 

.     July  25,  1887  ;    Questions,   Mr.   Anderson, 

Mr.  Goschcn  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross, 

.      Mr.    Hunt  July   27,  1971  ;    Question,   Mr. 

Grieve;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross /u/y 28, 

231]  8  ;  Questions,  Mr.  E.  J.  Reed  ;  Answers,  Mr. 

.      Assheton  Cross  August  11, 1072  ;  August  14, 

.      1205 

Lowering  Ships'  Boats,  Question,  Mr.  T.  E. 
Smith  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Mar  20,  [228] 
268 
Naval  Cadet  College — Milford  Haven,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  E.  J.  Reed ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt 
Mar  30,  [228]  878 
Naval  CadetSf  Question,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Feb  24,  [227]  816 
Naval  Discipline  Act,  1866 — Flogging  in  the 
Navy,  Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Hunt  May  12,  [229]  487 
Naval  Interpreters,   Questions,   Mr.   Hanbury 
Tracy  ;  Answers,   Mr.   Hunt  Mar  31,  [228] 
968  ;  ApHl  6,  1327 
Naval  Officers  and  the  Press,  Question,  Mr.  E. 
J.  Reed  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  May  4,  [229]  36 

Naval  Officers  Holding  Civil  Appointments, 
Question,  Mr.  Stacpoole  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt 
April  28,  [228]  1829  ;  Question,  Mr.  Stac- 
poole ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  May  4, 
[229]  37  Return— P.P.  246 

Naval  Surgeonn — Sir  Gilbert  Blanc's  Bequest, 
Question,  Mr.  Erringtoii  ;  Answer,  Mr.  A. 
Egerton  July  6,  [230]  1043 

\conl. 


Nayt— «m<. 
Navigating  Officers,  Qaestion,  Mr.  AndertoD : 
Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Feb  22. [227]  ^^  *  ^^ 
tion.  Mr.  Hanbury  TnejJume  16,  [229]  JOIJ 
Navy  Chaplains,  Vestments  of,  Qnetiioii,  Mr. 
Holt ;  Answer,  Bir.  Hunt  August  10,  [131] 

976 
Navy   Estimates  —  Repairs,    QiwstioB,   Mr. 

RyUods ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  June  14,  [229] 

1820 
Navy  Meat,  Question,  Mr.  PUm«>U ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Hunt  June  32,  [230]  244 
Promotion  to  Flag  Rank,  Queition,  Obsem- 

tions,  Tbe   Earl  of   Camperdown  ;   Replr. 

Lord    Elphinstone  :    short   deb^ta  tkersoo 

May  26,  [229]  1357 
ReUred  Naval  Commanders,   Qoastion,   Mr. 

Hanbury  Tracy;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  AugnM%, 

[231]  818 


Royal  Marines 
Increase  of  Pay,  Question,  Mr.  Shaw  Leferre ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Mar  0,  [227]  1717 
Officers   of    Royal   Marines,    Question,   Mr. 

Sampson  Lloyd  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  FA  23, 

[227]  683;— /ZrnVrmtffO,  Question,  Capuii 

Price  June  16,  [229!  2013 
Pay  and  Promotion,  Obseirationa,  Mr.  Sanp- 

son  Lloyd ;  short  debate  thereon  April  10, 

[228] 1518 
Royal  Marine  Light  Infantry,  Questions,  Mr. 

Sampson  Lloyd  ;  Answers,  Mr.  WnntJulyM, 

[230]  1391  ;  August  11,  [231]  1069 

Roval  Naval  Artillery  Volunteers,  QnestioD. 
Captain  Pirn ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  May  H, 

[229J  774 

Royal  Naval  CoUege,  Greenwich — Examim- 
tions.  Question,  Mr.  Kayanagh ;  Answer 
Mr.  Hunt  Mar  13.  [227]  1864 

Royal  Naval  Engineers,  Committee  on — Th' 
Report,  Question,  Major  Beaumont ;  Aniwtr 
Mr.  Hum  Mar  16,  [228J  68  ;— Question,  Cap 
tain  Price  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  May  25,^229 
1193  ; — Engineer  Officers  and  Engine-HiMn 
Artificers,  Question,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Answet 
Mr.  Hunt  May  22,  [229]  1040  ;  ObwfrTa 
tions,  Mr.  Gorst ;  R^eply,  Mr.  Hunt  Jum  \t 
2013 ; — Engineer  Service,  The,  Questioa 
Mr.  Puleston  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  May  ^ 
[229]  44 

Screw  Propellers,  Question,  Captain  Pirn 
Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Mar  13,  [227]  1865 

Sub- Lieutenants,  Question,  Mr.  Co^an;  Ai 
swer,  Mr.  Hunt  May  25,  [229]  1186 

Tenders  for  Shipbuilding,  Question,  Colon 
Beresiord  ;     Answer,    Mr.     Hunt   July   1 

[23031177 
The  Detached  Squadron,  Question,  Mr.  Hsi 
bury   Tracy  ;    Answer,  Mr.    Hunt  Mar  1 

[228]  171 

The  Dockyards 

Admission  of  Foreign  Officers,  Question,  H 

Hanbury  Tracy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  May  i 

[229]  1348 
New  hock  ai  Devonpori,  Question,  Mr.   E. 

Keed  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  May  4,  [229]  41 
Superintendents    of   H.M.     Dockyards,   Qw 

i\uM,  Mr.  £.  J.  Reed  ;    Answer,  Mr.  Hu 

August  10,  [231]  967 


Tht  iftditerrantan  Squadron,  Qoeilion.  Sir 

ChmrlM    W.     U[ke  ;     Ananr,     Mr.     UuDt 

JulsU.[l3a]  1819 
The  Rttervt   Forca—CapUiiiu  in  the  Be^ 

>tai-i<u  ArliiUiy,<iaetl\<ni,Co\one\  Nigbtan ; 

Aniiwfr.  Mr.  Uuol  JTar  IS,  [ii8]  61 
T/ie  Royal  Nauai  Reimit,  QanlioD,  CapUin 

Pirn  :  Answer,  Mr.  Ilnnt  Juiy  21,  [ijo]  1084 ; 

QoitlioD,  Hr.  Uourlfi;:  Aniwer,  Mr.  Qnnt 

Auguit  8.  [»3i]  818  Return!— PJ".  31« 

The     Troop-Ship    "  OrmiUt"     QoeitioD,    Mr. 

PkloMr ;   Amww,  Mr.   Uunt  Fei  3S,  [117J 

Torpedoei — CafUdnBarvty.  Quettion, CapUin 
G,    e.   PrJM;    Animr,    Hr.    Unot  Jfor  31, 

Training  Ship!  (Iretaai),  Qontion,  Major 
O'Gomiaii ;  Aniwar,  Mr.  A.  EgtrtoD  Jnly  6, 
[130] 1016 

Widovi  of  Seaanen  ani  Uarina,  Qoeation, 
CapUiD  PriM  ;  Amwar,  Ur.  Uant  Fei  18, 


Navy — Admiitittration  of  th«  Navy 

Amcnilt.  on  CooimittM  of  Sapplj  June  20.  To 
iMTCont  ftnm  "That,'Bodadd"coDiideritig 
lb<  preaeot  admiDiitratioD  of  the  Admiraltj 
ii  praclieallf  that  iDtrodaoad  and  ailoptail 
b;  ihii  Hook  in  1833,  an  the  recocnmtnda- 
lioD  of  Sir  James  Graham  :  and,  coniidarinj; 
tbs  adnnea  mads  in  Naral  armamenia  and 
the  anuliiraotorr  condition  ol  the  penonasl 
and  malAritI  of  liar  H^eitj'*  Narj,  it  ia 
deairable  that  a  Rajral  Commi»ion  be  ap- 
pointrd  to  inqaire  and  report  nbelbar  the 
pntent  ajstun  under  »hich  the  Narj  ii 
adminiitered  it  (be  moit  efBeient  and  eomo- 
micat,  and  what  improiemenla  Or  ameod- 
manli,  if  anj,  it  would  be   deairable  ahoold 


Navy — Captain  Suliean 

Htiied,  "  That,  in  tbe  opinion  of  thii  Honie, 
Captain  Suliran  ihoald  not  bare  been  re- 
mored  from  lbs  command  of  ono  or  Her 
Majeitf '■  ihipa  for  anj  alleged  error,  abort' 
coming,  or  neglect  of  dutj,  wilhont  haring 
been  giien  an  opportunitj,  if  ho  doaired  it, 
of  eiplaioing  or  deboding  bii  eundoet  before 
a  competent  eonrt"  [Hr.  A ihUy)  July  tl, 
[150]  13Ui  after  debate,  aoeetton  pal; 
A.  Bl.N.  103;   M.  13 

Qoeilion.   Mr.  Anderaoa  ;  Aoiirer,  Ur.   Bant 
Julu  13.  I3»T 
CoiTaspoDdaDoe  ....    P.P.  SU,  3» 

Naty~Detigiu  of  Ship*  of  JTar— Peti- 
tion of  Mr.  Charle*  Stnteeod — See 
title  Parliamtnt — Frinitgo 

Nary—Iron-eiadt—Th*  Sutt  Canal 

Mated,  '  That  then  be  Uid  before  Chii  Houk, 
Retam  of  ibe  drangfat  of  water  Of  each  Bnt- 
olasa  ironclad,  aotiog  in  each  caaa  vhaUwr 
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flaiiy—lrm-Clad* — Tie  S¥4t  Ctmal — ooot. 

(be  Saei  Canal  when  oompleta  in  coal,  pro- 
Tiiioni.  storei,  and  armament  "  (  The  Lord 
Ihimaay)  Mar  13,  [117]  ISfiJ  1  after  abort 
debate,  oa  QaeHioo  f  reeolied  in  ttie  oega- 


Navy—Loii  of  H.M.S.  "  Tankard" 
(tuenioD.  Mr.  Goacben;  Anawer,  Hr.  UnaC 
Fei  to,  [117]  132:  Queation.  Hr.  Pamell ; 
Aoawer,  Mr.  Hunt  Fei  14.  363 :  Queations, 
Mr.  David  Jeokina ;  Aoawera,  Ur.  Hunt 
J&r  30,  [MS]  3T0:  Mag  i6,  [119]  II1I4  : 
(iuealion,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Anawer,  Mr.  Uuut 
Jvly  3,  [1303  BTO  :  Qoeationa,  Captain  Pim  1 
Answer*,  Mr.  Uaol/iiJy  IT,  UTB  ;  AuguH  1 1, 
[J3OIOT8;  Augut  13,  1106 
Oriera  of  lbs  Da;  poitponed  Feb  38 
Hpred,  "  That  tbere  be  laid  before  thia  Honae, 
a  Copjr  of  a  farther  HioDla  rtlatiog  to  the 
loM  of  U.M.S.  ■  Vanguard ' "  (Mr.  Oiudien), 
[11 7j  1036 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "Tbat,"  and  add 
"  in  tbe  opinion  of  thia  Hooae  the  oppor- 
tnnitj  ahouid  be  afforded  to  the  Admiral  in 
Command,  Vice  Admiral  Sir  Walter  Tarleton, 
K.C.B.  of  oieariog  hia  repatation  br  being 
tried  bj  a  Coart  Martial"  {Cdptaiu  Pint) 
>,  1 0T4  i  Odeation  pnpoied, "  That  tbe  words, 
Ao. :  "  after  long  debate,  Mored.  "  That  the 
Debate  be  oow  adjonmed"  (Jfr.  Stdg); 
Motion  withdrawn 

in  again  propoaed  ;  Amendt.  withdrawn  ; 


n  Q^eat 


Paper;  Question,  Captain  Pim;  Ant«er.  Mr. 

Uunt  Jfor  13,  [117]  ISOB 
Tlu  Rehtm,  Qontinn,  Captain  Pim  ;  Adswot, 
Ur.  UoQt  June:  S3,  [130]  337 

Paper*  and  Piaos      .     .  P.P.  BO,  08,  BS.1 

Fleetmen fl3 

The  Court  Martial  .     .       [1384,1361-1] 

Naey — Navigation  oflfer  Majttty't  Skipi 
MoTOd,  "That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  baring  been  determined  gisdaallf  to  abo- 
lish tbe  ajatam  of  emplojiog  a  separate  and 
ditlinct  branch  of  olBeer  for  navigating 
dntiea,  it  is  desirable  that  greater  enooarage- 
meot  and  a  more  extended  training  (ban  at 
present  adopted  should  be  giren  to  the 
oBloen  of  the  Fleet  to  obtain  practical  ax- 
perieooa  in  snrrejing,  [uiotage,  and  naiiga. 
tion  ;  and  that  in  carrying  out  tbe  intended 
ehange  dne  regard  abould  be  paid  to  the 
position  and  proapects  of  eiiating  class  of 
n^rigaiiDg  oSiccri "  [Mr.  HatAvy  Traeyi 
April  3S,  [118]  1030 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  from  ■' That,"  and  add 
"ooQsidering  tbe  greatlf  increaaed  (aloe  of 
Her  Majeatj's  ships  of  late  }ean,  and  tbh 
importance  of  providing  lor  tbeir  safe  navi- 
gation, thia  Bonae  is  of  opinion  that  tbe 
training  and  iostmction,  as  well  aa  the 
position  of  navigating  officers,  demanda 
serions  attcDtion,  bnt  that  the  abolition  of  a 
aeparate  and  distinct  class  of  officer*  to  per- 
form these  dntiea  ia  a  step  which  can  only 
be  ai^iroached  with  eitreme  cantion  and 
under  a  aenae  of  tbe  graveal  responaibilitj  " 
iCoftain  iVice)  v.  ;  Qjwation  propoaed, 
■'  Tbat  tbe  worda,  *0- ;"  after  abort  debate. 
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NAV        NEW 


Ndv^  —  ^avy  and  Army  Expenditure, 
1874-5 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved, "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  July  18; 
Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  Jxdy  29,  [231]  72  ;  Question 
again  proposed  ;  after  short  debate,  Debate 
adjourned 

Question  again  proposed ;  Debate  resumed 
August  5,  656  ;  after  short  debate.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  matter  considered  in 
Committee  ;  after  short  time  spent  therein, 
Resolutions  agreed  to  ;  Resolutions  reported 
Augutt  7  * 


Navy — Punishment  of  Flogging 

Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Hunt  May  12,  [229]  487 

Moved,  '<  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  time  has  arrived  when  the  punishment  of 
Flogging  in  the  Navy  should  be  abolished  " 
{Mr,  P.  A.  Taylor)  June  20,  [230]  147 

Amendt.  to  leave  ont  from  "  House,"  and  add 
"  corporal  punishment  in  the  Navy  having 
been  abolished  in  1871  for  all  offences  which 
^0  not  require  prompt  and  immediate  punish- 
ment, and  being  only  now  retained  for  the 
case  of  mutiny  and  for  offences  which  may 
imperil  the  safety  of  the  ship  on  the  high 
seas,  it  is  inexpedient  to  take  further  steps 
for  the  total  abolition  of  the  punishment" 
(Mr.  Hanhury  Tracy)  v. ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  the  words,  <bc. ;  "  after  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  put ;  A.  62,  N.  120  ;  M.  58 

Crime  and  Punishment — Returns  F.P.  201 
Corporal  Punishment 298 


Navy — Ships  of  War 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  8,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  *'  this 
House,  while  approving  the  programme  of 
work  on  iron-clad  ships  for  the  ensuing 
financial  year,  is  of  opinion  that  the  present 
is  a  fitting  opportunity  for  reviewing  our 
ship-building  policy,  and  the  resources  of  the 
mercantile  marine  for  naval  purposes;  and 
this  House  is  further  of  opinion  that  such  in- 
quiry should  be  held  by  a  Royal  Commission  " 
{Mr.  T  Bras$ey)v.t  [229]  235  ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  the  words,  <bc. ;  "  after  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 


Navy — TJie  Admiralty — Civilian  First 
Lords 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  13, 
To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  practice  of 
placing  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty  civilians, 
who  from  their  antecedents  cannot  be  con- 
versant with  the  business  of  that  Depart- 
ment, is  detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the 
service  "  {Mr.  Bentinck)  v.,  [227]  1873  ;  after 
long  debate,  Question  put,  "That  the  words, 
&c. ;"  A.  261,N.  18;  M.  243 


First  Lords  since  1660 


P.P,  235 


Naoy^The   CoUi9um  of  the  '' AlherW" 

and  the '' Mistletoe'' 

Baron  BramweU,  Question,    Mr.  An^erm: 

Answer.  Mr.  Assheton  Cpo«  Fd>  14,  [ir] 

258;    Questions,    Mr.  T.    E.    Smith,  Mr. 

Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Mar  2. 1?M 

Captain    Welch,    Question,    Mr.    Andenoo; 

Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Mof  85,  [229]  1194 

Further  Inquiry,   Qaestion,   Sir.    AnderiM : 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Jume  36,  [230] 

428 

228]  Rejxn-t  of  Court  of  Inquiry,  Qoestioos.  Mr. 

Goschen,    Mr.    Anderson  ;     Answers,   Mr. 

.     Hunt  April  7,  1409  ;  Questions.  Mr.  Witkii 

Williams,  Sir  Robert  Peel ;    Answers,  Mr. 

.     Hunt  April  10,  147« 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April\9,T9 

leave  out  from  *'That,"  and  add  "ai  tbe 

OflSoers  appointed  hj  the  Admiralty  to  ia- 

quire  into  the  circumstanoes  attending  the 

collision    between    the  *AlberU'  and  ib» 

*  Mistletoe'  appear  to  have  reported,  sad 

the  Board  of  Admiralty  hj  eompensatiooi 

have  practically  acknowledged  that  those  it 

charge  of  the  '  Alberta '  were  in  the  wroef , 

Her  Majesty's  Government  oogbt,  wbes  lifc 

had  been  lost  through  that  wrong,  to  have 

taken  further  steps  to  vindieate  pablie  ji»- 

tice  "  {Mr.  Anderson)  v,,  1486  ;  after  short 

debate.  Question  put,  «*  That  the  words,  Ac. :' 

A.  157,  N.  65  ;  M.  92 

The  Coroner's  Jury,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Andersen. 

Sir  John  Soourfield ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asahctos 

.     Cross  AprU  27, 1761 

Baron  Bramwell's  Letter  •    .  FJ*.  ^7 
Papers  relating  to Ul 

Nelson,  Earl 

Burial,  Law  of.  Res.  [229]  645 
Ecclesiastical  Offices  and  Fees,  Comm.  {239' 

1964 
Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company,  Comm.  [330] 

1960 

Nevill,  Mr.  C.  W.,   Carmarthen^  Src. 
Burial  Services  in   Parish  Churchyards,  Hn. 
[227]  1394 

Neville-Gbexyille,   Mr.  R.,  Somerut 

shirey  Mid 
Army  —  Knightsbridge  Barracks,  Res.  [22; 

1761 
Commons,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [229]  1390,  1308 
Fine  Arts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [229]  303 
Poor  Law  (Scotland),  2R.  [229]  260 
Post  Office  Cheques,  [227]  258 
Royal  Titles,  2R.  [227]  1732  ;  3R.  [228]  482 
Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Coar 

of  Justice,  d:c.  [229]  1326 

Nettdegate,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Warwickshire,  3 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Consid.  [231]  868 
Church  Bodies  (Gibraltar)— The   Ordinaneei 

Motion  for  an  Address,  [228]  769 
City  of  London  Companies,  Address  for  a  Re 

turn,  [229]  1151 
Consolidated  Fund,  3R.  [228]  566 
Contagious    Diseases    (Anioials),    Res.    [22; 

2051 
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NiwviaAn,  Mr.  C.  N.— irimi. 

Crucltr  to  Animali,  Comm.  d.  8,  [131]  lUS 
Eleotanl  Stitam — Borough  Bnd  CoaDtf  CoD- 

■liliKnDlei,  Kei.  [119]  US3 

Elementarj    Education.   Comm.   cl.   S,   {isa] 

1401;  add.  el.  1659.  IBST.  aai»:  [iji]  IS 

Coniid.  a  U.  481,  486,  4S0,  930,  533 

London  Munioipkl  GoTernmeDt,  Res.  [119]  1T9& 

Monutie  ■ad    Con«eDtiul  InKllutlom   (Gre»t 

BritRin).  Rei.  [31S]  1003,  lOIT 
P>rli>ni«nt — Miicellancoa)  Qjieitloai 

Ordrr — Balloting  for  Malioni,  MotioQ  lor 

Adjoun,tnent,[i3oll4 
FriTilege— Irrrgulir  PelitioDi,  [138]  131T. 
1330,   139S,    1400,    1401,     U03,    1MB. 
1S69,     1633;  — Panonal    EtpUnaUon, 

[119]  e83 

Pablio   Boiinew,    Arnmgcnwnt   af,    [130] 

1 037 
Parliatnant — Buwnaai  of  tbe  Hosae,  Sai.  [131] 

TOT 
Pollution  of  Riien,  SR.  [330]  1BT8 
Priion«,2R.  [130]  813,034 
Publio  Sobooli  All,  LSeS,  Rai.  [iiS]  1446 
Rojal  Titlei,  Lfa>a,  [117]  433  ;  Comm.  «1. 1, 

Amcndt.  [118]  303,  306.  308  ;  SR.  S09 
VniTanitj  Edacation  (Ireland),  Laare,  [llg] 


JVuw  Forett,  Tke 

Ltgitlatim.    Qneition,    Lord     near;    Soott ; 

Aniwer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  Jidy  37,  [130] 

1973 
Ineloiure  at  Stanryerou.,  QuMtioni.  Mr.  Cooper. 

Temple;   Anaweri.  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  Jfoy  4, 

[199]  34  ;   May,  30,  1435 ;    Qaailion,   Mr. 

FawcalC  ;     'Aniwer,    Mr.     W.     B.      Smith 


Netcfowndland  Fuhvrut — Tht 

Captain  Erikint'i  Report,  Qneation,  Captain 

G.   K.  Prioe  ;    Anawer,    Mr.    J.    Lowtlnr 

HprtI4.[)i81117T 
The    Frtfeh    Fuhemen,    Qaeation,    Mr.    A. 

M'Anhur  ;  Anmer,  Mr.  J.  Lowlfaer  Feb  31, 

[117]  SSi;   QuealioD,  Captain   Prioe;   An- 

■wrr.    Mr.  J.  Lowtber  Fell  33,  OTS 
The  /VeneA  Slmre.  Quntion.  Captain  G.  E. 

Priae;   Aniver,  Mr.  J.  Lowthar  Hag   IS, 

[119] 6«7 


Nbwpoht,  Viscount,  Sltropthirt,  N. 
Armj  —  Aaiiliir]'  Foron  —  The  Taomanr;, 


Newspaper  B«gutrati(m,  ftc-  Bill 

(ifr.  Waddy,  Mr.  AtKUy) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  I°>  Fa6  11  [BiU  U] 

3R.  [Dropped] 

Noel,  Bight  Hon.  Q.  J.,  Rutland 

Fermiuiira  Prohibilorj  Liquor,  3R.  [119]  184S 
Public  Sahooli— Ufyb^ham  School,  [119]  19 


NOBL,  Mr.  E.,  Jhtmfrit*,  !;«. 


Eut  India  Ravanna 
1034 


I,  Corom.  [131] 


Elamentarj  Edaoation,  Comm.   et.   II,  [130] 

1446  1  add.  cl.  less.  1707;  Amendt.  1903, 

1909 
India— Malar  Penlniuta — Birch,  Mr..  Murdrr 

of,  [119]  13S0  :— Perak,  SUte  of,  [iiS]  1977 
Intarnilianal  Submarine  Telegrapha,  [iiS]  476 
RDfal  .Sljle  and   Titlea— The  Natlre   Prinoea 

of  India.  [117]  18S7,  1808 
Royal  Titlea,  Camm.  [iiS]  ISO,  1S8 


NoLAK,  Captain  J,  P.,   Oalieay  Co. 
ArdgUa*  Harbonr  Improvement,  Comm.  [130] 

1783 
Arm;— MiHXrllaneoaB  Qni^stiong 
Arm;  Rocmiting,  [119]  1635 
Forage  to  Mounied  OflScen,  [ii9]I3e3 
Iriih  Militia  Regimenta,  [118}  1637 
Militia  Sorgwna,  [131]  970 
Mcbiliutian   of  the   Foroei— Armr   Eati- 

maUi.  [119]  U31 
Moblliiation  Sebame,  Tbe  New,  [130]  SflS, 

367 
Far  of  Soldiai 
Retirement  an 

|>3']  M3 
Rojal  Artillerr — Lienlanant  Colonelt,  [aiS] 
1006; — Nen-Commiuioned  OI9oers,[]i9] 
1603 
Armr— Mititarr  Forcet,  Our,  Rea.  [117]  967 
■  ■        "       '       T  1208,  1319 
.»9]  >"2 
-Land  Foroei,  [i>7]  1353 
Militarr    Education,    Eatabliihmenta    for, 

[119]  1659,  1697 
Par  and  Allowanoeg,  [117]  14S7 
Warlike  and  other  Storei,  [119]  1639,  1647 
Worki,  Building!,  Aa.  [119]  1BS4 
Barbadoei— Riota,  Tbe-  " 

[139]  lil 
Cattle  Diuaie  [Ireland),  [iz;|  103;  3R.1TT8: 

CoEsid.  [130]  3033 
Chairmen'!  Juriidiotion  (Ireland).  Leave,  [131] 

664 
Cbica,  R«.  [130]  969 
Chnrcb   Bodiea  (GibralUr)— The  OrdinanoM, 

Motion  for  an  Addreu,  [itS]  769 
Citil  Drparlmenti  (Emplorment  of  Soldiera), 
of  Committee,   Amendt.   [119] 


754 


Comi 


a,  [119]  1 


.353 


Motion  lor  reporting  Pro- 
(Aniroola),    Raa.    [117] 
B,  Motion  for  re- 


Con  tagiou 

3099 
Crouad  Cheqnei,  Comm. 

portiDg  Progrcia,  [ijo]  1516 
Catloma  and  Inland  Keianne,  Comm.  [119]  997 
Eaat  India — Cbriltianitr,  Addreei  (or  Pipera, 

[117]  236 
Electoral  Cauntr  Boardi  (Ireland),  3R.  [117] 

769,  787 
Elementarr  Edaoation,  3 R.  [130]  100  ;  Comm. 

el.  6,  1398;  add.  cl.  1911  ;  Coniid.  «J.  14, 

[J31]  401,648 


NOL       NOB 


(0ENEBAL    INDEX} 
M7— m8 — st9— 330— S31. 
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Nolan,  Captain  J.  T.-^-eorU. 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Irish    Church    Bodj  —  Emly    Cathedral 

Church,  [230]  1884,  1885 
National   Education  —  Teachers'  Salaries, 

[228]  1832,  1910 
National  Schools,  [239]  46 
Poor  Law — Clifden  Union,  [229]  487 
Post  OfQoe — Ireland,  Mail  Routes  in,  [227] 
227 
Ireland — Irish  Parliament,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  [230]  778 
Ireland — Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res.  [231] 

808,  309 
Ireland— National  School  Teachers  Act,  1875, 
Res.  [228]  237  ;— Non-Contributory  Unions, 
1986 
Ireland — Royal  Irish  Constabulary  (Mr.  John 

Croker),  Res.  [229]  1441 
Jurors  Qualification  (Ireland),  2R.  [229]  1754  ; 
Comm.  Schedule  1,  [230]  144,   146  ;  Sche- 
dule 4,  147 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [228]  796 
Merchant  Shipping,  Gomm.  add.  el,  [228]  1948 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),   Consid.  [231] 

663 
Mutiny,  Consid.  Amendt.  [228]  1035,  1036 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  Devastotion,"  [227]  1207 
Navy — Flogging,   Punishment  of,   Kes.   [230] 
170 

Parliament — Leitrim   County    Election — Cap- 
tain O'Beime,  Motion  for  Adjournment^ 
[230]  180,  183,264 
Privilege — Irregular  Petitions,  [228]  1634 
Public   Business,   Arrangement    of,    [230] 
1640 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [231] 

711 
Parliament — Referees  on  Private  Bills,  Nomi- 
nation of  Select  Committee,  Amendt.  [227] 
1496  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  ib. 

Peru — Steamship   "  Talisman,"   Crew   of  the. 

Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  424 
Poor   Law  Amendment,  Comm.   el.  28,  [229] 

1767,  1771 
Prisons,  Leave,  [229]  1552 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  [229]  19 
Supply — Civil    Contingencies   Fund,    Amendt. 
[228]  339 
Local   Government  Board,  &c.  [227]  517, 

519 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Ilousehold  of, 

Ac.  [227I  1841 
Pauper  Lunatics  (Ireland),  [227]  1846 
Public  Education  (Ireland).  [231]  278,  280 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  [227J  1845 
Revenue  Departments,  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, I228J 1877 
Turkey — Geneva  Convention,  [231]  701 
University    Education  (Ireland),  Leave,  [229] 

827 
Ways  and   Means— Income    Tax,   Res.    [228] 

1364 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  [228]  1462 

North  America — See  title   United  States 
North,  Lieut-Colonel  J.  8.,  Oxfordshire 

Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [227]  1462 
f^avy— Royal  Marines,  [228]  1624 
Public  Schools  Act,  \8ft8.  Ke*.  \^^'^\  \^'A 


NOBTHBBOOK,    EotI  of 

Indian  Goveminent,  Addraii  for  Papen,  [151] 

499 
Slave  Trade,  2R.  [330]  784  ;  Comm.  cL  1,S4I 

NoBTHCOTE,   Bight    Hon.    Sir   8.    H. 
{see  Ghanceflor  of  the  Excheqaer) 

NORTHXTMBEBLAND,    Duko  of 

Commons,  Comm.  el,  8,  AmeDdt  [230]  14S7, 

1420  ;  Amendt.  1430  ;  ei.  10.  AmmidL  A. 
Noxious  Vapours,  [227]  701 
Sulphurous  Acid,  dko.,    AddreM    lor  a  Bsyil 

Commission,  [228]  600 

Norwich  and  BoBton  (Suspenaion  of  Writ) 

&C.)  Bill — AfUrwaardt 

Norwich  and  Boston  (Cormpt  Yoten)  BQI 

{Mr.  Attorney  General,  Mr,  SoUcUor  Gemenl 

far  Irtland) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  ]<>•  July  10  [BUI  S441 

Read  2^  *  August  0 
Committee ;  Report, afterthort delnUiii^ll, 

[231]  1055 
Considered  *  ;  read  9?  August  1 1 
I.  Read  1*  •  (Xorrf  Pi'eMeni)  Augutt  12  (No.114) 
Read  2**;    Committee  negatived;    imk  T 

August  14 
Royal  Assent  Augustus    [39  ^  40  Ftct  cH] 

NoBwooD,  Mr.  0.  M.,    ^ngston-tmih 

Hull 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Conaid.  [231]  866 
Barristers  and  Advocates  Fees,  2R.[229]  **•• 

349 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards),  2R. 

[229]  902 
Maritime  Contracts,  Leave,  [227]  154 
228]  Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  cl.  3,  548,  W7, 

901  :  cl  4,  Amendt.  909,   910  ;  e/.  5,  1151 

1159  ;  cl.  6,  1160  ;  cl.  9,  1369  ;  d.  14. 1594, 

1589;  cl.  15,  1619;   cl.    16.   1793;   d.  1?. 

1804;  Amendt.    1806,  1809;  cl.  27.  1»18; 

cl.  30,  1920  :  add.  cl.  1926.  1939,  1943,  l»a 
229]67,  70.  95,  210,  225;    Consid.  cl.  11,  107«; 
.      cl.  22,  1080  ;  cl.  31,  Amendt.  1082 
231]  Lords  Amendts.  695.  1171.  1177.  1183 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts — Light   Dues,  [ixC. 

421 
Navy  —  H.M.S.  "  Vanguard,"    Loss   of  tk», 

Motion  for  a  Paper,  [227]  1075 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res. ''251] 

709 
Post   Oflace  —  Postal  Telegraph   DdpartmsBt. 

Res.  [228]  204 
Prisons,  2R.  [230]  300 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  Comm.  [231]  846 
Supply — Suez  Canal  Shares,   Res.  [227]  621. 

635,  636 

Notices  to  Qmt  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sir  Colnian  O'Loghlen,  Mr,  Downing,  Mr, 
Patrick  Martin) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  Mar  21  [Bill  1141 

Read2o»  >%  18 

Committee  •  ;  Report  May  22         [Bill  160] 
Cw£v\si\W.%^*  (on  rc-comm.) — ».p,  Jutie  16 
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Notic€i  to  Qidt  (Inland)  BiO— eoot. 

Coromittoe  *  (on  re-comm,) ;  Report  July  8 

[Bill  226] 

Committee;*  (on  r€»comm.) ;  Report  JWy  6 

Read  3«  •  /u/y  7 

Lords  Amendu.  [Bill  285] 

/.  Reid  l^^iLcnrd  O'Hapan)  My  10  (No.  165) 

Mofed,    "  That    the    Bill  be  now   read  2* 
/u/y  21.  [230]  1694 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ('*  now,")  and  add  at  the 
end  of  the  Motion  (*'  thisdaf  three  months") 
( The  Lord  Lifford) ;  after  short  debate,  on 
Question.  That  (**  now/')  dkc. ;  retoWed  in 
the  affirmative  ;  Bill  read  2* 

Committee  *  July  25  (No.  188) 

Report  •/ti/y  31 

Read  21^*  Auguitl 

Royal  Assent  Auguit  15    [30  4  40  Ftd.  e.  68] 

Noxious  Nuisances — Legislation 

Question,  Colonel  Egerton  I^igh ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Feb  17.  [237]  405 

Noxious  Vapours 

Petition  presented  (The  Lord  WinmarUigh) 
Feb  23,  [227]  700 ;  after  short  debate.  Peti- 
tion to  lie  on  the  Table 

A  Royal  Committion^  Question,  Mr.  Sampson 
Lloyd  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  18, 
[230] 1523 


Nallnm  TempoB  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Sir  Colman  G'Loghlen^  Mr,  Meldon) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  Jfay  24  [Bill  167] 

Read  2"  •  June  13 

Committeo  *  ;  Report  July  10 

Considered  *  July  1 1 

KeAd  S""  •  July  \2 
I.  Read  1*  •  (Lord  (THagan)  July  18  (No.  171) 

Read2**JM/y  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  25 

Read  3** /u/y  27 

Royal  Assent  August  11    [30  4  40  Vkt,  e.  87] 


O'Brien,  Sir  P.,  King's  Co, 

Army — Cocnaught  Rangers,  [227]  261 

Commons,  Comm.  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, [229]  1262,  1258 

India — Leprosy,  [231]  700 

Silver,  Depreciation  of,  [227]  260 

Inland  Revenue — Excise — Blending  of  Irish 
Whiskey,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 
[228]  1205 

Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [228]  1561 

Metropolis — Street  Accidents  to  Vans,  Ac. 
[228]  1482 

National  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Act,  1875, 
Res.  [228]  230 

Navy  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  Ac.  [227] 
1042 

Parliament — Ladies'  Gallery,  Hoase  of  Com- 
mons, [228]  588 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  Res.  [228] 
1243 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqiion  on  Sanday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),Comm.  [331]  888 

Supply^  Report,  [227]  000 


O'Callaghah,  Hon.  W.  P.  0.,  Tipp^ 

rary  Co, 
Constabulary  (Ireland) — North  Riding  of  Tip- 
perary,  [228]  770 

O'Olert,  Mr.  K,  Wexford  Co, 

Army— Mobiliiation— Wexford  Militia,  [230] 

1817 
Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2R.  [227] 

771 
.    Workhoase  Schools  (Ireland),  [227]  1711 

O'CoNOB,  Mr.  D.  M.,  Sligo  Co. 

Civil  Service — Order  in  Council — Clause  12, 

[228] 1750 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  Res.  Amendt. 

[227]  2036 
Monastic  and  Ck>nventttal  Institutions,  Petition, 

[229]  846 


O'OoNOB  Don,  The,  Roseommon  Co, 

Cattle  Disease  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  5,  [230] 

1678 
Civil  BUI  Processes  (Ireland),  [228]  606 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  3R.  [229]  1368 
Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2R.[227l 

780 
230]  Elementary  Education,  2R.  44  ;  Comm.  el,  5, 

Amendt.  1300;  d,  6,  Amendt.  1411 ;  el,  14, 
.      1453;   el  34,   1513,    1514;   add.   el,    1538, 
.      1540,  1660,  1860,  1003 
231]  25;  Schedule  1,  Amendt.  60  ;  Amendt.  70 
Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res.  [231]  314 
Jurors  Qualification  (Ireland),  2R.  [229]  1754; 

Comm.  Schedule  1,  [230]  146,  271 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [230]  674 
Public    Houses    (Ireland)  —  Sunday  Closing, 

Res.  [229]  502 
Sale  of  Intoxioatiu'i  Liquors  on  Sanday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),  2R.  [230]  1334 
Supply — Public  Education,  Ireland,  [231]  276 
Supreme   Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R. 

[229]  1756 
University   Education  (Ireland),  Leave,  [229] 

825 


O'DoNOGHUE,  The,  Trales 

Elementary  Education,  Consid.  cl.   14,  [231] 

525 
Ireland — Thurles  Coronership,  [230]  247 
Irish  Land  Act  —  Compensation  under  Third 

Clause,  [227]  135 
Jurors  Qualification   (Ireland),   Comm.  Sche- 
dule 1,  [330]  271,  273 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  [227]  817  ;  2R.  [228] 

805 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  Address  for  a  Royal 

Commission,  [231]  1223 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Arrange- 
ment of,  [227]  500,  501  ;  [230]  1036 
Relevancy  of  Debate — Appropriation  Bill, 
[2301163 
Supply  —  Public  Education  (Ireland),   [231] 

278 
Tralee  Sarings  Bank,    Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  [227]  1582, 1584 
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Oxford,  Bishop  of 

Burials  in  Churchyards,  2R.  [229]  1091 
University  of  Oxford,  Comm.  cl.  14,  [228]  941 ; 

cl  16,  1306,  1307;   d.  19,  1309;    cl.  26, 

1314;  add.cLlZU 


Oxford  University  Bill— See  title 
University  of  Oxford  Bill 


Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  Order  Con- 
firmation Bill  [H.L.] 

( The  Lord  President) 

Z.  Presented  ;    read   l**,    and  referred    to    the 
Examiners  May  15  (No.  86) 

Read  2»  •  May  22 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  1 

Read  ^^^  June  13 
c.  Read  !<>•  June  15  [Bill  196] 

Read  2o*  June  19 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  29 

Read  3<»  •  June  30 
I.  Royal  Assent  July  13  [39  &  40  Vict,  c.  91] 


Oyster  Fisheries 

Moved, "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  what  are  the  reasons  for  the  pre- 
sent scarcity  of  Oysters,  and  what  has  been 
the  effect  of  the  measures  relating  to  Oyster 
Fisheries  adopted  by  Parliament  subse- 
quently to  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Ct>mmi8- 
sion  on  Sea  Fisheries  in  1866"  (Sir  Charles 
Legard)  Mar  6,  [227]  1498 

Amen<lt.  to  add  '*  and  to  report  what  further 
legislative  measures  may,  in  the  opinion  of 
tlie  Committee,  be  desirable  "(3/r.  Cawley) ; 
Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

And,  on  Mar  9,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Sir  Charles  Legard  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Afhhiiry,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry, 
Mr.  Ilerliort,  Viscount  llolmesdale,  Colonel 
Learnionth,  Mr.  Shaw  Lcfevre,  Mr.  Malcolm, 
Mr.  Wykeham  Martin,  Mr.  O'Conor,  Mr. 
Pcmborton,  Lord  Rendlesham,  Sir  Charles 
Uussell,  Mr.  Eustace  Smith,  Mr.  Edward 
Stanhope,  Mr.  Arthur  Vivian,  Mr.  Waddy, 
and  Mr.  F.  Walpole  ;  Mar  16,  Lord  Claud 
Hamilton,  Mr.  Fuller  Maitland  added ; 
April  6,  Sir  Robert  Buxton  added 

Report  of  Select  Comm.  July  7    P.P*  345 


Oyster  Fisheries — Heme  Bay 
Questions,    Mr.    Pomberton  ;     Answers,    Sir 
Charles     Adderley     Mar     20,    [228]    266  ; 
jM/y28,  [23i]8 

Mr.  Walpole's  Report       .     .     .     P.P.  65 


Oyster  Fisheries  Bill 

{Mr.  JVaddy,  Mr.  Muntz) 

C.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  11  [Bill  65] 

2R.  [Dropped] 


\ 


Paget,  Mr,  R.  H.,  Somersetthirs,  Xi 

Elementary  Education,   Comm.  [230]   124S; 

cl.  5,  1298;  A  mend  t.  1300;  cl,  20,  1499; 

Postponed  cl.  8, 1529 
Local  Finance,  [227]  1123 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  add.  W.  [329] 

1773,  1774 
Prisons,  Leave,  [229]  1552  ;  2R.  [230]  814 

Palmer,  Mr.  C.  M.,  Durham,  N, 
Criminal  Law — Political  Prbonen,  R^eaie  of, 

[229] 1046 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  [228]  597 ;  d.  S, 

907  ;  cl.  16,  1800 ;  add,  H.  10S6  ;  [229]  7S. 

232 
Navy— Troop  Ship  "  Orontea,-  [227]  928 

Paris f  Declaration  off  1856 

Resolution,    Mr.    Percy   Wyndham  July  14, 

[230]  1457  [House  counted  oot] 

Resolutions,  Obseryations,  The  Earl  of  Den- 
bigh;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby;  short 
debate  thereon  July  17,  1457 

Parish  Ministers  (Scotbuid)  (Ezemptioi 
from  Rates)  1^  * 

{Mr.  James  Barclay,  Mr,  Baxter,  Mr,  MtLartn, 

Dr,  Cameron) 

c.  Ordered  :  read  V  Feb  9  [BiU  37] 

2R.  [Dropped] 

parliament 

LORDS— 
Mbetino  of  the  pABLiimirT  Feb  h 

The  Parliament  opened  by  Thx  Quns  in 
Person 

^cr  fEaje0t0'0  fHoet  (Eitactous  Speed) 

227]  delivered  by  The  Lord  Chaxcbllob  Feb  8, 5 
An  Address  to  Her  Majesty  thereon  moved 
by  Tho  Earl  of  Aberdeen  (the  Motion 
being  seconded  by  The  Earl  of  ELLSSMKit). 
and,  after  long  debate,  agreed  to,  Aemime 
Dissentiente  Feb  8,  6 

.  Her     Majesty's     Answer    to    thx    Addibsi 

reported  Feb  10,  124 

Chairman  of  Committees — The  Lord  Redesdale 
appointed,  Nemiiie  Dissentiente ,  to  take  the 
Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this  Hoose  for 
this  Session  Feb  8 

Ordered  that  the  Vlscoant  Eversley  do  take 
the  Chair  in  all  Committees  upon  Printe 
Bills  in  the  absence  of  the  Lord  Redesdalo 
from  illness  Feb  28 

Committee  for  Privileges — appointed  Feb  H 
Sub-Committee  for   the    Journals — appointed 

FebS 
Appeal  CotnmiW^e— appointed  Feb  8 

.  Roll  of  the  Lords — Garter  King  of  Anns 
attending,  delivered  at  the  Table  (in  the 
usual  manner)  a  List  of  the  liOrds  Temporal 
in  the  Third  Session  of  the  Twenty-first 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  Feb  8,6 
The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the  Uooie 
that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  bad  pre- 
pared and  laid  it  on  the  Table  (No.  4) 
FcbW 
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P  ARUAMINT  ^LOBOI— OOnt. 

Chairman  of  CommitUei,  MoTed  that  the  Lord 
Winmarleigh  be  appointed  to  take  the  Chair 
in  the  Committees  of  the  Whole  House  in 
the  absence  of  the  Lord  Redesdale  Mar  31, 
April  6  :  Agreed  to 

CA  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliamentt  and  Office 
of  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod— 
Select  Committee  on,  appointed  Mar  31  : 
The  Lords  following  were  named  of  the  Com- 
mittee:—  Ld.  Chancellor,  Ld.  President, 
Ld.  Privy  Seal,  D.  Saint  Albans,  Ld.  Cham- 
berlain, M.  Lansdowne,  M.  Salisbury,  M. 
Bath,  Ld.  Steward,  E.  Devon,  E.  Doncaster, 
E.  Tankerville,  E.  Camaryon,  E.  Granville, 
E.  Kimberley,  E.  Sydney,  V.  Hawarden, 
V.  Ilardinge,  V.  Eversley,  L.  Colville  of 
Culross,  L.  Ponsonby,  L.  Redesdale,  L.  Col- 
chester, L.  Skelmersdale,  and  L.  Aveland 

First  and  Second  Reports.  P.P,  L  56,  166 

Private  Bill  Legielaiion 

Orders  in  relation  to  Petitions  Feb  18,  [227] 
474 

Private  BUU — Standing  Orders  Committee  on, 
appointed  Feb  31  ;  The  Lords  following, 
with  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  were 
named  of  the  Committee :— D.  Somerset, 
Ld.  Chamberlain,  M.  Winchester,  M.  Lans- 
downe, M.  Bath,  M.  Ailesbory,  E.  Devon, 
E.  Airlte,  E.  Carnarvon,  E.  Cadogan,  £. 
Belmore,  E.  Chichester,  E.  Powis,  E.  Verulam, 
E.  Morley,  E.  Stradbroke,  E.  Amherst,  £. 
Sydney,  V.  Hawarden,  V.  Hutchinson,  V. 
Hardinge.  V.  Eversley,  V.  Halifai,  V.  Port- 
man,  L.  Camoys,  L.  Saye  and  Sele,  L.  Col- 
ville of  Culross,  L.  Ponsonby,  L.  Digby,  L. 
Sheffield,  L.  Colchester,  L.  Silchester,  L.  De 
Tabley,  L.  Skelmersdale,  L.  Bel  per,  L.  Ebury, 
L.  Egcrton,  L.  Uartismere,  L.  liylton,  and 
L.  Penrhyn 

Opposed  Private  Bills^The  Lords  following, 
vis.  :  —  M.  Lansdowne,  L.  Colville  of  Cal- 
roas,  L.  Ponsonby,  and  L.  Skelmersdale  were 
appointed,  with  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees, a  Committee  to  select  and  propose  to 
the  House  the  names  of  the  five  Lords  to 
form  a  Select  Committee  for  the  considera- 
tion of  each  opposed  Private  Bill  Feb  21 

Private  Billt 

Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from 
the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Monday  the  19th  day  of  June  next 
[And  other  Orders]  April  7,  [228]  1378 

Ordered,  That  the  time  for  depositing  petitions 
praying  to  be  heard  against  Private  Bills, 
which  would  otherwise  expire  during  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  at  Whitsuntide, 
be  extended  to  the  first  day  on  which  the 
House  shall  sit  after  the  recess  Mai/  20 

Standing  Orders  5,  10,  11,  12,  13,  16,  17,  19, 
23,  26,  33,  34, 36,  38a,  43,  56,  58,60,  62,66, 
67,  89, 104,  122, 123, 127,  133,  138,  and  139 
considered,  and  amended  ;  and  to  be  printed 
as  amended  ( The  Chairman  of  Committees) 
August  11     (No.  232) 

[Private  BiUs — See  title  Parliamentary 
Agency] 

\wnU 


Paruamint — LoRDs^oont. 

The  Easter  Recess  —  House  adjourned  on 
Friday  7th  April,  to  Thursday  27th  April 

The  Whitsuntide  Recess,  Question,  Earl  Gran- 
ville :  Answer,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  and 
Gordon  May  26,  [229]  1264 

House  adjourned  on  Thursdsy  1st  June  to 
Tuesday  13th  June 

[See  title  Parliament — Appellate  Jurisdic  • 
Hon  Act,  1876 

COMMONS— 

227]  The  Qukxn's  Spbbch  having  been  reported  ; 
An  humble  Address  thereon  moved  by  Mr. 
RiDLXT  (the  Motion  being  seconded  by  Mr. 
Mdlholland)  Feb  8,  52  ;  afler  long  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to ;  and  a  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  draw  up  the  said  Address 
Committee  nominated  as  follows: — Mr.  Ridley 
(Chairman),  Sir  Charles  Adderley,  Mr.  At- 
torney General,  Viscount  Barrington,  Mr. 
Bourke,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer, 
Mr.  Secretary  Cross,  Mr.  Disraeli,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke,  Sir  James  Elphinstone,  Mr. 
Secretary  Hardy,  Mr.  Ward  Hunt,  Lord 
John  Manners,  Mr.  Mulholland,  Viscount 
Sandon,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth,  and  Mr.  William 
Henry  Smith 

Report    of    Address   brought    up,   and    read 
.     Feb  9,   115;    after  short  debate,   Address 
agreed  to ;  to  be  presented  by  Privy  Coun- 
cillors 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  reported 
.     Feb  II,  230 

Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  (Bouse  of 
Commons) — Standing  Committee  appointed 
and  nominated  Feb  10,  as  follows : — Mr.  Adam 
(Chairman),  Mr.  Dick,  Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke,  Mr.  Edwards,  Mr.  Goldney,  CapUin 
Hayter,  Lord  Kensington,  Mr.  Muntz,  Mr. 
Stacpoole,  and  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 

Printing  —  Select  Committee  appointed  and 
nominated  Feb  9,  as  follows: — Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Dodson,  Mr. 
Henley,  Mr.  Ward  Hunt,  Mr.  Massey,  Cap- 
Uin Nolan,  The  O'Conor  Don,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr. 
Stansfeld,  Mr.  Spencer  Walpole,  and  Mr. 
Whitbread 

Privileges^Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of 
Privileges  be  appointed  Feb  8 

Public  Accounts — Committee  nominated  JV5 11, 
AS  follows: — Mr.  Dodson  (Chairman),  Sir 
W.  B.  Barttelot,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish, 
Mr.  Cubitt,  Lord  Eslington,  Mr.  Goldney, 
Mr.  Hankey,  Sir  Charles  Mills,  Mr.  O'Reilly, 
Mr.  Seely,  and  Mr.    William  Henry  Smith 

1st  and  2nd  Reports  of  Select 
Comm.  Mar  24,  May  3  PJ*,  Nos.  133, 207 

Public  Petitions  ^Select  Committee  appointed 
and  nominated  Feb  14,  as  follows: — Sir 
Charles  Forster  (Chairman),  Mr.  Cavendish 
Bentinck,  Mr.  William  Ormsby  Gore,  Earl 
de  Grey,  Mr.  Kay-Shnttleworth.  Mr.  Kin- 
naird,  .Mr.  M'Lagan,  Mr.  Mulholland,  Mr. 
O'Conor,  The  O'Donoghue,  Lord  Arthur 
Russell,  Sir  Charles  RusselU  Mx .  ^i^'vx^'cst^^ 
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Parliament —Commons— tfonf. 

Railway  and  Canal  Bills,  General  Committee 
on — A  Sessional  Committee,  nominated  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  as  follows: — 
Mr.  Basil  Woodd  (Chairman),  Mr.  Evans, 
Mr.  Julian  Goldsmid,  Mr.  Leveson  Gower, 
Mr.  Kay-Shuttleworth,  Sir  John  Kennaway, 
Earl  of  March.  Mr.  Arthur  Mills,  Mr. 
O'Reilly,  Mr.  Ridley,  and  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot ; 
Mar  3,  Mr.  W.  W.  Beach  ditch. ;  June  27, 
Mr.  Backhouse  added 

Selection — Committee  of,  nominated  Feb  10,  as 
follows : — Mr.  Mowbray  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Ilankey,  Sir  Graham  Montgomery,  The 
O'Conor  Don.  Sir  John  Scourfield,  and  Mr. 
Whitbread  ;  June  15,  Mr.  Neville-Grenville 
added 

Standing  Orders — Select  Committee  nominated 
Feb  10,  as  follows: — Mr.  Mowbray  (Chair- 
man), Mr.  Bruen,  Sir  Edward  Colebrooke, 
Mr.  Cubitt,  Mr.  Floyer,  Mr.  Hankey,  Mr. 
Howard,  Sir  Graham  Montgomery,  The 
0*Conor  Don,  Sir  John  Scourfield,  and  Mr. 
Whitbread  ;  June  16,  Mr.  Neville-Grenville 
added 

Standing  Orders  Revision — Select  Committee 
nominated  August  7,  as  follows : — Mr.  Raikes 
(Chairman),  Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Bristowe, 
Mr.  Stephen  Cave,  Sir  Charles  Forster, 
Viscount  Galway,  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr.  Goldney, 
Mr.  Ilankcy,  Sir  Henry  Holland,  Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna,  Mr.  Monk,  Colonel  North,  Mr. 
Sorjeant  Simon,  and  Sir  H.  Drummond 
WolflF 

Adjoumm£nU  Moved,  '*  That  this  House  do 
now  adjourn"  {Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach) 
Juhf  13;  Question  put;  A.  C8,  N.  11; 
M.57 

Ord^r 

Balloting  for  Motions,  Observations,  Mr.  An- 
derson ;  Reply,  Mr.  Speaker  June  19,  [230] 
11 
Moved,  *'  That  the  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
(Mr.  Nendennte) ;  after  short  debate,  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 

Notices  of  Motion,  Question,  Mr.  Ritchie  ;  An- 
swer, Sir.  Speaker  Mar  9,  [227]  1718 

Priority  for  Motions,  Question,  Mr.  Ritchie ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Percy  Wyndham,  Mr.  Speaker 
June  22.  [230]  259 

Orders  of  the  Doy —  The  Irish  Land  Bill,  Ob- 
servations, The  0*l)onoghue;  short  debate 
thereon  Feb  18,  [227]  oOl 

Private  Bills — Solicitation  of  Votes — See  that 
title 

Reference  to  Delates  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
Observations,  Karl  Percy  ;  Reply,  Mr. 
Dinrneli  ;  short  debate  thereon  June  9,  r2  29] 
1G22 

Private  Bills 

Private  Bill  Legislation,  Question,  Sir  Edward 
VVaikin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  July  7,  [230] 
1135 

Oriiercd,  That  Standing  Order  131  be  sus- 
peiMled,  and  that  the  time  for  depositing 
Petitions  against  Private  Hills,  or  against 
any  Bill  to  confirui  any  Provisional  Order, 
or  Provisional  Certificate,  be  extended  to 
Thursday  the  8th  day  of  this  instant  June 
(The  Chairinan  of  Ways  and  Mcaivs")  Jinw \  \ 

^COTVt. 


Pabliamkkt — CoMMoxB— eont. 

Privilege 

Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868 — Corrupt 
Practices  at  Elections,  Question,  Sir  Col  man 
O'Loghlen  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
May  18,  [229]  918  ; — Boiton  Election^  Qa»- 
tions,  Mr.  J.  R.  Torke,  Mr.  Infrrmxn  ;  An* 
swers,  The  Attorney  General  Mar  31,  [228] 
349 ;  Question,  Mr.  Stacpooltf ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  April  10,  1480;— 
Norwich  and  Boston  Election  dymwnssi&ns. 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  May  22,  [329]  1035  ;  May  29, 
1345  ; — Yarmouth  Election,  Question,*  Sir 
Edmund  Lacon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  ScUter-Bootb 
June  15,  [229]  }896  i^Leitrim  County  Elec- 
tion— Captain  O'Beirne,  Question,  Obtervft- 
tions.  Captain  Nolan  June  21,  [330]  179 
Moved,  *' That  the  House  do  now  adjourn  ** 
(Captain  Nolan) ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 

Observations,  Mr.    Gathome   Hardy,  Captain 
Nolan  June  22,  [230]  261 

Lords  Lieutenant,  Question,  Colonel  Naghten : 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  Jtdy  8,  [230] 
854 

Privy  Council  (Oaths  i<iken  by  Members,  fc.) 
—  Use  of  Ber  Majesty's  Name — Mr,  Limfe's 
Speech  at  Retford,  Personal  Statement,  Mr. 
Lowe  May  4,  [229]  52  [See  that  titU] 

The  Suez  Canal  Shares  Contract^  22  Oeo.  J 11. 
c.  45 — The  Messrs.  Rothschild,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli ;  PeraoDsl 
Statement,  Sir  Nathaniel  Rothschild  Feb  28, 
[227]  1019 

Public  Petitions — Grants  0/  Money,  Qnestion. 
Lord  Robert  Montagu  ;  Answer,  Sir  Cbarlet 
Forster  June  22,  [230]  248 

Trial  of  Flection  Petitions  —  Legislation^ 
Question,  Mr.  Butt  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  May  4,  [229]  37 

Public  Business 

Arrangement  of  Public  Business,  Observations, 
Question,  The  Marquess  of  Ilartingtoo ; 
Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli  ;    short  debate  ther»»on 

22^]  April  4,  1181;  Question,  Mr.  Beckett- 
Denison  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Uar- 
tington ;  short  debate  thereon  April  6. 
1328  ;  Questions,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  .Mr. 
Fawcett  ;     Answers,    Mr.    Disraeli    May  5, 

229]  107;  Questions.  The  Marquess  of  llart- 
ington.  Lord  Eslington,  Mr.  Serjeant  Sher- 
lock ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Mr.  Assheton  Cross  May  12,  491  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Beresford  Hnpe,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Il.irtington  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
May  22,  1053  :  Observations,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli  ;  debate 
thereon  May  25,  1195;  Question,  Tbf 
Marquess  of  Hartinglon  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  26, 
1275  :  Question,  Captain  Pim  ;  Answer. 
Mr.  Disraeli  June  12,  1666  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Charles  Lewis,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon,  Sir 
Walter    Barttelot ;    Answers,     Mr.    Disraeli 

2^o\  June  19,  8  ;  Questions,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster, 
Mr.  Beresford  Hope,  Lord  E<imond  Fiii- 
maurice ;  Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli  June  20, 
12i)  ;  Observations,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  June  23,  365  ;  Question,  Obeer- 
N^UouS)    The     Marquess    of    Hartioj^on   ; 
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Parliament — Comiconb — Public  Businest — e(mt. 

230]  Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli  June  26,  429  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Simon,  Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard,  Mr.  Newdegate, 
Mr.  Morgan  Lloy<i,  General  Sir  Qeoricro 
Balfour  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli,  Mr.  W.  II. 
Smith  June  29,  621  ;  Observations,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  ;  Keply,  Mr.  Dis- 
raeli ;  <lobato  thereon  July  20,  1631  ;  Obser- 
vations, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ; 
«  short  debate  thereon  July  26,  1913  ;  Obsor- 
Tations,  (Question,  Mr.  Goschen  ;  Reply,  Mr. 
Disraeli  July  27,  1974  : — Ministerial  State- 

2^i]iwnt,  Question,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  July  31,  122 ; 
Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  ForsU^r  ;  Answer,  Th© 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  August  4,  050 

Ordered,  That  on  Tuesdays  Orders  of  the  Day 
have  priority  over  Notices  of  Motion  ;  Go- 
vernment Orders  to  have  priority  on  Wednes- 
days August  7.  [231]  704 

ParliamefUary  Reporting,  Question,  Mr.  Whal- 
ley  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
ouer  August  14,  [231]  1198 

Relevancy  of  Debate — 'I  he  Appropriation  Bill, 
Observations,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins  ;  Reply,  Mr. 
Speaker  :  short  debate  thereon  August  12, 
[231]  1158 

ii^cotch  Bills,  Question,  Mr.  Leith  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  May  3d,  [229]  1196  ;  Ques- 
tions, Sir  George  Campell,  Mr.  J.  K.  Yorke; 
Answers.  Mr.  Assheton  Cross,  Mr.  Disraeli 
May  29,  1356;  Observations,  Sir  George 
Campbell  ;  Keply,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  ; 
short  debate  thereon  June  16,  2015 

The  Budget — Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill, 
Question,  Mr.  Rylands  ;  Answi«r,  Mr.  W.  II. 
Smith  April  26,  [228]  1744  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Rylands,  Mr.  Childers  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  April  27,  1762 

Businiss  of  the  House 

Questions,  Sir  William  Ilarcourt,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster,  Mr.  Qoschcn  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Boarke, 
Mr.  Disraeli  August  10,  [231]  977 

Commencement  of  Public  Business,  Question, 
Mr.  Monk  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  April  28, 
[228]  1837  ;  Observations,  Mr.  Disraeli  May\, 
1912;  Observation,  Mr.  Seely  ;  Reply,  Mr, 
Disraeli  May  2^  1986 

Morning  Sittings,  Qaestion,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ; 
Answer,  Mr.'Disraeli  June  8,  [229]  1554 

Ash  Wednesday,  Moved,  '*  That  this  House  do 
meet  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock  **  {Mr, 
Disraeli)  Feb  39,  [227]  1124;  after  short 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

The  Rister  Recesi,  Questions,  Mr.  Hubbard, 
Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Pease ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Disraeli,  Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  W.  U.  Smith 
April  ^,[22^  1100 

The  House  adjourned  on  Tuesday  1 1th  April  to 
Monday  24th  April 

Ascension  Day,  Ordered,  That  Committees 
shall  not  sit  upon  Thursday,  being  Ascension 
Day,  until  Two  of  the  clock,  and  have  leave 
to  sit  until  Six  of  the  clock,  notwithstanding 
the  sitting  of  the  House  (ifr.  Ciuincellor  of 
the  Exche'iuer)  May  23 

The  Derby  Day — Adjoitrnment  of  the  Bouse, 
Question,  Mr.  James  ;  Answer,  The  Chancel- 
lor ol  the  Exchequer  May  36,  [229]  1275 


Fabliamknt — CouuovB^ Business  of  the  Bouse-^ 
cont. 

Moved,  "  That  the  House,  at  its  rising,  do  ad- 
journ till  Thursday  next"  {Mr.  Disraeli) 
May  30,  1425  ;  after  short  debate.  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  207,  N.  118 ;  M.  89 

Whitsuntide  Recess —Arrangement  of  Public 
Business,  Moved,  "  That  the  House,  at  its 
rising,  do  adjourn  till  Thursday  next"  {Mr, 
Disraeli)  June  1,  [229J  1522;  after  short 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

The  House  adjourned  accordingly 

Palace  of  Westminster 

Cab  Shelter  in  Palace  Yard,  Question,  Mr. 
Benett-SUnford  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry 
Lennox  May  4,  [229]  48 

Mr,  Herbert's  Picture,  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Simon  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  June  1, 
[2291  1514 

The  Clock  Tower,  Question,  Mr.  Ritchie  ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Henry  Lennox  M'ly  18,  [229]  917 

The  Ladies*  Galleries,  Observations.  Mr.  Ser- 
jeant Sherlock  ;  I<«ply,  Lord  John  Manricrs  ; 
debate  thereon  Mar  24,  [228]  579  ; — Exehi- 
sion  of  Strangers,  Statement  of  .Mr.  Spoakur 
July  19,  [230J  1553 

Parliament — Appeals  and  Causes  in  Error 
— Standing  Order 

Moved  to  resolve,  That  no  Appeal  or  Cause  in 
Error  shall  be  heard  and  determined  unless 
there  be  present  at  such  hearing  and  deter- 
mination not  less  than  three  Lords  holding, 
or  who  have  held,  some  of  the  fuUowin:;  hi^h 
judicial  offices;  that  is  to  say,  the  office  of 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Great  Britain  or  Ireland, 
or  ol  Judge  of  one  of  the  .Superior  Courts  of 
Law  or  Equity  in  England,  or  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's High  Court  of  Justice  or  Court  of 
Appeal  in  England,  or  of  the  Court  of 
Session  in  Scotland,  or  of  the  Superior 
Courts  of  Law  or  Equity  in  Ireland  "  ( The 
Lard  Redcsdale)  Mar  2,  [227J  1200;  after 
short  debate,  on  Question  ?  resolved  in  tho 
affirmative 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Resolution  be  declared 
a  Standing  Order,  and  that  it  bo  entered  on 
the  Roll  of  Standing  Orderi  of  this  House 

Parliament — Appellate  Jurisdiction  Act, 
1876 

Ordered,"  That  this  House  do  meet  on  Tuesday 
the  21st  of  November  next  for  tho  purpusu 
of  hearing  and  determining  Appeals  and 
Matters  connected  therewith,  pursuant  to  tho 
provisions  of*  The  .\ppellate  Jurisdiction  Act, 
\Sm*"  August  14 

Judicial  Business  of  this  House — Standi  at 
Orders — Ordered,  That  the  following  Stand- 
ing Orders  do  regulate  all  Appeals  presented 
to  the  House  on  and  after  the  1st  day  of 
November  1876  : 

[Then  the  said  Standing  Orders  are  set  out  at 
length--p.  1194] 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Standing  Orders  bo 
entered  on  the  Roll  of  Standing  Orders  uf 
this  House 

Ordered,  'Ihat  the  said  Orders  be  printed  «^'vV. 
published,  t\>  vVivi  ^i"BA  vC\  "^\ix>a\v^  ^wx^sssxvwi^ 
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Parliament — Bimnisi  0/ the  Sawt — Com- 

mitleei  of  Supply 
Moved,  ■'  Tbat  whenever  notice  hai  been  given 

or  Supply,  and  tbe  Committee  atandg  sb  the 
Brat  Order  of  the  Day  upon  atiy  daj  eicspt 
Thundaj  and  Fridsj,  on  which  Government 
Orders  have  preoeiJence,  the  Speaker  (hall, 
when  the  Order  for  the  Committee  baa  been 
read,  Torthvith  leave  tbe  Chair  without 
putting  an;  Queation,  and  the  House  aball 
thereupon  reaolve  itself  into  such  Committee, 
Duless  on  first  going  into  Committee  on  tbe 
Armr,  Nbvv,  or  Civil  Service  lilBtiiaatea  re- 
ipectively  an  Amendment  he  moved  relating 
to  the  diiision  of  Eitimaleg  propowd  to  M 
eonaidered  on  that  daj "  (Mr.  Dxtraeli) 
Feb  IT,  [»?]  409;  after  short  debate.  Moved, 
"  That  the  liebate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Mr. 
Bereiford  Bope) ;  Question  put  1  A.  14,  N. 
13a  i  M.  B3 

QaOBtion  again  proposed 

Amendt,  in  line  T,  to  leaTe  Out  the  word 
"flrat"  (^r.  Secretory  ffari(p) ;  after  short 
debate,  Question,  '■  That  the  word  '  first,' 
d(c.,"  put,  and  negatived 

Main  QueatioD,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  tc 


Parliament — Buainett  of  the  Soiue — Ar- 
rangemtnt  of  Pttblie  Buiineti 

MoTed,  "Tbat  upon  Tuesdajra  Orders  of  the 
Da;  have  precedence  over  Nolioesof  Motion, 
Government  Orders  having  priority,  anij 
that  Government  Orden  have  prioritj  upon 
Wedneadajs  "  (Mr,  Di$rael{)  Auffaitl,  [331] 
704 

Amende,  to  leave  out  "  and  that  Government 
OrderB  have  prioritji  upon  Wednesdays  "  {Mr, 
Butt) :  Question  proposed,  '■  That  the  words, 
die. :"  niter  short  debate,  Question  put ; 
A.  00,  N.46:  M.64 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 


Parliament  —  Exclwion    of    Stranger* — 
Order,  1875 

Notice    taken,    that     Strangers    are   prewn: 
Mir  6,  [127]  1404 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker  read  the  ResolutiOB 
on  the  aubject  which  was  adopted  b} 
House  laBt  dession,  and  stated  tbat  u 
Otherwise  directed  by  the  House  he  shoul4 
abide  by  that  ResoluCion.  He  accordingly, 
without  further  debate,  put  the  Question, 
"That  Strangers  he  ordei-ed  to  withdraw  ; '' 
A.  G,  N.  10 ;  and  Forty  Members  not  bein^ 
presi'nt,  the  House  was  adjourned  — Fed'tiiJii 
of  Mr.  C.  Heimood 

ObservHtions,  Mr.  Speaker  Mar  8.  1420 

Question.   Mr.  Dodson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

April  10,  [iz8]  1430  :  Question,  Mr.  Charles 

zi^jl.enia;    Answer,  Itlr.  Diaraeli  May  26,  133d 

Moved, '-That  the   Order  of  the  Slat  day  < 
Mny    IST5,    relative    to    the     Excluiioa    < 
Strangers,  be  made  a  Sessional  Order  "  (Jfi 
.     Diiracli)  May  30.  1494 

Moved,  "That  the  debate  be  now   adjourned 
(Mr.  Hylaiidi);  after  BUorl  i1b\jM.o,  Moi.«ni'\ 
■greed  to  \ 


pjTliametU  —  ExdutuM  of  Stranfftn  —  Oritr, 

IS  75 — cent. 
129]  Question,  Mr.  Charles  Levi*  ;  Aniww,  Ui. 

Diaraeli /mK  8,  IDSA 
Order  read,  for  resaming    Adjoomed    Dehal* 
.      Jvne  13.  1S19 
Moved.  "  That  tho  debate  be  fortlwr  adjoanwd 

Ull  Tuesday  next"    (Mr.  CkaitetlUr  of  On 

£xehe<pier) 
Moved,  "  That  this  Hoosa  do  now  adjoars  " 

(Sir  B.  Dnanmimd    Wolf)  -.  QoeatioD  pu, 

and  agreed  to 
Observation!,    Mr.    Mitchell     Hent;   JaJ;  It, 

[130]  1BS3 
Moved,   "  Thai  this   House  do  tiow  adjoora' 

{Mr.  Mitchell   Heiiry) ;    ther  short   detou. 

Notice  taken,   that   Stranger*  m   prtitat 

(Mr.  CaOan) 
Mr.    Speaker   forthwith    put    tba    ftnastisa. 

"That  Straogen  be  ordered  to  viUtdraw  : ' 

and  it  passed   in    the    NegMin ;   orifiwl 

Motion  withdrawn 


Parliammt — Oppottd  Butimeu 
Moved,  ■'  That,  eioept  for  a  Mouy  Bill,  se 
Order  of  tbe  Day  or  Notiae  of  UotiOB  bt 
Uken  after  half-past  Twelve  of  tb*  ekocksl 
night  with  respect  to  wbieh  Order  or  ttelat 
of  Motion  a  Notice  of  Oppoeitioo  or  AM(e4- 
ment  aball  have  bean  printed  on  tbe  KetlM 
Paper,  or  if  such  Notioe  of  yottm  •kali 
only  have  been  given  tbe  oezt  previowday 
of  sitting,  and  i^jealion  shall  be  taken  who 
such  Notice  is  called"  (jrr.ff<$9<it«)A»l(. 
[ii-]']    186  ;    alter    abort    dolMta,   Xstisa 

Parliament — Private  Bill  CommittMt— 
The  Refereet 

Amendt.  un  Committee  of  Suppiv  Feh  IB,  To 
leave  cut  from  "That,"  and  add  "a  Selm 
Committee  he  appointed  to  Inqaire  and  tv- 
peit  on  the  position  of  the  Referees  of  iIh 
House  on  Private  Bills,  and  partiooUriy  si 
to  the  legality  and  eipedienoy  of  allawisf 
the  Referee!  the  same  power  of  votiDg  oo  a 
Private  Bill  Committee  as  a  Member  of  Psr- 
liamenl  regularly  elected  by  a  coDstiitwDey  " 
(ifr.  AndtTion)  v.,  [117]  465;  after  abort 
debate.  Question,  "  That  the  word*.  Ac,"  pat. 
and  negatived  ;  wordaadded;  main  QaeilMO, 
as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Moved.  "  That  tbe  Select  Committee  00  Re- 
lereSB  on  Private  Billa  do  conaist  ofTvreslT' 
one  Members"  (ifr.  .^riderionjAlare,  ItH 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  Twenty-one,"  and  msnl 
Sullivan)  v.:    afi« 


e,  Question  put,  • 

'  A.  73,  N.31;  M.63 

at   Mr.   Spenoer    Walpole    be  a 

f  the  said  Committse ;"    A.  7S, 


ber  of  tl 
M.  00 


,    Mr. 


Mowbray     bo    one  otb« 
her  of  the  aaid  Committee  /'  after  abort 
Moved,   "  That  the   Debate  be  now 
^.Cajloin  iVotaBl:  A.  It,  K.  M: 
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Parliament  —  Private    Bill   Committeet  —  The 
Hfftrtei — cont 

Question  put,  *'  That  Mr.  Mowbray  be  one 
other  Member  of  the  said  Committee  ;"  A.  76, 
N.  lU  :  M.  66 

Moved,  '*  That  Mr.  ScIater.Booth  be  one  other 
Meiiibor  of  the  said  Committee  ;"  A.  74, 
N.  9  :  M.  65 

Sir  Edward  Colebrooke  nominated 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Pemberton  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  said  Committee ;"  A.  1i,  N.  9; 
M.  65 

Moved.  "That  Mr.  Whitbread  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  said  Committee  ; "  A.  74,  N.  9 ; 
M.  65 

Moved,  "  Tliat  Mr.  Basil  Woodd  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  said  Committee  ; "  A.  74,  N.  9; 
M.65 

Moved,  "That  Sir  John  St.  Aubjn  be  one 
one  other  Member  of  the  said  Committee  ; " 
A.  74.  N.  7;  M.66 

Mr.  Kavanagh  and  The  O'Conor  Don  nomi* 
nated 

Moved,  *'  That  Mr.  Ileygate  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  said  Committee;"  A.  71, 
N.7;  M.  64 

Sir  Francis  Goldsmid  nominated 

Moved.  **  That  Mr.  Mills  be  one  other  Member 
of  the  said  Committee  ;"  A.  75,  N.  3  ;  M.  72 

Mr.  Diilwjn  nominated 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  liodwell  be  one  other  Mem- 
ber  of  the  said  Committee;"  A.  74,  N.  S ; 
M.71 

Moved,  '*  That  Mr.  Monk  be  one  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  said  Committee  ;  "  k,  74,  N.  S  ; 
M.71 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Staveley  Hill  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  said  Committee ; "  A.  75,  N.  3; 
M.  72 

Moved,  **That  Mr.  Mantx  be  one  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  said  Committee ;"  A.  75,  N.  3  ; 
M.  72 

Moved.  '<  That  Mr.  John  Talbot  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  said  Committee  ;"  A.  74, 
N.  3  ;  M.  71 

Mr.  Anderson  nominated 

Mar  14.  The  O'Conor  Don  diich, :  Mr.  Butt 
added 

Moved,  *'  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  Commit- 
tees on  Private  Bills,  that  Referees,  ap- 
pointed to  such  Committees,  may  take  part 
in  all  the  proceedings  thereof,  bat  without 
the  power  of  Toting"  {Mr.  Mowhray) 
Mar  27,  [228]  613  ;  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion pat,  and  agreed  to 


Parliament  —  Private  Bills  —  Solicitation 
of  Members 

Moved,  '*  That  the  solicitation  of  Members  of 
this  House  to  oppose  or  support  Private  Bills 
on  Second  Reading  bj  Members  connected 
in  any  way  with  interests  concerned  in  that 
opposition  or  support,  has  a  tendency  tu  re- 
store the  evils  which  this  ilouse  sought  to 
redress  by  the  present  system  of  Private  Bill 
Committees  choeen  bv  a  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion "  {Sir  Edward' Watkin)  Mar  6,  [217] 
1491 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Explanation,  Sir  Edward  Watkin  ;  short  de- 
bate UiervoD  Jut^  3,  [ajo]  860 


Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Political  Com  - 
mittee  of  the  Reform  Club 

Complaint  made  by  Sir  William  Eraser,  hart.. 
Member  for  Kidderminster,  of  a  certain 
letter  addressed  by  Mr.  Lewis  Morris  to 
ilenry  William  Ripley,  esquire.  Member  for 
Bradford,  in  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this 
ilouse  : — after  debate, 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Lewis  Morris,  the  writer  of 
the  said  Letter,  do  attend  at  the  Bar  of  this 
Ilouse  on  Monday  next,  at  a  quarter  past 
Four  of  the  clock"  {Sir  William  Frater) 
June  12,  [229]  1669  ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 


Parliament — Privilege — Public  Petitions 

Notice  taken  of  the  language  of  Petitions  in 
fsvour  of  the  Monastic  and  Conventual  In- 
stitutions Bill  from  Kensington  [presented 
28th  March] ;  from  Hroadstairs  [presented 
28th  March]  ;  and  from  Avebury  [pres^ted 
31st  March];  and  doubts  having  been  ex- 
pressed whether  the  name  of  the  Honourable 
Member  which  appeared  upon  those  Petitions 
had  been  aflixed  by  his  authority. 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Order,  That  the  Petition 
from  Kensington  [pre^ented  2dih  March]  do 
lie  upon  the  Table,  be  read,  and  discharged  " 
228]  {Mr,  Callan)  Ayril  7,  1395  ;  after  debate. 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Sir  Wiiliam  Frater) ;  Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Ordered, 
That  the  Petition  be  withdrawn 

Ordered,  That  the  Order,  That  the  Petition 
from  Broadstairs  [presented  2Sth  March]  do 
lie  upon  the  Table,  be  read,  and  discharged  ; 
Ordered.  That  the  Tetition  be  withdrawn 

Ordered,  That  the  Order,  That  the  Petition 
from  Avebury  [presented  31st  March]  do 
lie  upon  the  Table,  bo  read,  and  discharged  ; 
Ordered,  That  the  Petition  be  withdrawn 

Notice  taken,  that  the  name  of  Mr.  Newdegate, 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire,  had  been 
affixed  without  his  authority  to  a  retitiuii 
from  Chatham,  in  favour  of  the  Monastic 
and  Conventual  Institations  Bill,  presented 
upon  the  30th  day  of  March  last, 

Observations,  Mr.  Newdegate  ;  short  debate 
thereon  April  6,  1317 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  that  the  said  Petition 
do  lie  upon  the  Table  be  read,  and  discharged  ; 
Petition  withdrawn 

Irregular  Petitions,  Question,  Mr.  Callan  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Speaker  ;  short  debate  thereou 
April  11,  1557  ;  Observations,  Mr.  Newde- 
gate, Captain  Nolan  April  25,  1633;  Per- 
sonal Explanation,  Mr.  Newdegate  ;  short 
229]  debate  thereon  May  12,  583 

Notice  being  taken  of  the  language  contained 
in  the  Petition  from  Newark  Street,  Leicester, 
in  favour  of  the  Monastic  and  Conventual 
Institutions  Bill, 

Moved,  «*  That  the  Order  that  the  Petition 
do  lie  upon  the  Table  be  read,  and  dis- 
charged, on  account  of  the  unbecoming  lan- 
guage used  therein  "  ^3/r.  Callan)  May  16, 
845  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  that  the  Petition  do 
lie  open  the  Table  he  t«aA«v\iA.  <^\«i^ciax^^\^ 
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Parliament  —  Privilege — PuUie  Petitions 

— Petition  of  Mr,  Charles  Henwood 

Moved,  "That  the  Petition  of  Mr.  Charles 
Henwood,  presented  upon  the  16th  day  of 
February  last,  be  printed  and  distributed 
with  the  Votes"  {Colonel  Beresford)  Mar  3, 
[227]  1404 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
'*  the  Order  that  the  Petition  of  Mr.  Charles 
Henwood  do  lie  upon  the  Table  be  read,  and 
discharged  "  (Mr.  Bunt)  v. ;  Question  pro- 
posed, '*  That  the  words,  (be. ; "  after  short 
debate — 

Forty   Members  not  being    present,    the 
House  was  adjourned 

Moved,  "  That  the  Petition  of  Mr.  Charles 
Henwood  [presented  16th  February]  be 
printed  with  the  Votes"  (Colonel  Beresford) 
Mar  20.  [228]  342 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
"  the  Order  that  the  Petition  do  lie  upon  the 
Table  be  read,  and  discharged  "  {Mr.  Gold- 
smid)  V.  I  after  short  debate.  Question, 
"  That  the  words,  &o."  put,  and  negatived 

Words  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  that  the  Petition  do 
lie  upon  the  Table  be  read,  and  discharged 

Question,  Sir  Edward  Watkin ;  Answer,  Colonel 
229]  Beresford  May  22,  1038 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  9,  To 
leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  "  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
case  of  Mr.  Charles  Henwood"  (Colonel 
.  Beresford)  t/.,  1609  ;  after  short  debate. 
Question,  **That  the  words,  <kc.,"  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Question,  Colonel  Beresford ;  Answer,  Mr. 
.     UuntJune  13,  1763 


Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Public  Petitions 
—  Petition  from  a  foreign  Town — 
Boulogne- sur-Mer  (British  Consulate) 

228]  Observations,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot ;  Reply, 
.      Mr.  Speaker  April  6,  1321 

A  Petition  of  Inhabitants  of  Boulogne-sur-Mer 
relative  to  the  British  Consulate  in  that 
Town  having  been  oflFered  to  be  presented, 

Moved,  "  That  the  Petition  do  lie  upon  the 
.  Table  "  ( Mr.  Disraeli)  April  7,  141 1  ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Observations,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  ;  Reply, 
.      Mr.  Speaker  April  10,  1485 

Select  Committee  appointed  "  to  consider  a 
Petition  addressed  to  this  House  by  Inhabi- 
tants ol  the  Town  of  Boulogno-sur-Mor  in 
France,  and  to  report  upon  the  advisability 
of  the  reception  of  such  Petition  by  the 
House  "  Mat/  5 

Committee  nominated  as  follows : — Mr.  Secre- 
tary Hardy  (Chairman),  Mr.  Bourke,  Mr. 
Jolin  Bright,  Mr.  Dodson,  Lord  Elcho,  Sir 
Charles  Forster,  Mr.  O'Shaughnessy,  Mr. 
Spencer  VValpole,  Mr.  Whitbread,  Sir  John 
Eardley  Wilmot,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 

Report    from    the     Select    Committee,    with 
Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up,  and   read 
May  16,  [229J  847  P.P.  ^0.  ^^^ 


\ 


Parliament  —  27ie  Meetorai  System  — 
Borough  and  County  Constituencies 
Moved,  **  That,  in  the  opinioQ  of  this  House, 
it  would  be  desirable  to  adopt  an  uniform 
Parliamentary  Franchise  for  Borough  and 
County  Constituencies  "  (Mr.  Trethtan) 
May  SO,  [229]  1442  ;  after  long  debate.  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  165,  N.  264  ;  M.  99 

Pabuament — House  of  Lords 

Uew  Peers 

Feb  8 — John    Ralph    Onnsby-Gore,  e8qair^ 
created  Baron  Harleoh  of  Harlech 
John     Tollemacbe,    esquire,    created 
Baron  Tollemacbe  of  lielmiogham 
Hall 
Sir  Robert  Tolver  Gerard,  baronet, 
created  Baron  Gerard  of  Bryn 
Feb  10 — William  Earl  of  Abergavenny,  created 
Earl  of   Lewes  and   Marquess  of 
Abergavenny 
Edward  Montagu   Stuart  Granville, 
Baron    Wharncliffe,    created    Vis- 
count Carlton  of  Cariton  and  Earl 
of  Wharneliffe 
Feb  17 — Henry  Gerard  Start,  esquire,  created 

Baron  AUngton  of  Crichel 
June  15 — Thomas  George  Lord  Nortbbrook, 
G.C.S. I., created  Viscount  Baring 
of  Lee  in  the  county  of  Kent,  and 
Earl  of  Nortbbrook  in  the  coooty 
of  Southampton 

Sat  First 

Feb  8 — The  Lord  Dorchester,  after  the  death  of 

his  Cousin 
Feb  11— The  Lord  Westbury,  after  the  death  of 

bis  Grandfather 
Feb  17— Earl  Stanhope,  after  the   death   of 

his  Father 
May  8 — Charles   Edward  Hastings  Lord  IList- 
ings,  after  the  death  of  his  Mother 
May  15 — The   Viscount    Leinster,   after    the 

death  of  his  Father 
May  29 — The  Earl  of  Huntingdon,  after  the 

death  of  his  Father 
July  13 — The  Earl   Howe,  after  the  death  of 

his  Brother 
July  25— The  Lord  Uylton,  after  the  death  of 

his  Father 
July  31— The  Lord  De  Freyne,  after  the  death 

of  his  Father 
August  1— The  Lord  Harlech,  after  the  death  of 

his  Brother 

Representative  Peer  for  Ireland 

(Writ  and  Return) 

Mar  17 — Lord   Massy,  v.   Viscount  de  Vesci, 
deceased 

Parliament — House  of  Commons 
New  Writs  Issued 

During  Recess 

For  SuflFolk  (Western    Dirision),  r. 
Fuller    Maitland    Wilson,  csqoirs. 
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Parliimint  —  Commons — New    Writt  Issued — 

For  Lancaster  Coontj  (South  Wes- 
tern Division),  v,  Charles  Turner) 
esquire,  deceased 

For  Surrey  (Middle  Division),  v.  Sir 
Richard  Baggallay,  knight,  Judge 
of  lier  Majesty's  Court  of  Appeal 

For  Whitehaven,  v.  George  Augustus 
Frederick  Cavendish  Bentinck, 
esquire.  Judge  Advocate  General 

For  Aberdeen  County  (Eastern  Divi- 
sion), V,  William  Dingwall  Fordyce» 
esquire,  deceased 

For  Horsham,  v.  Right  honble.  Sir 
William  Seymour  Vesey  Fitzgerald, 
Chief  Charity  Commissioner  for 
England  and  Wales 

For  Ipswich,  v.  John  Patteson  Cob- 
bold,  enquire,  deceased 

For  Wilts  (Southern  Division),  v. 
Lord  Henry  Frederick  Thynne, 
Treasurer  of  Her  Majesty's  House- 
hold 

For  Salop  (Northern  Division),  v, 
John  Ralph  Ormsby-Gore,  esquire, 
now  Baron  Harlech 

For  Dorset,  v.  Henry  Gerard  Sturt, 
esquire,  now  Baron  Alington 

For  Burnley,  v.  Richard  Shaw,  es- 
quire, deceased 

For  Suffolk  (Eastern  Division),  v. 
Viscount  Mahon,  now  Earl  Stanhope 

For  Armagh  Borough,  v.  John  Vance, 
esquire,  deceased 

1876 

Feb    S—For  Berkshire,  v.   Richard   Benyon, 

esquire.  Manor  of  Northstead 

For    Leominster,    v.    Richard    Ark- 

Wright,  esquire,  Chiltem  Hundreds 

For  Manchester,  v.  William  Romaine 

Callendcr,  esquire,  deceased 

Feb  9 — For  Huntingdon  Borough,'t/.  Sir  John 
Burgess  Karslake,  knight.  Manor 
of  Northstead  , 

For  Enniskillen  Borough,  v.  Viscount 
Crichton,  Commissioner  of  the  Trea- 
sury 

Feb  14 — For  East  Retford,  v.  Viscount  Galway, 
deceased 

Feb  21 — For  Horsham,  v.  Robert  Henry 
Hurst,  esquire,  void  Election 

April! — For  Norfolk  (Northern  Division),  v. 
the  Hon.  Frederick  Walpole,  de- 
ceased 

April  \0^ For  East  Cumberland,  v.  William 
Nicholas  Hodgson,  esquire,  deceased 

April  25 — For  'Aberdeen  County  ( Western  Divi- 
sion), t;.  William  M^Combie,  esquire, 
Chiltern  Hundreds 

May  12— For  Cork  City,  v.  Joseph  Philip 
Honayne,  esquire,  deceased 

Ji4ne  12 — For  Pembroke  County,  v.  Sir  John 
Henry  Sconrfield,  baronet,  de- 
ceased 

June  22^ For  Birmingham,  v,  George  Dixon, 
esquire,  Chiltern  Hundreds 

June  29— i^or  Worcester  County  (Western 
Division),  v.  William  Edward 
Dowdeswell,  esquire,  Chiltem  Hua- 
dredf 


Parliamirt —  CoioioRS  — New  WiriU  Jtsued'^ 

July  8 — For  Lei  trim  County,  v.  Major  William 
Richard  Ormsby  Gore,  now  Baron 
Harlech,  called  up  to  the  House 
of  Peers 

July  7 — For  Chester  County  (Mid  Division),  v. 
Egerton  Leigh,  esquire,  deceased. 

July  17 — For  Kent  County  (Eastern  Division), 
V.  Sir  Wyndham  Knatchbull,  ba- 
ronet, Chiltern  Hundreds 

July  25^For  New  Shorcham,  v.  Sir  Percy 
Burrell,  baronet,  deceased 

Au^t  5 — For  Leeds,  v.  Robert  Meek  Carter, 
esquire.  Manor  of  Northstead 

AuguMi  7—  For  Carmarthen  Borough,  v.  Charles 
William  Nevill,  esquire,  Chiltern 
Hundreds 

Augutt  9 — For  Rutland,  v.  the  Right  honble. 
Gerard  James  Noel,  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  and  Buildings 

Augutt  14 — For  Donegal,  v.  Thomas  ConoUy 
esquire,  deceased 


New  Members  Sworn 

Feb   8 — John    Ireland     Blackburue,    esquire, 
Lancaster  County  (South  Western 
Division) 
Thomas    Thornhill,  esquire,   Suffolk 

(Western  Division) 
Daniel  Thwaites,  esquire,  Blackburn 
Lord  Henry  Frederick  Thynne,  JFilts 

(Southern  Division) 
Robert  Henry  Hurst,   esquire,  Bot' 

sham 
Honble.    Edward    Henry    Trafalgar 

Digby,  Dorset 
Sir  James  John    Trevor   Lawrence, 

baronet,  Surrey  (Middle  Division) 
Thomas    Clement    Cobbold,  esquire, 

Ipswich 
Sir     Alexander     Hamilton    Gordon, 
Aberdeen  Coun/y  ( Eastern  Division) 
George  De  La  Poer  Bercsford,  esquire, 

Armagh  Borough 
Stanley     Leighton,    esquire,     Salop 

(Northern  Division) 
Right  honble.  George  Augustus  Caven- 
dish Bentinck,  H^hiiehaven 
Feb  17 — Viscount  Htnchingbrook,  Buntingdon 
Borough 
Thomas  Blake,  esquire,  Leominster 
Feb  21— Viscount  Crichton,  Enniskillen 

Peter  Rylands,  esquire,  Burnley 
Feb2i — Jacob  Bright,  esquire  (made  affirma- 
tion), Manchester 
Frederick  St.  John  Newdegate  Barne, 
esquire,  Suffolk    County  (Eastern 
Division) 
Feb  25 — Philip  Wroughton,  esquire,  Berkshire 
Mar    2 — William    Beckett    Denison,   esquire, 
Ixist  Retford 
James   Clifton  Brown,  esquire,  Hor- 
sham 
April21 — James  Duff,  esquire,  Norfolk  County 

(Northern  Division) 
May   1 — Edward    Stafford    Howard,   esquire, 
Cumberland  County  (Eastern  Divi- 
sion) 
May  15 — Lord  Dou%\«A'^>NC\axDL  ^«^  ^^x^^vi, 
Aherdecn  CouanX^  V^si%vaxvL  \Sviv- 
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Pabliambnt — CoiofONs — New  Members  Sworn — 

Mat/  30 — William  Goulding,  esquire,  Cork  City 

July  7 — James  Be  van  Bo  wen,  esquire,  Pem- 
broke County 

July  10 — Sir  Edmund  Anthony  Harley  Lech- 
mere,  baronet,  Worcester  County 
(Western  Division) 

July  13 — Joseph  Chamberlain,  esquire,  Bir- 
mingham 

July  19 — Piers  Egerton  Warburton,  esquire, 
Chester  County  (Mid  Division) 

July2\ — Francis  O'Beirne,  esquire,  Leitrim 
County 

July  28 — William  Deedes,  esquire,  £(;n<  County 
(Eastern  Division) 

August  7 — Sir  Walter  Wyndham  Burrell,  ba- 
ronet. New  Shoreham 

August  15 — Emile  Algernon  Arthur  Keppell 
Cowell  Stepney,  esquire,  Carmar- 
then  Borough 


Parliamentary  Agents 

/.  Moved,  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  join  with  a  Committee  of  the  Commons 
to  consider  the  expediency  of  making  further 
regulations  concerning  the  admission  and 
practice  of  Parliamentary  agents,  and  to 
report  their  opinion  thereon  *'  ( The  Lord 
230]  Hedesdale)  June  23,  316  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

The  following  Lords  named  of  the  Committee  : 
— M.  Lansdowne,  E.  Doncaster,  E.  Camper- 
down,  L.  Redesdale,  L.  Penrhyn 

And  a  message  sent  to  the  Commons  to 
acquaint  them  that  this  House  has  appointed 
a  committee  of  five  Lords  to  join  with  a 
committee  of  the  Commons  ;  and  to  request 
that  the  Commons  will  be  pleased  to  appoint 
an  equal  number  of  members  to  be  joined 
with  the  members  of  this  House 
.€.  Lords  Message  considered  June  28,  573 

Moved,  •*  That  a  Select  Committee  of  five 
Members  be  appointed  to  join  with  the 
Committee  of  five  Lords  (as  mentioned  in 
the  Message  from  the  Lords  of  the  23rd  day 
of  this  instant  June)  to  consider  the  expe- 
diency of  making  further  regulations  con- 
cerning the  admission  and  practice  of  Parlia- 
mentary Agents,  and  to  report  their  opinion 
thereon  (Mr,  Raikes) ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  agreed  to 

Select  Committee  appointed  as  follows  : — Mr. 
Balhurst,  Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  O'Reilly,  Mr. 
Raikes,  and  Mr.  Basil  Woodd 
I,  Message  from  the  Commons  that  they  have 
appointed  a  Select  Committee  of  five  mem- 
bers to  join  with  the  Select  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  this  Huuso 

Message  to  the  Commons  to  propose  that  the 
Joint  Committee  do  meet  in  the  Chairman 
of  Committees' Committee  Room  To-morrow, 
.     at  Three  o'clock  June  29,  610 

Report  of  the  Joint  Committee  .  .  ,  I,  152 

c.  360 
e.  Report  of  the   Select   Committee   considered 
.     July  24,  1767 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  agree  to  the  Re- 
port of  the  Select  Committee  ;  '*  after  short 
debate,  further  consideration  adjourned  till 
Friday  next 

Debate  resumed  July  28,  [231]  3  ;  after  further 
short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 


Parliamentary  Agency 

Moved,  "That  this  House,  having  ooosiderfd 
the  Report  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Par- 
liamentary Agency,  is  of  opinion  that  it  if 
desirable  to  lay  down  more  definite  roles  rs- 
specting  the  practice  of  ParliAmeotary  Agene; 
and  the  regulation  of  the  condact  of  Parlia- 
mentary Agents"  {The  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means)  August  2,  [231]  319 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  after  **  That,'*  and  td4 
*'  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session,  and  vitb- 
out  further  time  for  consideration  of  \h» 
Report  of  the  Joint  Committee,  it  is  not  ex- 
pedient to  delegate  the  powers  of  Parliameot 
for  the  purpose  of  constituting  Parliameotar; 
Agency  as  a  distinct  profession  "  {Sir  Josfpk 
M*Kenna) ;  Question  proposed,  *«  That  tbt 
words,  &c.;**  after  debate,  Amendt.  and 
Motion  withdrawn 

The  Resolutions,  825 
/.  Resolutions  moved  {Lord Redesdale)[ih9  Rcsolo- 
tions  being  set  forth  at  length]  August  11, 
[231]  1061  ;  Question  pat  thereopoo  f  rt- 
solved  in  the  affirmative,  and  ordered  aceord- 
ingly 

Moved  that  the  Chairman  of  Committees  bt 
authorised  to  enforce  all  the  roles  and  orders 
of  the  House  in  relation  to  the  oondnet  of  ths 
private  business  of  the  House  and  to  the 
agents  and  solicitors  engaged  in  prosecs- 
ting  the  same  during  any  prorogation  of 
PtirVitLmeni  (The Lord Preeident);  onQses- 
tion,  agreed  to 

Parliamentary  and  Municipal  £lectiem 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  inquire  ioio 
the  working  of  the  existing  machioerj  of 
Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Elections,  wiib 
power  to  suiTgest  amendments  in  the  same" 
{Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  Feb  28 

And,  on  Mar  8,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Sir  Charles  Dilke  (Cbairnun),  Mr. 
Bruen,  Mr.  Cotes,  Mr.  Christopher  Beckcit 
DcnisoQ,  Mr.  Floyer,  Mr.  Forster,  .Mr.  liil>- 
son,  Mr.  Gorst,  Lord  Francis  ilervey,  >>r 
John  Holker,  Mr.  John  Holms,  Sir  Ueory 
James,  Mr.  Leatham,  Mr.  Charles  Le«is. 
Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Captain  Nolan,  Mr. 
Rdiley,  Mr.  Sheil,  Mr.  £ustaoe  Smith,  Mr. 
Stewart,  and  Mr.  Villiers 

Report  of  Select  Comm.  April  7    PP.  No.  16i 

Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Registri- 
tion  (Boroughs)  Bill 

{Mr,  Alfred  Marten,  Mr,  Tqrr,  Mr.  Birley, 

Mr.  Dodds) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  •  Mar  16  [Bill  10? ' 

Read  2°  June  13,  [229]  1783 
Committee*  ;  Report  July  4  [Bill  229] 

Committee  *  {on  re-ccmm.) ;  Report  Angun'\^, 
Bill  withdrawn  •  August  14  [BUl'w^ 

Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868 

Controverted   Elections  —  Judges*  Reports  — 
Durham    County    {Northern     Divisien)  — 
22^]  Borough  of  Armagh  Feb  8,  51 
.Horsham  Feb   18,   479;    New    Writ  ordertd 
Febn 
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Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868— cont. 

227]  Kast  Suffolk  Election,  Question,  Mr  P.  A. 
Taylor;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 3/ar  14, 
2009 
.  Reffistration  of  Electors  —  Parochial  Relief, 
Question,  Nlr.  Richard  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 
ton Cross  Mar  2,  1205 


Parliamentary  £lectors  Begistration  Bill 

{Mr.  Boord,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr,  Grantham) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  May  25  [Bill  169] 

Read  2«>  •  July  20 
2R.  [Dropped] 

Parliamentary      Franchise  —  Liverymen 
(  City  of  London) 

Question,  Mr.  James ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  April  6,  [228]  1321 

Mored,  For  a  Return  '*  Of  the  number  of 
Liverjmen  in  the  Citj  of  London  entitled  to 
vote  at  the  election  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment for  the  City  of  London  by  reason  of 
their  patrimony,  servitude,  or  purchase  in 
any  of  the  Companies,  arranged  in  the  order 
of  their  respective  Companies  : — Name  of 
Company.  Patrimony.  Purchase  or  Re* 
deinption.  Servitude  '*  {Mr.  James)  April  27, 
1816  ;  alter  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

Return— ?J'.  454 

Parochial  Becords  Bill  [bl.] 

{The  Viscount  Hutchinson) 

I,  Presented;  read  !*•  July  21         (No.  194) 

Read2«»/u/y81 

Committee  *  ;  Report  August  1 

Read  3'  •  August  8 
c.  Read  1°*  August  3  [BUI  283] 

Read  2°  ^  August! 

Committee*  ;  Report  Augmt  8 

Read3«»  August  "^ 
I.  Royal  Assent  August  13  [39  <b  40  Vict,  c.58] 

P^vRNELL,  Mr.  C.  8.,  Heath 

Army— Military  Forces,  Our,  Res.  [227]  988 

Catile  Disease  (Ireland),  Comm.  ct.  4,  Motion 
for  reporting  Progress,  [229]  183 

Commons,  Comm.  cl.  2,  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  [229]  1397,  1399,  1400 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  Res.  [227]  2078 

Criminal  Law — £dward  O'Meagher  Condon, 
The  Convict.  [227]  1025 

Electoral  System — Borough  and  County  Con- 
stituencies, Res.  [229]  1494 

India — Bombay  Native  Army,  [227]  682 

Inland  Revenue — Excise — Blending  of  Irish 
Whiskey,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 
[228]  1213 

Ireland— Constabulary  Pensioners,  Motion  for 
a  Select  Committee,  [230]  572 

Ireland — Irish  Parliament,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  [230]  803,  808 

Ireland — Peace  Preservation  Act,  Res.  Pre- 
vious Question  moved,  [228]  1247 

Ireland — Protection  of  Life  and  Property  Act, 
1871— Meath,  County  of,  [327]  561 

Ireland — Royal  Irish  Constabulary  (Mr.  John 
Croker),  Rea.  [229]  l^^i 


Parmkll,  Mr.  C.  S. — eont. 

Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add,  el.  [229]  78  ; 
Consid.  cl.  20,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1079 

Mutinv,  Comm.  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 
[228]  688 

Navy— H.M.S.  "  Vanguard,"  [227]  263 

Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech , 
[227]  113 
Strangers,  Exclusion  of — Sessional  Order, 
[229]  1495 

Parliament — Referees  on  Private  Bills,  Nomi- 
nation of  Select  Committee,  Amendt.  [227] 
1497 

Peru—"  Steamship  "  Talisman,"  Crew  of  the. 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  [228]  424,  426 

Supply,  Report,  [228]  687 


Parrott^s  Life- Saving  Apparatus 

Question,    Colonel    Beresford ;    Answer,    Sir 
Charles  Adderley  July  31,  [231]  120 


Partition  Act  (1868)  Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  Benry  Jackson,  Mr.  Alfred  Marten) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  \°^  Feb  15  [BUI  73] 

Read  2o*  Marl 

Committee  •;  Report  Jfor  8  [Bill  97] 

Committee  *  {on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  April  4 

Read  3«  •  April  5 
/.  Read  1*  •  (Lord  Selbome)  Apnl  6  (No.  52) 

Read  2*  •  May  11 

Committee  *  May  22 

Report  *  May  33 

Read3**Afay26 

Royal  Assent  June  27     [39  &  40  Viet,  0. 17] 

Patent  Laws — Legislation 

Question,  Mr.  Muudella  ;  Answer,  The  Attor- 
ney General  Feb  18,  [227]  484 

Patents  for  Inventions  Bill  [n.L.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 

l.  Presented  ;  read  1*  Feb  22,  [227]  663  (No.  15) 
Read  2\  after  short  debater  ifar  14,  1944 
Committee*  ifar  21  (No.  38) 

Report*  i/ar  27 
Reads'*  Mar  28 

e.  Read  1*»  •  (Mr.  Attorney  General)  April  26 
Bill  withdrawn  •  July  24  [BUI  137] 


Pateshall,  Mr.  E.,  Hereford 

Army — Pension  Warrant,  The,  [230]  256 

Pease,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham,  S, 

Army — iMilitary  Forces,  Our,  Res.  [227]  945 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  Amendt.  [227] 
1264,  1486 

City  of  London  Companies,  Address  for  a  Re- 
turn, [229]  1 153 

Commons,  2R.  [227]  533 

Criminal  Law — Joseph  Hadley,  Case  of,  [228] 

627 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  [230],  1285;  W.6, 
1298  ;  el.  6, 1411 ;  el.  11,  Molioa  for  report- 
ing Progrew,  1419, 1445 
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Pease,  Mr.  J.  W. — corU, 

Employers  Liability  for  Injury,  2R.  [229]  1172 
Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Res.  [227]  837 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing   Boards),  2R. 

[229]  898 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comro.  el,  3,  [228]  898  ; 

cl.  4,  911  ;  el,  6,  1161 
Metropolis — Ilyde    Park — Rotten  Row,  State 

of,  [227]  1206  ;— Serpentine,  1714,  1715 
Metropolis  —  Hyde   Park— Serpentine,   [228] 

479 ;  Res.  1247,  1250,  1815 
Parliament — Public  Business — Easter  Recess, 

[228]  1100 
Prisons,  2  R.  [230]  314,897 
Royal  Titles,  2R.  [227]  1769  ;   Comm.  el.  1, 

Amendt.  [228]  309,  315,  329  ;  3R.  480,  482 
Royal  Titles  Act  Proclamation- Vote  of  Cen* 

sure.  Res.  [229]  425 
Supply— Fishery  Board  (Scotland),  [227]  992 

Report,  [227]  995 
Vaccination  Acts — Milner's  Case,  [228]  477 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [228] 

1187 

Peek,  Sir  H.  W.,  Surrey^  Mid 

Inland   Revenue — Servants,  Taxes  on  Casual, 

[227]  400 
Post  OflBce — House  of  Commons,  [230]  1395 
Post  Office  Telegraphs— Safety  of  Wires  (Me- 
tropolis). [228]  69 
Toll  Bridges  (River  Thames),  [230]  1624 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [228] 
1143 


Peel,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  R.,  Tamworth 

Navy— •' Mistletoe  "  Collision, [228]  1477 
Parliament — Order  — Private     Bills — Solicita- 
tion of  Votes,  Explanation,  [230]  864,  865 
Royal  Titles  Act  Proclamation — Vote  of  Cen- 
sure, Res.  [229]  441 

Peel,  Mr.  A.  W.,    Warwick  Bo, 

Coast  and  Deep  Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R. 

[228]  450 
Merchant     Shipping,    2R.    [227]    437,    438  ; 

Conim.  cl.  3,  [228]  908  ;  cl,  5,  1155  ;  cl,  18, 

1809  ;  add.  cl.  [229]  68,  93,  214 
Orphan  and  Deserted  Children  (Irelai^d),  2R. 

[230]  991 

Pell,  Mr.  A.,  Leicestershire,  S, 

Burial  Services  in  Parish  Churchyards,  Res. 

[227]  1382 
Commons,  2R.  [227]  534  ;  Comm.  cl.  8,  [229] 

1630 
Contagious    Diseases    (Animals),    Res.    [227] 

2063 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  211.  [229]  734 
229]  Elementary    Education,   Leave,   961  ;     2R. 

.      1945 
230]  Comm.  cl.  5,  1298;    d.  14,  1456;    cl.  23, 
.      Amendt.   1501  ;    add.  cl.  1636,   1666,  1670, 
.      1829,  1891,  1897,  1902,  1901 
231]  Consid.  cl.  8,  476;  cl.  14,  434,  490  ;  Consid. 
.      c/.  14,  627 
Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amendment, 

2K.  [228]  1281 
inioxicating  Liquors  (Liceusing  Boards),  2R. 
[229]  870 

[G0tU. 


Pkll,  Mr.  A. — eont. 
Local  Taxation,  [227]  1123;  —  Amount  and 

Distribution,  [229]  669 
Poor  Law — Charlotte  Hammond,  Case  of,  [230] 

950  ;— Out-door  Relief,  [229]  1425 
Poor  Law— (Out-Door)  Relief,  Res.  [230]  15^ 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  cl.  28,  AmendL 

[229]  1765,  1771  ;  add.  cl.  1775, 1776, 17Td; 

Consid.  Amendt.  [230]  503 
Prisons,  Leave,  [229]  1548 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [228] 

1140 


Pemberton,  Mr.  E.  L.,  Ximt,  E. 

Oyster  Fishery — Heme  Bay.  [228]  266  ;  [231^8 
Public  Health — Sheerness  Sewers,  [231]  416 
Queenborough  Harbour,  3R.  [229]  1966 
Unreformed  Municipal  Corporations  ( England 
and  Wales),  Res.  [227]  1168 

Pender,  Mr.  J.,  Wicky  ^0. 

China — Blockade  Question,  [230]  503 

Kiang  Chow,  Port  of,  [229]  071 
Corea — Proposed  Treaty,  [229]  1039 

FensionB  ComxnatatioiL  Acts  Amendment 

Bill        {Mr,  Raiket^  Mr.  SeereUuy  Hardy, 
Mr.  William  Henry  Smith) 

e.  Resolution  [June  SO]  reported,  and  agreed  to; 
Bill  ordered  *  July  3 
Read  !''•  July  i  [Bill  230] 

Read  2«  •  July  6 

Committee*;  Report;  read  3®  August  12 
/.  Read  I**  {Marquess of  Salttbury)  Aiujtut  12 
Read  2**;    Committee    negatired  ;     read    .i* 

Aur^stU  (No.  2.'J6. 

Royal  Assent  August  14    [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  73] 

Percy,  Right  Hon.  Earl,  Northumhtr- 

landy  K, 
Army — Militia  Adjutants,  [227]  1770 
Commons,  Comm.  [229]  1252 
Metropolis — Hyde  Park — The  Serpentine,  He>. 

[228]  1249 
Monastic  and  Conventual   Institutions  (Great 

Britain),  Res.  [228J  994 
Parliament — Order — Debates  in   the   House  of 

Lords,  Reference  to,  [229]  1622,  1623 
Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [229'  1^44 
Royal  Titles  Act  Proclamation — Vote  ol  Ceo* 

sure,  Res.  [229]  376 

Perkins,  Sir  F.,  Southampton 

Navy— Good  Conduct  Badges,  [230]  lOU,  1045 
Ordnance  Survey — Superaunuation,  [228]  1  i:il 


Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor  Bill 

{Sir  Wil/iid  Lawson,  Sir  Thomas  Bazley,  ifr* 

Downing,  Mr,  Richard,  Dr,  Camertm,  Mr, 

Dalwai/,  Mr.  William  Johnston) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolation  afrttd 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  raad  1** 
Fib  9  [601  If] 

.Moved,    "That    the   BUI  H       m  — ^  ■^* 
June  14,  [229]  1821 
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PermUiive  Prohibitory  Liquor  B%ll~-eont. 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  daj  three  nnonths "  {Mr.  Wheelhouse); 
after  long  debate.  Question  put,  "  That 
•  now/  Ac.  ;  "  A.  81,  N.  299  ;  M.  218 

Wonis  ndded  ;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  2R.  put  off 


Peru —  Guano 

Question,  Mr.  M' Lagan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
Feb  17.  [227]  406 


Peru— Case  of  the  *'  Talisman^* 

Amendt.   on    Vote   in    Supply,    £163,163,  to 

complete  sum  for  Diplomatic  Services 
Amendt.  moved  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £2,000, 

Salary  of  the  British  Minister  in  Peru  {Dr, 

Cameron) 
Moved   to   leave  out  "£163,163,"  and  insert 

*•  £161,163"  (Dr,   Camfron)  v.;   Question 

proposed,    "That   * £163,163'    stand    part. 

Ac.  :'*    after  debate,    Amendt.    withdrawn ; 

Vote  agreed  to  August  7,  [231]  746 


Peru — Crew  of  the  Steamship  "  Talisman^* 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  seizure  of  the  British  Steamship 
*  Talisman '  by  the  Peruvian  Government, 
her  employment  in  the  national  service  of 
Peru,  the  impressment  of  her  crew  on  board 
Peruvian  war  shipn,  their  prolonged  imprison- 
ment without  trial,  and  the  whole  circum- 
stinees  of  the  trial  "  {Dr.  Cameron)  Mar  21, 
[228]  375;  after  long  debate.  Debate  ad- 
jounied 
Order  read,  and  discharged  May  29 
Question.  Mr.  Gourley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
Mar  27,  [228]  622  ;  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  April  7,  1406;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Gorst ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke 
April  25,  1634  ;  May  2,  1985 

Further  Correspondence  F.F.  [1419, 1592] 

Peterborough,  Bishop  of 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  Comm.  el.  3,  [230]  117 
Intemperance,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 
[230]  723 


Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 
(Aldborough,  ftc)  Bill 

(Sir  Charles  AdderUy,  Mr.  Edward  Stanhope) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  !•• 
Ap»il  2A  [Bill  131] 

Read  2*»  •  April  27 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  6 

Read  3«*  •  May  8 
I.  Read  1*  •  {Lord  ElphinsUme)  May  9  (No.  78) 

Read2»*ifay  18 

Committee  *  May  32 

Report  *  May  23 

Eeiid8»*i/<iy26 

B«gral  Anent /imtf  27    [39  4  40  Fii^  e.  40] 


Pm,  Captain  B.,  Oravesend 

Administration  of  the  Navy,  Motion  for  a  Royal 

Commission,  [230]  432,  437,  440 
Church  of  England — Episcopal  See  of   Gib- 
raltar, [231]  1156 
Heligoland,  [229]  1972 
Henwood,   Mr.   C,    Petition    of.   Res.    [227] 

1405;  [228]  343 
Mercantile  Marine — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Burglaries  at  Sea,  [228]  1135 
Horatio  Walters,  Case  of,  [231]  1206 
Merchant  Seamen  Deserters,  [228]  1909 
Training  Ship  Schools,  [227]  816 
Mercantile  Marine — Pensions  to  Seamen,  Res. 

[227]  1837 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  cl.  3,  Amendt.  [228] 
899;   add.  d,  [229]  61,  62,  233  ;    Consid. 
add.  el.   1055,   1056,   1058,    1059;    Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  [231]  1168,  1175 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854— Surgeons,  [229] 

105  ;  [230]  1963 
Navy — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Anchors  and  Cables   (The   '*  Victoria  and 

Albert"),  [228]  562 
Arctic  Expedition,  [227]  401  ;— Admiralty 

Instructions,  [230]  422 
Condemned  Ships.  [228]  268 
Designs  of  Ships  of  War,  [231]  1157 
H.M.S.  "  Thunderer,"  [230]  1887 
II. M.S.  "  Vanguard  "—The  Return,  [230] 

337,338,1478;  [231I  1156 
Royal  Naval  Artillery  Volunteers,  [229]  774 
Royal  Naval  Reserve,  [230]  1964 
Royal  Yacht,  [228]  964 
Screw  Propellers,  [227]  1865 
Navy— H.M.S.  "Vanguard,"  Loss  of.  Motion 
for   a   Paper,   Amendt.  [227]   1074,   1869; 

[231]  1076 
Parliament — Public  Business,  [229]  16C6 
Thames  Valley  Drainage— Report  of  Colonel 

Cox,  [228]  1484 

Playfaib,  Right  Hon.  Mr.  Lyon,  Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew^ s  Universities 
Army— Medical  OflBcers.  [227]  1709 

Militia    Surgeons  —  Compensation,    [231] 

697 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  [231]  921  ;  Consid. 
cZ.  3,  1149;  add.cl.l\52 

Education  Code  —  Subjects,  Choice  of.  Res. 
[227] 1811 

Elementary  Education,  Leave,  [229]  957  ;  3R. 
1931  ;  Comm.  el.  6,  [230]  1409  ;  el.  14, 
1455  ;  add.  cl.  1541,  1647, 1672,  1861,  1867, 
1910;  add.el.[2^\\  10,  15;  Consid.  c/.  14, 
480,  494,  634.  648  ;  el.  16,  565 

India— Indian  Civil  Service,  [228]  473  ;— 
Kegulations,  [227]  1202 

Medical  Act  Amendment  (Foreign  Univer- 
sities), 2R.  [230]  1012 

Pollution  of  Rivers,  2R.  [230]  1877  ;  Consid. 
Amendt.  [231]  281  ;  Amendt.  318 

Post  OflBce — PosUl  Telegraph  Department, 
Res.  [228]  221 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary  (Mr.  John  Croker), 
Res.  [229]  1441 

Scientific  Instruction,  Royal  Commission  on, 
[227]  551 

Supply— Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  1102 
Fishery  Board,  Scotland,  [227]  993 

University  of  Cambridge,  2R.  [230]  1068 
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Plimsoll,  Mr.  8.,  B&rly  Bo, 

Mercantile  Marine — Unsea worthy  Ships,  [237] 
407 
327] Merchant  Shipping,  Leave,  180;  2R.  438, 

.     441 

238]  Comm.  cl.  3,  550  ;  Amendt.  627 ;  Amendt. 

638,  643,  668,  687,  899,  908,  909  ;    el  4, 

911;  el.   6,  1161;  Amendt.  1156,  1157, 

1158  ;  eh    6,  1161  ;  d.    10,  Amei^dt. 

1871 ;   el   14,  Amendt.   1374,  1876,  1377 ; 

Amendt.     1580,     1584  ;     Amendt.    1585  ; 

Amendt.  1587,  1588  ;  cl,  15,  Amendt.  1590, 

1595,  1697,  1610,  1620;  el  16.  1791,  1808; 

el.  17,  Amendt.  1804  ;  el  18,  Amendt.  ib. ; 

Amendt.  180B,  1808;  cl.  26,  1914;  cl.  27, 

Amendt.  1916,  1918;  add.  cl  1924,  1925; 

Amendt.  1938  ;  Amendt.  1940,  1941 

229]54.  56,  62,  64,  65,  67,  69,  74,  208,  216,  218, 

227,228,229,232;  Consid.  add.  cl  1063; 

cl  11,  1069:  cl.  18,  Amendt.  1071.  1073; 

Amendt.  1076  ;  cl  20,  Amendt.  1077  ;  cl  22, 

Amendt.  1080 

23T]  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1 173, 1 178 ;  Amendt. 

.      1182,  1183  ;  Consequential  Amendt.  1222 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts — Grain  Cargoes,  [229] 

1519  ;  — "  Skerryvore,"The,  [230]  244 
Navy  —  Condemned  Provisions — The  Return, 
[229]  1519 
Meat,  [230]  244 

Plumstead  and  WbrmhoU  Commons 

Moved,  "That  the  [Consolidated  Fund  (Appro- 
priation)] Bill  be  now  read  2**'*  August  8, 
[231]  821 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  the  action  of  the  War  Office  with  reference 
to  Plumstead  Common,  in  the  county  of 
Kent,  and  Wormholt  Common,  in  the  manor 
of  Fulham,  is  such  as  to  imperil  the  use  of 
those  open  spaces  for  recreation  by  the 
people  of  the  metropolis"  {Sir  Charles  W, 
Dilke)  V. ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the 
words,  &c. ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Plunket,  Hon.  D.  E.  (Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland),  Buhlin  University 
Admiralty   Jurisdiction   (Ireland),    2R.    [228] 

1885 
Chairmen's  Jurisdiction  (Ireland),  Leave,  [231] 

664 
Civil  Bill  Courts  (Ireland),  Leave,  [227]  644, 

1124;  2R.  [230]  636 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  and  of  the  Crown  (Ireland), 

2R.  [229]  1337 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  and  Agricultural  Holdings 

(England)  Act,  Res.  [229]  1287 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [230] 

1902 
Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Res.  [227]  874 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Clerks  of  the  Peace,  [230]  852 
Criminal  Law — Clafley,  Trial  of,  [231]  975 
Irish  Church — Sale  of  Ecclesiastical  Edi- 
fices, [230]  1973 
Landed  Lstates  Court — Second  Judge,  Ap- 
pointment of,  [228]  70 
Law    and     Justice  —  Irish    Ante-Umon 
Statutes,  [227]  2016  ;  [228]  11)12 
Ireland— Borough  Franchise,  Res.  [228]  743 

[eonU 


Plunkit,  Hon.  D.  R. — eoni. 
Ireland— >  Irish  Political  PriBonen,  Res.  [131] 

ai2 

Ireland — Royal  Irish  ConitabaUry  (Mr.  Joha 

Croker),  Res.  [229]  1442 
Juries  (Dublin),  Leave,  [231]  664,  665 
Land   Tenure  (Ireland),   2R.  [330]  664,  fiM, 

707 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  [229]  S9 
Sapply  —  Revenue    Departments,   k/c.  [128] 

1878 
Supreme   Court  of  Judicatnre  (IrelandX  2R. 

[229]  1754  ;  Comm.  [230]  346,  363.  365 

Pltjnkett,  Hon.  R.  E.,   Gloucester,  W. 
Boroagh  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  [228]  733 

Police  (Expenses)  Act  Continnaiice  Bill 

{Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Secretary  Croit) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Jtdy  24  [Bill  268] 

Read  2«>  •  July  28 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  31 

Read  3°  •  August  1 
I  Read  1«*  (  The  Lord  PresidetU)  August  8 

Read  2*  *  August  10  (No.  312) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  August  11 

Read3»*  August  12 

Royal  Assent  August  15    [39  A  40  Via.  e.  64] 

Police  Superannuation 
Report  of  the  Special  Committee,  Qnestion,  Sir 

U.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  AsslMtoa 

Cross  F<j6  24,  [227]  814 
Reappointment  of  the   Committee,   QoettiM, 

General  Shute  ;  Answer,   Sir  Uenry  Selvis* 

Ibbetson  Mar  24,  [228]  562 

Pollution  of  Rivers  Bill 

{Mr.  Sclaler-BooUi,  Mr.  Salt) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Scluter- Booth)  June  8, 
[229]  1599  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to  ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1°  •  [Bill  186] 

2R.,  debate  adjourned  June  22 

Question,  Mr.  Ripley  ;    Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
230]  Booth /Wy  11,  1282 

Order   for    Adjourned    Debate    read  ;    Mored. 
♦•That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2°**  July  20, 
.      1675 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  " 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  agreed  to  ;  Debate  further  adjourned 
.  Adjourned  Debate  resumed  July  24,  187<( ; 
after  short  debate.  Moved,  '*  That  the  Debatt 
be  now  adjourned"  {Mr.  Dillayn) ;  Motion 
withdrawn 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^ 

Committee*  ;  Ueport /u/y  26         [Bill  272] 

Committee  •  (on  re-comm.) ;  Report  Julv  2S 

[Biir27«] 

Moved,  '♦  That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Cod- 
231]  sideration  "  August  1,  281 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned  "  {Sir  Charles  W.  DUkt}', 
Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  BOI 
considered 

Amendt.  in  page  3,  line  13,  to  leave  oat  "sit 
reasonable  cost  "  {Mr.  Lyon  Ftayfur); 
Question  proposed,  "That  the  word^te;" 
after  short  debate,  Debate  idjourati 


Pellulion  of  Rivert  Bill— eoat. 
IjijDetxtle   reiDDicd  Anguit   1,318; 
put.  and  afn'sed  to  ;  Amendti.  oude 
Rtad  3°»  Augiul  4 

Lord*  Amenilt*.  [Bill  287] 

>  {M.ofSaliibury)  Augutt  1  (No.  30T) 
'-  -((8,81* 
li'^iut  10 

Report"  Ayguit  II  (No.  327) 

Read  3'  ■  Augutt  13 
Kojal  AutDt  Auguit  15     (SO  *  10  Vi<*.  a.  TO] 


Poolbe^  IdghthoaBe  Bill 

(Jfr.  jMwani  5f<inA0;w,  SiV  CkarUi  Adderltt/) 
e.  Ordered  i  tend  1"' Mar  13  [Bill  10S] 

R«nd  3-  *  Mar  21 

Order  for  CommiltM  reid,  >nd  diioliarged  ; 
Bill  commitled  to  >  Solwt  CoinmUtMifar2T 

Ordered.  Tbat  (ho  Select  Committee  on  the 
Poolbeg  Ltghthouie  Bill  <)o  ooniiit  of  Fire 
Memberi,  Three  to  be  nominBted  by  the 
Haute,  and  Two  to  be  nomlnmted  hj  the 
Committee  ol  Selection  Mar  3S 

Ordered.  That  mil  Hetltlona  ptvMnted  agilnit 
tbe  Bill  be  rererred  to  the  Select  CommittM 
on  the  Bin,  proTided  luch  Petitioag  are  pre- 
■enled  two  cleu-  daji  before  the  meeting  of 
the  Cemmittee,  uid  thmt  laoh  of  the  Peli- 
lionen  ■■  pnj  lo  be  beard  bj  thoroaelrei, 
their  Couniel,  or  Agents,  be  heard  upon 
their  PeCiiionB.  if  the/  think  fit,  and  Cooniel 
hrard  in  faiour  of  the  Bill  againit  tbe  nid 
Pedtiona  : — That  the  CommittM  hare  power 
to  lend  for  pereona,  paper*,  and  reoordi ; 
't'liree  to  be  the  quorum  (Sir  CharUi  Ad- 
eUrlfti) 

And,  on  April  7,  Committee  Dominalsd  u 
follniri:— Sir  Nnthaniel  de  Rolhachild  (Chair- 
man), Mr.  Dalrymple,  nominated  bj  Com- 
miitee  of  Selection  ;  Mr.  Balfoar,  Ur. 
Meldon,  and  Sir  lUnrj  Wilmot 

Report  of  Seleot  Comm.  Mai/  3 

Committee  *  (on  nr-fOtnm.]  ;  Report  Mav  i 

Reads-"  May  8  [Bill  MO] 

I.  Itend  i"iLBTd  Elphinitone)  May  9  {Ho.  79) 

Read  2'"  May  18 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Uay  32 

Kend  3*  •  May  33 

llo/al  Aasent  Jvne  1  [39  Kiel.  o.  18] 


Toor  Law 
Miici 

Jlafh  Hoard  of  Ouardiam,  Queition,  Dr. 
I.uth  ;  Anawer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Ai^iutl, 

[1.1"]  2M 

DfportalioH  of  Female  Paupers,  Qaealion,  Mr. 
0'!>hBughneisir ;  Anawer,  Mr.  SoUter-Bootb 
June  28,  [130]  61.1 

Ireland^South  Dublin  Workhoiue,  Qaaation. 
Ur.  Wardi  Anawer,  Sir  Michael  llicka- 
Beach /Wy  34,  [130]  1813 

Melropolii  —  Cote  0/  Charlotte  Bammmd, 
Qgailion,  Hr.  Watne;  ;  Anawer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  May  39,  [119]  13S1  ;  Queation,  Mr. 
Pell;  Anawer,  Mr.  Selater-Booch  Jidy  4, 
[330]9Aa:  Qneetioa,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot;  An- 
•war,  Ur.  Selatw-Booth  July  20,  1633 
PapM Pari.  P.  37T 


{SESSION    1878) 
at  7— »8 — j»9— »30— *3 1 . 

Poor  Lait — eont. 


Out-door  Relief,  Qneition,  Mr.  Dnndaa  ; 
Bwer,  Mr.  Salt  ifiir  30.  [ii8]8TS  ;  Q^eat 
Mr.  Brown  ;  Anawer.  Mr.  Pell  May  30.  [: 
I43S:  ReiolDtion,  Mr.  Pell  July  18,  [ 
ISSl  [QouM  ooonted  ou 

Wtrrth4>u*t  Sunday  Servicet  {Oldham),  Q 
tion.    Sir   Thoma*    Bsilej  ;    Anaver, 
Solatar-Booth  ifiir  37,  [t2S]  625 


Poor  Lav  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  Selaler^Boath,  Mr.  Sail) 
e.  Ordered  :  read  1°  •  Feb  17  [Bill  78] 

118]  Read  3°  Mar  ^t,  SH 
.  CommiltBO— B.P.  April  7,  1499 
119]  Committee — b.p,  June  8,  1595 
.Committee;    Report /uiie  13, 1764    [Bill  190] 
130}  Considered  June  36,  4T7  ;  after  debate.  De- 
bate adjourned 
Considered  June  27, 503 
Bead  3°  *  June  28 

Lorda  Amendla.  j^Blll  283] 

L  Read  V  {The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Qardm) 
June  29  (Na  160) 

.  Read  3*.  after  abort  debate  Ju/y  11,  1273 
.  Cammlttee,  after  debate  ^ufy  17, 14TI  (No.  181) 
Report*  Julii  30  (No.  185) 

Read  3'»/u/y  21 

Commona  Amendti.  (No.  309) 

Rofal  Aaaent  .iiu^  15    [39  d  40  Fift.  a.  61] 


Poor  Law  OnardianB  Electdoiu  (Ireland) 

Bill        {Mr.  Cation,  Sir  Cvlman  O'LoghUn, 
Mr.  Maurice  Broot;  Mr.  Douming) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1-  "  Feb  25  [Bill  88] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  Jidy  30 


Poor  Law  Bating  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sir  Michael  Bieke-Beach,  Mr.  Sotidter  Otneral 

for  Ireland) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  *  May  18  [Bill  156] 

Read  3°,  after  abort  debate  June   16,  [tig] 
2034 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  24 

CoDiidered  *  July  37 

Read  3°"  July  2i 
I.  RtMd  I"  {Lord  Preiidenl)  July  ai    (No.  197} 

Head  3*  Au^t  4,  [131]  499 

Committee*  ;  Report  Augutt  7 

Read  3*  *  Augutt  8 

Rojal  Aaaont  Augutt  11    [39  b  40  Vict.  c.  50] 


Poor  Lav  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  Crou) 
t.  Motion  for  LeaTe(T%e  Lord  Advocate)  AprUld, 

[118]  1554  ;  after  short  aDbate,Molion  agreed 

to;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  I  =  •  [Hill  130] 

Rewl  3>,  after  debate  May  8,  [119]  3S8 
Committee"  ;  Report  June  1  [Bill  179] 

Order    for    Committee    (ox   re.eBmm.)   read ; 

Mored,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  Icaie  tb« 

Chair" /km 37,(130] eoi 

Vval. 
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Poor  Law  (Scotland)— -eoni, 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
"  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee"  (Mr, 
Baxter)  v.  ;  Question  proposed,  **  That  the 
words,  Ac.  ;"  after  long  debate,  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Mr, 
D.  Cameron) ;  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Debate 
adjourned 

Question,  Mr.  £.  Jenkins  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 
ton  Cross  Jvdy  6,  1049 

Bill  withdrawn  •  July  24 

PoRTMAN,  Viscount 

Agricultural  Holdings  (England)  Act  (1875), 
Motion  for  a  Return,  [230]  3 

PorUy  Harbours,  SfCy  United  Kingdom 
Question,  Mr.  Whitwell :  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  Augutt  7,  [231]  699 

Portsmouth,  Earl  of 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  Comm.  el,  8,  [230]  118  ; 
el.n,  Amendt.  126,  127 

Portugal,  Commercial  Relations  with 

Question,  Mr.  Whitwell  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
Feb  10,  [227]  137  ;  Question,  Mr.  W.  Cart- 
wright  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Mar  16,  [228] 
67 

Post  Office 

Twenty-first  Report  of  Post- 
master General    ....  PJ*,  [1675] 

MiSOELLANEOUS    QUESTIONS 

American   Transatlantic  Mails,  Question,  Mr. 

Kinnaird  ;    Answer,    Lord    John    Manners 

Mar  20,  [228]  208 
North    American    Mail  Contracts,   Questions, 

Mr.   Baxter ;    Answers,  Lord  John  Manners 

Feb    H,   [227]    258;    Mar    16,    [228]    63; 

July  13.  [230]  1392 
Cape  of  Good  Hope  Mail  Contract,  Question, 

Mr.  Gourlov  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 

July  10.  [230]  1173 
Channel  Islands,  The — Aldemry,  Question,  Mr. 

Alderm.in    M'Arthur :    Answer,    Lord  John 

Mannors  April  6,  [228]  1323 
Dover  Pier — English  and  Foreign  Mail  Boats, 

Question,  Mr.  llayter  ;   Answer,  Sir  Charles 

Adderley  July  25,  [230]  1885 
Female  Clerks  in  the  Savings  Bank  Depart- 
ment, Question,  Mr.  James ;  Answer,  Lord 

John  Manners  April  4,  [228J  1179 
Glasgow  i'ost  Office,    The,  Question,  Mr.   An- 
derson ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  Jj?'*^^ 28, 

[228]  1832 
floKS'',  of  Commons  Post  Office,  Question,  Sir 

flenry  Peek  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 

July  13,  [230]  1395 
Letter  Carriers'  Uniform,  Question,  Mr.  Earp  ; 

Answer,  Lord  John   Manners  June  22,  [230] 

245 
Mail   Routes  in  Ireland.   Question,    Captain 

Nolan  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  Feb  11, 

[227]  227 
Mails  to  the  Hebrides,  Question,  Mr.  Fraser- 

Mackintosh  ;    Answer,    Lord  John   Manners 

Mar  13.  [227J  1808 

[eont. 


Post  Offici — eonL 

Parliamentary  Papers  and  BUte  Books,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  M'Laren  ;  Answers,  Lord  John 
Manners,  Mr.  W.  U.  Smith  April  e,  [228] 
1324;  April  7,  1408 

Postage  Rates  to  India,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Leilh  ; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  JKir  21,  !'228] 
851 

Postal  Rates  to  India,  West  Indies,  and  Aus- 
tralia, Question,  Mr.  Hankej  ;  Answer,  Lord 
John  Manners  Feb  15.  [227]  803 

Post  Office  Cheques,  Question,  Mr.  Neville- 
Grenville ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
/V6  14.  [227]  258 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  June  12, 
[229]  1665 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Departsneni—Siu, 
Question,  Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  Mar  18,  [227]  1866 

RurcU  Post  Office  Messengers  {Ireland),  Qaes- 
tion, Lord  Robert  Montaeu  ;  Answer,  Lord 
John  Manners  April  4,  [228]  1180 

[1575] 

1423] 

1451] 

[1554] 


22nd  Report  P.P.  ... 
Postal  Convention,  Belgium 
Postal  Convention,  Spain  . 
Postal  Union  (India)  .    .     . 


West  India  Borne  Mails,  Question,  Mr.  Muntz ; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  Juhf  24,  [230] 
819 

Post  Office  Telegraph  Department 

Olengarriffe,  Question,  Mr.  Sullivan  ;  Answer, 
Lord  John  Manners  April  4,  [328]  1180 

International  Law  —  Submcarine  Telegraphs, 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Noel ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bonrks 

Mar  23.  [228]  476 

Postal  Telegraph  Service  —  The  Provincial 
Staff,  Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  2,  [227] 
1207  ;—  T/ie  Royal  Engineers,  Question.  Mr 
Anderson  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
Mar  9,  1710 

Provincial  Continental  Messages,  Qoeftioo, 
Mr.  Grieve  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
June  30,  [230]  736 

Safety  of  Hires  (Metropolis),  Question,  Sir 
Henry  Peek  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
Mar  16,  [228]  09  ;  Question,  Mr  Anderson  ; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  April  24,  1679 

Special  If 'ires — The  Sewspaj^er  Press,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  M.  Brooks  ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  August  8,  [231]  815 

Telegraph  Cards,  Questions,  Mr.  Mitchell 
Ilenry ;  Answers,  Lord  John  Manners /V6  10, 
[227]  137:  Mar  6,  1413 

Telegraph  Messages — Galway  Races,  Qoeatioo, 
Dr.  Ward  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
August  11,  [231]  1068 

Telegraph  Stamps,  Question,  Mr.  Anderson ; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  Feb  17,  [22-j 
404 

Telegraph  System  {Scotland),  Question,  Mr. 
Grieve  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  May  22, 
[229]  1063 

Telegraphic  Communication  in  Cornwall,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Young;  Answer,  Lord  John  Man- 
ners July  31,  [231]  113 

Telegraphic  Communieaiion  with  South  Africa, 
Question,  Mr.  A.  M'Arthur;  Answer,  Mr. 
J.  Lowther  May  15,  [229]  672 
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Post  Ofvioi — eont. 

Telegraphs  in  8mdU   Tawnt,  QoMtion,  Mr. 

David  Jenkins  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 

April  28,  [asS]  1833 
TelegraphM^Orkmey  and  the  Shetland  IsUmdi, 

Qaestion,  Mr.  Laing;   Aniwer,  Mr.  W.  H. 

Smith  May  30,  [229]  U18 


Post  Office  Telegraph  Serviees  [Z<wwi] 

Considered  in  Committee;  Mo?ed  to  resoWe, 
**  That  it  is  expedient  to  aatborize  the  Com- 
missioners of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  to 
raise  further  sums  of  money,  not  exceeding 
in  the  whole  the  sum  of  Five  Hundred 
Thousand  Pounds,  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Telegraph  Acts,  by  the  oreation  of  Three 
per  cent.  Capital  Stoeks  of  Annuities  charge- 
able on  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United 
Kingdom  "  {Mr.  JF,  S.  Smith)  Feb  28,  [237] 
1 103  :  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 


Post  Offlee^T%e  Telegraph  Department 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  17, 
To  leave  out  from  **That,"  and  add  **  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inouire 
into  the  organisation  and  management  of  the 
Telegraph  Department  of  the  Post  OflSoe" 
{Mr.  Ooldsmid)  v.,  [238]  172  ;  (Question  pro- 
posed, **  That  the  words,  Ao. ; "  after  debate, 
Amendt  withdrawn 
Select  Committee  appointed,  *'  to  inquire  into 
the  organisation  and  financial  system  of  the 
Telegraph  Department  of  the  Post  Office" 
(i^.  Ooldsmid) 
And,  on  Mar  31,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Lyon  Playfiiir  (Chairman),  Colonel 
Alexander,  Mr.  Charles  Allsopp,  Mr.  CaTen- 
dish  Beotinck,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Cubitt, 
Mr.  William  Beckett  Denison,  Mr.  Fielden, 
Mr.  Goldsmid,  Mr.  Leveson  Gower,  Mr.  John 
Holms,  Mr.  Meldon,  Lord  Robert  Montagu, 
Mr.  Ripley,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth,  Mr.  Watney, 
and  Mr.  Watkin  Williams 
Report  of  Select  Comm.  July  13  PP,  337 


PoTTEB,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Rochdale 
Italy,  Commercial  Treaty  with — Malta,  [339] 

367 
Malta,  Taxation  in.  Res.  [329]  1976 
Nayy—  H.M.S.  **  Monarch  "  and  **  Raleigh, 

[231]  1202 


n 


Real  EsUte  Intestacy,  2R.  [330]  574,  606 
Royal  Titles  Prochimation,  [338]  1768 


Power,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mayo 

Aliens'   Order  in   Council,   1873  —  Gibraltar, 

[338]  1831,  1832  ;  [330]  1434 
Criminal  Law — Fenian  Prisoners,  The  Escaped, 

[330]  251 
Criminal  Law — Political  Prisoners,  Release  ol, 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [229]  1044, 1050 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Magistrates — Orange  Meeting,  Speech  at, 

[229]  171 
Police— Mayo,  Extra  Force  in,  [228]  1830 
RegUtry  of  Deeds  Office,  [230]  418 

VOL.  OCXXXI.   [thied  sbrem.]  [««t ' 


PowiB,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor— «ofi<. 

Ireland— Borough  Franchise,  Res.  [228]  725 

Ireland— Irish  Parliament,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  [230]  767,  808 

Ireland— Iririi  Pohtioal  Prisoners,  Res.  [231] 
285,  318 

Ireland— Peace  Presenration,  Res.  [398]  1240, 
1241 

Jurors  Qualification  (Ireland),  Comm.  Sche- 
dule 1,  [230]  270 

Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [230]  686 

Parliament — Public  Petition  from  a  Foreign 
Town  —  Boulogne-sur-Mer  (British  Con- 
sulate), Res.  [228]  1418 

Peru — Steamship  **  Talisman,"  Crew  of  the, 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  424 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  [230]  364 

Power,  Mr.  R.,   Waterford 
Ireland— Kilbarry  Marsh,  [230]  5 
Lunatic  Asylums,  [239]  1193 
Irish  Parliament,  Motion  ror  a  Select  Commit- 

*««.  [»3o]  786 
Merchamt  Shipping — Lighthouse  on  Coningbeg 

Rock,  [229]  1352 
Parliament— Derby  Day,  [229]  1433 

PowEBSCouBT,  Viscount 
Army— Knightsbridge  Barracks,  [229]  915 

P0WI8,  Earl  of 
Appellate   Juriadiction,    Comm.  el.  15,  [227] 

1290 
Cattle  Diseases  (England  and  Ireland) — Pri?y 
Council  Regulations,  [227]  130 


Commons,  Comm^el.  21,  [230I  1431 

Fees, 
1198 


Ecclesiastical  Offices    and 


2R.    [227] 


Metropolis — Hyde  Park   Comer,    Traffic    at, 

[227]  549 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Act,  1875  , 

[220]  362 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [230]  1277 

Freyention  of  Crimes  Act  Amendment 
BiU 

(Sir  Henry  Selwif^Ibhetson,  Mr.  Secretary  Cross) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«>•  May  18  [Bill  153] 

Read  2<>,  after  short  debate  June  8,  [229]  1596 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  15 

Read3*»»/Mn«16 
l.  Read  1»  •  {lA>rd  Steward)  June  19     (No.  125) 

Read  2*,  afier  short  debate  June  27,  [230]  485 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  29 

Read  3''  *  June  30 

Royal  Assent  July  13    [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  23] 

Pbiob,  Captain  G.  E.,  Devonport 

Iron-clad  Naties,  British  and   Foreign,  [227] 

1916 
Navy — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Royal  Marines,  [228]  1524  ;— Officers  of— 

Retirement,  [229]  2012 
Royal    Naval   Engineers,    Committee    on, 

[229]  1193 
Torpedoes— Captain  Harvey,  [228]  563 
Widows  of  Seamen  and  Marines,  [2i'i\A%a 

8  5  V^*'^ 
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Puck,  Captain  6.  £. — eont. 

Nayy — Flogging,  Punishment  of.  Res.  [330]  169 
Navy— n.M.S.  •*  Vanguard,"  Loss  of.  Motion 

for  a  Paper,  [227]  1082 
Navj — Navigation  of  Der  Majesty's  Ships,  Res. 

Amendt.  [228]  1650 
Navy  Estimates — Coastguard  Senrioes,  [229] 
267 
Men  and  Boys,  [227]  1941 
Newfoundland    Fisheries,    [227]    676;    [228] 

1177 :— French  Shore.  (;229]  667 
Royal  Titles  Act — Commissions  in  the  Militia, 

[229]  106 
Sierra  Leone—  Financial  Position,  [329]  1039 
Slare  Trade — Sultan  of  Zandbar,  Treaty  with 

the.  [229]  1117 
Slave  Trade  (East  Africa),  Res.  [228]  1328 


Price,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Tewkesbury 

Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Militia  Quartermasters  —  Pensions,  [227] 
1235 

Mobilization  of  Army  Corps,  [228]  69 

Retired  Officers,  [230]  245 
Army — Military  Forces.  Our,  Res.  [227]  952 
Education— Canal  Population,  [230]  859 


Prisons  Bill 

{Mr.  Secretary  Crosty  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Jkbetsoii) 

e.  Orders  of  the  Day  postponed  {Mr.  Disraeli) 
Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Auheton  Cross)  June  1, 
229]  1536  ;  after  »hort  debate,  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1**  * 

[Bill  180] 
230]  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'>  " 
June  22,  274 
Amendt.  to  leave  oat  from  "That,"  and  add 
•*  this  Ilouse.  whilst  recogniiing  the  neces- 
sity of  measures  being  adopted  to  secure 
economy  and  efficiency  in  the  managernent  of 
Prisons,  is  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  inex- 
pedient to  transfer  the  control  and  manage- 
ment of  Prisons  from  Local  Authorities  to 
the  Secretary  of  State"  {Mr.  Rylands)v.; 
Question  proposed,  *•  That  the  words,  Ac. :  ** 
alter  long  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  AJdemuin  Cotton); 
after  further  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to; 
Debate  adjourned 

.  Prifon  Chaphiins,  Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  .\s8heton  Cross  June  30,  737 

.  Adjourned  Debate  resumed  July  3,  SS5  ;  after 
long  debate,  .Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned"  {Sir  Tlutnas  Ch'imbert)  \ 
Qmstiori  put  ;  A.  122,  N.  2^8:  M.  176 
Question  ajjain  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
Ac. :  "  >ioved,  **  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn"  {3/r.  Mitchell  II<^nry);  Motion 
withdrawn  ;  Question  put,  **  That  the  words, 
Ac.:"  A.  295,  N.  96  :  .M.  199 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
read  2* 

.Roman  Catholic  Chaphins,  Question,  Mr. 
Whalley ;  .\nswer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
Juh  13,  1394 

Committer  •  ^  Awmst  4      [Bill  284] 


Pris<m8  (Irelaiid)  BUI 

{Sir  Midkael  ffieke-Beadk,  J6-.  &&«tar 

OenercUfar  heiamt) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  !••  Jume  15  [Bffl  197] 

Qnestioo,  Mr.  Murphy;  Ansvcr,  Sir  Micbaal 

Hicks. Beach  July  37,  [230]  IM4 
Bill  withdrawn  *  A^tgusH  7 


{Irelmtd) — Ltgitlmtiam 
Question,  Mr.  Redmond ;  Ajmvw, 
Hiekt-Beach  Feb  14,  [127]  364 


Frisoiifl  (Scotland)  BOl 

( The  Lord  AdvoeaU,  Mr,  gwi-wiiif  Owr) 

c  Motion  for  Leave  (  TV  Lord  AdtoeaWi  Jmiy  13, 
[230]  1421  ;  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bm  ordered 
iteadl«»^tt/yl4  [Bill  547: 

Question,  Mr.  McLaren ;  Aosvw,  Mr.  Aaibe- 

ton  Cross  Aumut  7,  [231]  704 
Bill  withdrawn*  A^^ust  7 


Privy  Council — Oaths  UJtem  hy  Jfewtitrt^ 
See.) — Mr.  Lowe's  Speech  mi  Rdfmd 
Moved,  "  Thai  an  humble  Address  be  presestfd 
to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  grseiovslj 
pleased  to  give  directions  this  tbm  be  laid 
before  this  Ilouse,  Retnras  of  the  form  of  the 
Oath  or  Oaths  taken  by  peraons  sworm  Mem- 
bers of  the  Privy  Council :  And,  abovinf  ibs 
respective  dates  when  the  fbUovxag  persoas 
were  sworn  in  as  Members  of  tbo  Privy 
Council : — The  late  Edward  Geoffrey  Smiib- 
Stanley  Earl  of  Derby,  the  late  Vifcc«r: 
Palmerstoo,  the  Right  honourable  Johc  Earl 
Russell,  the  Right  honourable  Meo.ber  for 
Bucks,  the  Right  honourable  Member  ikr 
Greenwich,  and  the  Right  boDonrab'.e  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Locdoo**  Mr. 
Charles  Lewis)  May  2,  [228]  2023  ;  after  ac- 
hate. Question  put ;  A.  91,  N.  S7  :  M.  ^4 
Personal  Statement,  Mr.  Lowe  May  4.  2^' 
52  P^.  22J 


Protection  to  Growing  Crops  (Sootkad' 

Bill        {Sir  Alexander  Gcfrdon^  Sir  R><i>ert 
Anstruther,  Viscount  Maedmfy  Sir  Wimdktm 

AnstnUher) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  JTor  2  [Bii:  Wj 

2R.,  debate  adjourned  July  5,  [230]  lOdS 
Adjourned  Debate  on  2R.  [Dropped] 

• 

Provisional  Orders  (Ireland)  Confinnatioa 

Bill  [H.I.]        (  The  Lord  Preeidemt  • 

/.  Presented  ;  read  I**  May  2  (No.  67 

Read2»*  J/.iy  18 

Committee  *  June  23 

Report  •  June  26 

Read3*»/Mn<r27 
c.  Read  10  •  {Sir  Michael  Bieke-Beaeh)  Jmh  Z 

Read  2°  •  July  «  [BUI  «•: 

Committee  •  ;'  Report  July  17 

Read3»»/u/yl8 
l,^A^%^KaMux4>i^*iK.\3S^4  4A  Fiet.e.dT] 


\ 
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Provisional  Orders  (Irelaaid) 
(Colenune,  ftc*)  Bill  [r-i*.] 

(The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1*^  *,  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  June  13  (No.  107) 

Read  2^  ^  June  20 

Committee  *  June  39 

Report  *  June  80 

Readd**/M/y  3 
e.  Read  1»  •  (Sir  Miehael  Bieki-Beach)  July  6 

Read  T  •  July  10  [Bill  340] 

Committee  * ;  Report  Jviy  18 

Read  8°  •  July  20 
^  Royal  Asient  July  24    [89  4  40  Ftct.  o.  olxii] 

Publicans  Certificates  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Dr.  Cameron,  Sir  Windham  Amtruther,  Mir, 
Rarmay,  Mr,  Maekintoth) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee :  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1**  * 
Feb  9  [Bill  45] 

Itead  3^  after  shoH  debate  Feb  16,  [227]  328 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  38 

Committee  (on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  April  27, 
[228]  1809 

Considered  •  April  28  [BiU  115] 

ReadS'^J/ay  1 
/.  Read  1*  •  (Earl  Stanhope)  May  2     (No.  66) 

Read  2*,  after  short  debate  May  13,  [329]  481 

Committee  June  20,  [230]  103        (No.  130) 

Report  *  June  26  ( No.  1 43) 

Read  3*  *  June  27 

Royal  Assent  July  18    [89  A  40  Viet.  0. 36] 

Public  Health 

Drainage  and  Water  Supply  of  Uppingham— 
Return  of  the  School,  Question,  Mr.  Whit- 
well  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- Booth  Augugt  14, 
[231]  1206 

Impure  and  Deficient  Supply  of  fVaicr,  Qoes- 
tion,  Mr.  Brown ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth/M/y28,  ta3i]6 

Medical  Officer  to  the  Privy  Council,  Questions, 
Mr.  Waddy  ;  Answers,  Viscount  Sandon, 
Mr.  Sclater-Booth  June  1,  [229]  1517 

Public  Bealth  A<A,  }S72^ Medical  Ofieere  of 
Health,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Sclater-Booth  August  3,  [231]  419 

Public  Hfolth  Act,  1875 — Local  Board  Elec- 
tions, Question,  Sir  John  Kennawaj  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Mar  81,  [228]  969 

Quack  Medicines,  Question,  Colonel  Eeerton 
Leigh  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  Mar  20, 
r2281  269 

Solihull  Sanitary  Authority,  Question,  Sir 
llenrjr  Jackson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth 
June  16,  [229]  1973 

The  Sheemess  Sevoers,  Question,  Mr.  Pember- 
ton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Uardy  August  3, 
[231]  416 

Typhoid  Fever  at  Eagley  —  Polluted  Milk, 
Question.  Mr.  Charley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth  Feb  21,  [227]  552;  Question,  Mr. 
J.  K.  Cross;  Answer,  Mr.  Solateiv Booth 
April  10,  [228]  1474  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Charley ;  Answer,  Mr.  ScUter-Booth^ti$ni«<8, 
[231]  421 

Supervision  of  Dairy  Farms,  Question, 
Mr.  Charley;  Answeri  Mr.  ScUter-Booih 
At^uif  14,  [2^1]  1199 
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Arrests,  Question,  Mr.  Blake ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  May  22,  [229]  1052 

Boards  of  Guardians,  Question,  Sir  Charles 
Forster ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  July  4, 
[230]  945  ;—The  Keighley  Board  of  Ouar- 
dians.  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Sclater-Booth  July  7,  [230]  1139 

Case  of  Joseph  Abel,  Question,  Mr.  James  ; 
Answer,    Mr.    Sclater  -  Booth   August   12, 

[230  HW 
Case  of  Mr,  Pearee,  Questions,   Mr.    P.  A. 

Taylor ;  Answers,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  July  25, 

[230]  1888 ;  August  8,  [231]  819 
Milner*s  Case,  Question,  Mr.  Pease ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Mar  23,  [228]  477 
Prosecutions,  Question,   Mr.    P.     A.    Taylor ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Mar   16,  [228] 

62  [See  title  Hygienic] 

PubUc  Health  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Mr,  Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  May  80  [BUI  178] 

BUI  withdrawn  •  July  24 

Public   Health    (Scotland)   Provisional 
Order  (Irvine  and  Dnndonald)  Bill 

[H.L.]        (The  Lord  Steward) 

I,  Presented ;   read   1*  *,    and  referred   to  the 
Examiners  June  15  (No.  118) 

Read  2*  *  June  20 

Committee  *  June  29 

Report  *  June  30 

Read  3*  •  July  3 
c.  Read  1«  •  ( The  Lord  AdvoeaU)  July  6  [BUI  237] 

Read  2«*  July  10 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  18 

Read3''*/Wy20 
{.  Royal  Assent  July  24      [39  &  40  Vict,  c.  cltx] 

Public   Health    (Scotland)   Provisional 
Order  (Wemyss)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  Cross) 

e.  Ordered  •  May  28 

Read  1»  •  May  24  [BiU  165] 

Read2*»»  Jfay26 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  8 

Read  3*^  *  June  9 
/.  Read  !••  (Lord  Steward)  June  13  (No.  109) 

Read  2*  *  June  22 

Committee  *  June  26 

Repori  *  June  27 

Read  3**  June  29 

Royal  Assent  July  13    [89  A  40  Vict.  c.  94] 

Public  Meetings — Freedom  of  Discussion 
Question,  Mr.  Whalley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  April  6,  [228]  1327 


Public  Becord  Office  Bill 

(Mr,  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr,  Attorney 
e.  OrAewA  ;  T%aA  V»*  JvXij  'ift  \>S^ WE\ 


«^    t:%    ."v 


FOB        que;      jOENEBAL  INDEX) 
*i7 — laS —819—130 — »3 1 , 

Public  RecordB  (Ireland)  Amendment  BiU 
(Mr,  Oibitm,  The   Marqueit  of  Bamitlon,  iS 

Kavaiuighf  Mr,  MulhoU^nd) 
t.  OrdBred  i  read  1°  •  May  3  [flUl  141] 

Bill  KitbdrKKQ  ■  July  27 


Public  Sehoola  Aet,  1868 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Snppi;  April  7. 
To  leave  out  trom  "  That,"  and  oAt'  " 
Select  CommUtee  be  appointed  to  oonsider 
whether  anj  ftlteration  i>  dealrnble  ii 
Bxiiting  relation!  between  Che  GoiarniDg 
Bodies,  Head  Matteri,  and  AailBlaut  Mi 
oF  tbe  aeTen  sohoola  under  the  operation  or 
■Ths  Public  Schools  Act,  ISSS '"  (Mr. 
Knalehbidl-Hugenm)  v.,  [11S]  1430  ;  after 
debate,  Qaeition,  "  That  the  vorda,  Ao." 
pot,  and  agreed  to 

Pablic  Works  Loans  Bill 

(Afr,   Rukei,  Mr.   ITiHtani  Henry  Smith,  Mr 

OumeeUoT  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Sdcaer.Jioolh) 

e.  Local  Finance— Indebledneii  of  Loeat  Aalho- 

ritiei.   Question,    Mr.   Rilhbone ;    Answer 

Mr.  SolaterBooth  May  S9,  [119]  1393 

tUaolutioni  [June  18]  reported,  and  agreed  to  : 

Bill  ordered  ;  read  1°  •  June  20  [Bill  202] 
Read  2" •  June  37 

Order  for  Committee  read  :  Moved,  "  Thai 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair" 
July  4,  [130]  Bfll 
Amendt.  to  leave  oat  from  "  That,"  apd  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  an  undalj 
large  proportion  of  tbe  charge  involved  in 
the  pajment  of  the  interest  and  capital  ot 
rniaed  bj  local  aulbo- 


I   the 


guisbed  from 
and  other  rateable  propertj"  {Jfr.  J^nwwft) 
ti.  :  Question  propraed,  "  That  the  words, 
ic.  ;  "  after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question,  "  That  Sir.  Speaker,  die."  put, 
and  agreed  to  ;   Committee  ;  Report 

Committco  •  (on  Te-eoium.) ;  Report  July  6 

Considered ■  Jii/y  7  [Bill  228] 

Committee'   (on   re-camm.);    Report;    Con- 
aidercd  ;  rend  3"  July  10 
/.  Readl'"(rA>:Iorrfi'«rirfoit)/ii;ull(No.l«7) 

Read  3' •  Afji  14 

Committee*;    Iteport /»/j?  17 

Read  3* •/«/'/  IS 

Rojal  Assent  Jh/it  21     [30^40  Vict.c.  31] 

rri.ESToN,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Deronport 

China— Hankow.  Outrage  at,  [139]  44 


ttaeen  Anne's  Boantj  Bill  [n.L.j— Sec  title 
Agricnltaral   Holdings    (England)   Act 
(1875)  Amendment  BiU 

Quefti boron ffh  Harbour  Bill  {br/  Order) 

c.  MoTpd.'-Thal  the  Rill  I*  now  road  3° "( -Mr, 
PauhcrU-n)  Jmie  16,  [129]  1886 
Amendt,  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
"hating   regard  to  the  lact  that  a  Royal 


QtiMMbereu^K  Harbow  Bill — sont. 

CommiiiiOD  has  talal;  bam  appoiatsd  to  b- 
vestigate  tbe  aflUn  of  Unrafbrmad  Corpora- 
tions, it  is  not  desirable  to  pweaed  wUb  a 
Bill  oonferring  fresh  borroiring  and  laiiBg 
powflta  upon  a  Oorpoi«t]oD  which  hu  been 
bankrupt  under  oircoDutanoai  diaetoaad  in  a 
Memorial  ordered  b}  the  Honae  of  Cobudom 
to  be  prinl«d  30th  Jnlj  1875  "  (So-  Ckania 
W.  D&M)  v.\  QaestioD  proposed,  "That 
the  words,  Ac. :"  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put  1  A.  143,  N.  84  i  M.  fiO 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to :  BiU  read  3* 


QuM»'<  Yi^  to  Qtrmany 
QoettlODS,  Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  SnUinn  ;  An- 
iwert   Mr.   Disraeli  Mar  38.  [118]    TOO ; 
Qaestions,  Mr.  Anderton  ;    ' 
Ditraeli  Mar  30, 883 


Baikxb,  Uj.  H.  0.  (Chaiiman  of  Oom- 
mittees  of  Ways  and  Heana), 
ChetUr 

Appellate   JarisdioticD,    Coom.    «!.     1,    [ijoj 

HAS:  Consid.  [ijiisSO 
Armj  Estimates — Ljind  Poraei,[i)7]  ItTT 
Boroagh  FraDchisa  (Ireland),  Re«.  r»8]  717 
Burghs  and   Populons   Plaoea  (SoMlaad)  Get 

Supply,  3R.  [118]  e  :   Amaadt.  7  :    Ceaa 

[119]  888 
Bariat  Serrioes  in  Pariah  Chordkra'da,  iha. 

[i»7]  1378 
Cattle  Disease  (Inland),  Comm.  [130]  ie7T 
Commons,  Comm.[ti9]  1380;  c{.2,I3M,  14M) 
Consolidated    Fund    (Appropriation),    Consid. 

el.  I.  [131]  978 
Edinburgh  Improvement,  30.  [iSo}  341 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  [130)  1Z35  :  d*. 

1400;    tA.  11,   1447;   oAi.  el.   1SS3.   1658. 

1058,  ISiO,  1904,2003,  3004  ;  add.  eL  [ijij 


a  ReBM>TBl.3R. 


30 
House  Oeeupian  Disqualiflcatios 

[118]  1634     - 
Jurors   QnalifleatioD   (Ireland),  Cmnm.  Scke- 

diilo  I,  [230]  368 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  rL  3,  [ij8'  KJi. 

639.  587,  006:   el.  Ifi.  I5»«:  rJ.  ie,'i:»l. 

1782:  tl.  37.  1916,  1918;  add.  rf- [Ji^i  T?, 

81,310,328,236 
Hetropoliun  RailwBy,3R.  [117]  SM 
Navy  and  Army  Eipenditai*^  18i'4-5,  C-an^. 

[jjOacf 

Navy   Estimates — Men  and  Boya,  Ac.  Iii'' 
1943 

Parliament — Private  Bills — Cuvun^  is  tbe 

Uouse,  Res.  [197]  1494 
Parliament— I 'ri rate   Bills — Refnecs.   Mmw 

fora  Select  Committee,  [11;]  4M ;— IsMrw- 

tion.  Res.  [ii9]  eia 

Parliamentary  Agency.  Re*,  'ijt^  319.  SSi> 
Parliamentary  .Agents— Lords  Mi  mili  .  Uotrec 

for  a  Select  Committee,  [130]  5T3' 
Qneenborough  Harlranr,  3R.  [119]  1968 
Sale  of  IntoiicBliog  IJqson  on  SnodaT  iln-. 

Iand),[i3il434 
Sooth  Eastern  Railway,  2R.  [117}  1705,  ITM 

[llSj  61 
Cnivenily  ofCambridgB,  9a.  {ijoi  lllf 
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Railway  Companies — IHsmisaalof  ServanU 

Question,  Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  Sir  diaries 
Adderiey  June  23,  [230]  336 


Railway  Passenger  Duty 

Question,  Lord  Claud  Ilamilton ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  28,  [227] 
1020 

MoTed,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  Railway  Passenger  Duty  ought  to  be 
reduced  at  an  early  date,  with  a  view  to  its 
ultimate  repeal"  (Mr,  Serjeant  Spinke) 
Mar  7,  [227]  1686 

Amendt.  to  loaTo  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
*'  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  and  report  upon  the  operation  of 
the  present  Law  relating  to  the  Railway 
Passenger  Duty,  and  especially  as  to  its  effect 
upon  the  working  of  cheap  trains"  {Mr. 
Rodwell)  V. ;  after  short  debate,  Question, 
*'  That  the  words,  d(c/'  put,  and  negatived 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  'a  Select 
Committee,  Ac'  be  added,  instead  thereof" 

Amendt.  to  said  proposed  Amendt.  to  add 
*'and  further  to  inquire  what  additional 
accommodation  for  the  public  may  fairly  be 
demanded  from  the  Railway  Companies  as 
an  equiralent  for  a  reduction  or  the  abolition 
of  the  Duty  "  (Mr.  Fcnaeett) ;  Question  put, 
**That  those  words,  Ac.;"  A.  41,  N.  113; 
M.  72 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words '  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, Ao.'  be  added  to  *That'  in  the  ori- 
ginal Question;"  A.  137,  N.23;  M.  144 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed 
to ;  Select  Committee  appointed 

And,  on  Mar  23,  Committee  nominated  at 
follows  :  —  Mr.  Rodwell  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Ashley,  Mr. .  Bruce,  Mr.  James  Corry,  Vis- 
count Crichton,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton,  Sir 
ilarcourt  Johnstone,  Mr.  Knatchbull-IIuges- 
sen,  Mr.  Leighton,  Mr.  Macdonald,  Mr. 
H'Lagan,  Mr.  Arthur  Peel,  Earl  Percy, 
Mr.  Samuda,  Mr.  Serjeant  S pinks,  Mr. 
Edward  Stanhope,  and  Mr.  SulliTan 

Report  of  Select  Comm.  /ufM33    P.P.  312 


Railways 

Accident  on  the  Great  Western  Railway, 
Question,  Mr.  Hayter  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Adderloy  July  28,  [231]  8  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Goldney  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley 
Auyust  4,  516  i—Heward  to  John  Chiddy, 
ObserTations,  Lord  Elcho  ;  Reply,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Avgust  7,  [231] 
712 

Midland  Railway — The  Radstoelt  Accident — 
The  Block  System,  Question,  Mr.  Oayter ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  Auytsst  11, 
[231]  1078 

Commission  on  Railway  Accidents 

Brakes,  Question,  Obsenrations,  Lord  Col- 
▼ille  of  Culross ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen ;  short  debate  thereon  May  23,  [229] 
1095. 

Case  of  Frederick  Hareombe,  Question,  Mr. 
M.  A.  Bass;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
June  I,  [229]  16X8    ' 

Icont, 


Railways—  oont. 

Tlie  Report,  Question,  Mr.  Samuelson  ;  Answer, 

227]  Sir  Charles  Adderley  Feb  15,  301  ;  Ques- 

tion,    Mr.    Elliot;     Answer,    Mr.    Disraeli 

Feb  21,551  ;  Question,  Observations,  Lord 

Cottesloe  ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Richmond 

.     and   Gordon   Feb  22,  664;    Question,  Mr. 

Samuelson  ;   Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley 

.      Feb  25,  928 

Second  Report [1474J 

Ralli,  Mr.  P.,  Bridport 

Commons,  Comm.  add,  cl.  [229]  1567  . 
Egypt — Court  of  Sumnuiry  Justice,  [230]  1698 

Ramsat,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk,  Sfc, 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Scotland),  2R.  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  [230]  1126 
Banns  of  Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  [230]  211 
Burial  Grounds,  2R.  Bill  withdrawn,  [230]  1923 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [228] 

28 
Coast  and  Deep  Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R. 

[228]  456 
Ecclesiastical    Assessments    (Scotland),    2R. 

[228] 1162 
Election  of  Aldermen  (Cumulative  Vote),  2R. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [229]  1663 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [230) 
.1725,  2017  ;  [231]  21,  63  ;  Consid.  cl.  14, 
525  ;  Amendt.  547, 549 
Explosive   Substances  Act,   1875 — Hamilton, 

Explosion  at,  [230]  258 
Game  Laws  Amendment,  2R.  [228]  1816 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1641 
Navy  and  Army  Expenditure,  1874-5,  Comn^. 

[331]  658 
Navy  Estimates — Scientific  Departments,  [229] 

2021 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Session,  [231]  124 

Public  Business,  [229]  2018 
Poor  Law  (Scotland),  2R.  [229J  259,  260 
Private  Lunatic  Asylums  (Scotland),  [230]  1134 
Sheriff  CourU  (Scotland),  2R.  [231]  564 
Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  ^.  [229]  1333 
Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  513 
Uome  and  Colonial  OflBces,  [229]  1588 
Learned  Societies  and  Scientific  Investiga- 
tion, [231]  655 
Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  [227]  520 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Household  of, 

<fec.  [227]  1841 
Lunacy  Commission  (Scotland),  [227]  994 
Public  Buildings,  [229]  1584,  1585 
Public  Education  in  Scotland,  [231]  267 
Report,  [228]  687 

Rathboke,  Mr.  W.,  Liverpool 

County  Palatine  of  Lancaster  (Clerk  of  tho 
Peace),  2R.  Amendt.  [227]  336;  CoAim. 
Amendt.  1160, 1161 

Elementary  Education,  Comm.  d.  8,  [230] 
1530  ;  add.  cl.  1538,  2007 ;  add.  cl.  [231]  9 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards),  2R. 
[229]  903 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Law  Amend- 
ment) (No.  2),  2R.  [228]  1889 

Local  Finance^  Indebtedness  of  Local  Autho- 
lUics,  [2293  1353 


RAT        EEC        {GENERAL  INDEX) 
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Rathbonk,  Mr.  W. — eont: 

Local  Taxation,  [229]  1185 
Mercantile    Marine  —  Shipwrecked    Vessels, 
[229]  1190 
227]  Merchant  Shipping,  2R.  428 
228]Comm.  537:    d.  3,  549,   676,  905;   cl.  4, 
Amendt.  910;    Amendt.  911,  912;    el,    6, 
1368  ;  cl.  9,  Amendt.  ib. ;  cl.  12,  Amendt. 
1372,    1373;    cl,    15,    1592,    1614,    1618. 
1621;    cl.    16,    1801,   1803;    el  19,1882; 
el.  21,  Amendt.  1883;  add.  cl.  1932 
22g]add.  cl.  56,  63,  93,  209,  222,  233  ;  Oonsid. 
.     add  cl  1062  ;  cl  11,  1068,  1070, 1071 
Municipal  Officers  Superannuation  (No.  2),  2R. 

[227]  322  :  Comm.  1603 
Poor  Lavr  Amendment,  Comm.  el.  28,  [229] 

1766;  Amendt.  1771 
Prisons,  Leave,  [229]  1552 
Public  Works  Loans,  Comm.  [330]  963 

Hating  dot,  1874— iS^.  Tkomoi's  Hospital 

Question,  Sir  John  Scourfield ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Sclater-Booth  April  10,  [228]  1475 

Rayleigh,  Lord 

Cruelty  to    Animals,  Comm.  d.  3,  Amendt. 
[230]  109,  120 

Read,  Mr.  Clare  8.,  Norfolk,  8. 

Contagious    Diseases    (Animals),    Res.    [227] 

2017,  2073 
Coroners,  Res.  [230]  1308 
229]  Elementary  Education,  Leave,  956 
230]  2R.  54  ;  Comm.  el  4,  Amendt.  1290, 1292  ; 
.     cl  5,  1298  ;  cl  7. 1417  ;  el  11,  Amendt.  1418, 
.      1420,   1444  ;  Amendt.  1447  ;   el  29,   1610  ; 
.      cl  34,  1613  ;  add.  cl.  1902 
231]  Consid.  cl  6,  Amendt.  473,  474  ;  cl.  8,  475  ; 
.      cl  14,  477,529;  3R.  685,  595 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1636 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  cl  15,  [228]  1603 
Navy — Hoilers,  Deterioration  of,  [231]  968 

Dockyanis,  Superintendents  of,  [231]  967 
rollution  of  Rivers,  311.  [231]  660 
Poor   Law   Amendment,  Comm.  cl  28,  [229] 

1763  :  Consid.  [230]  504 
Ways  and  Means — Income    Tax,    Res.   [228] 
1360 

Real  Estate  Intestacy  Bill 

(Mr.  Potter,  Mr.  Lcathamy  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson, 

Mr.  Uopwood,  Mr.  William  Edwin  Price) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  F<j6  9  [Bill  31] 

Moved,    "That    the    Bill   be   now   read   2'>" 

Jurv,  28,  [230]  674 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now/*  and  add  "  upon 

this    day    three    months'*   (Jfr.    Gregort/) ; 

after   debate,   Question  put,    "  That  ♦  now,' 

<kc.;"  A.  175,  N.  210;  M.  35 
Division  List,  A.  and  N.  606 
Words  added  ;    main    Question,  as   amended, 

put,  and  agreed   to ;    2R.    put  oflf  for  six 

months 


Jlecord  Office,  TJie — Destruction  and  Sale 
of  Public  Records 
Question,    Mr.    W.    Gordon  ;    Answer,     Mr. 

Abshcton  Cross  u4.«^uat  7, ^23i'\ft'i2i 


Redesdale,  Lord  (Ohaiiman  of  Com- 

mittees) 

Appeals-  SUnding  Orders.  Ret.  [217]  1200 
Appellate    Jurisdiction,  Comm.  [327]    1286; 

3R.    1946  ;    Commom    Ameodts.    Consid. 

c/.  5,  [231]  947 
Commons,  2R.  [230]  1037 :  Report,e/.  19. 1518 
Companies  Acts  (1862  and  1867)  Amendmeet, 

2R.  [231]  1067 
Gas   Light    and    Coke    Comp«nj,  9R.  [230] 

229,  232  ;  Report,  1138;  Comm.  1943 
Local  Government  Board's  Proritiooal  Ord<n 

Confirmation    (Birmingham,    Ac.),    Comm. 

[230]  1519,  1522  ;    Report,  Amendt  1618, 

1620,  1767.1768;  [231]  S 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  8R.  [331]  937 
Parliamentary  Agenoj.   Motion    for   a  Joint 

Select   Committee,  [330]  316;    Ret.  [231] 

1061 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [230]  1378 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  d,  1,  [338]  303 

•  ,^___ 

Redmoito,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Wexford 

Borongh  Franchise  (Ireland),  Ret.  [338]  731 

Irish  Fines  Fund,  [329]  673 

Post  Office— Savings  Bank  Department — Site, 

[229]  1866 
Prisons  (Ireland),  [337]  364 
Public  Houses  (Ireland)— Sunday  Clodng,  Ret. 

[229]  543 

Reed,  Mr.  E.  J.,  P&mhroke 

Administration  of  the  Navy,  Motion  for  a  Royal 

Commission,  [330]  436,  443 
Army — Volunteer  Review  in  Hyde  Park,  [230] 

501  • 

Army  Estimates— Worki,  Boildingt,  4o.  [229] 

1653, 1654 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  cuid.  cl.  [230] 

1895,  1904,  2016 ;  add.  el  [231]  20 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.  [227]  360 
Iron-clad  Naries,  British  and   Foreign,  [227] 

1891 
Maritime  Contracts,  Leave,  [227]  158.  160 
Merchant  Service  Officers,  Kes.  [229]  799 
Merchant  Shipping.  Leave,   [227]    185;     2R. 

465 ;  Comm.  el  3,  [228]  645  ;  el  9.   1370  ; 

cl    14.    1377;   el   16.   1801,    1803,    1803; 

el.   18,    1805;  el   27,   1915,    1916;  el   28. 

1918.  1919;  add,  el  1938;  [229]  65,  67; 

Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  [231]  1173 
Municipal    Officers    Superannuation,    Comm. 

[227]  1605 
Museum  of  Science  (South  Kensington),  [231] 

1070 
Naval  Cadet  College— Milford  Haven,  [228]  878 
Navy — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Devonport,  New  Dock  at,  [229]  41 
U.M.S.  "  Thunderer.  [231]  1072,  1205 
Naval  Officers  and  the  Press,  [229]  36 
Navy— Hen  wood,    Mr.    C,    Petition   of.    Res. 
[227]  1404  ;  [228]  343  ;  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee.  [229]  1610,  1617 
Navy  Estimates— Admiralty  Office.  [2  28]  1549, 

1552 
Coast  Guard  Service — Naval  Reserve,  d^. 

[228]  1553 
Dockyards.  &c.  [230]  468 
Men  and  Boys.  Ac.  [227]  1940 
Scientific  DepartmenU,  [230]  462 
Seamen  and  Marines,  [228]  1547 
\  ^\AwiiUaR\!\»«n^  «». [^lo\  473,  473 
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RiiD,  Mr.  E.  J. — ami. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Session,  [231]  123 
Privy  Council  (Oaths  taken  by  Members,  &o.). 

Address  for  Returns,  [228]  2030,  3037 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  Comm.  [231]  853 
Supply — Civil  Service  Commission,  [227!  510 
Ways  and    Means— Income  Tax,  Res.  [228] 

1364 


Regiitration 
Friendly 
ficates  of 
Question,  Mr 
Booth  Feb 
Ashbury ; 
Exchequer 
Ry lands ; 
Exchequer 
W.  Holms 
Exchequer 


of    Births    and   Deaths  — 

Societies  Act^  1875 — Cerii- 

Deaths 

,  Waddy  ;  Ansver,  Mr.  Sclater- 
21,  [227I  658;  Question,  Mr. 
Answer,  Yhe  Chancellor  of  the 
Mar  16,  [228]  71  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
April  3,  1096:  Question,  Mr. 
;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
April  6,  1325 


Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths  (Ire- 
land) Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Earl  of  Donoughmore) 
I,  Presented  ;  read  l*^  AuguetS         (No. 208) 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Mitchell  Henry,  Mr.  Meldon,  Mr.  Smyths 

Mr.  Shaw,  Mr,  Sullivan) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  9  [Bill  4] 

Moved.    "  That    the    Bill    be   now  read   2« " 

May  3,  [229]  1 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *' now,"  and  add  "upon 

this  day  six  months"  (Mr.  Gibson);    after 

debate,  Question  put,  •*  That  *  now,*  Ac. ; " 

A.  168,  N.  235;  M.  67 
Words   added ;   main  Question,  as   amended, 

put,  and  agreed  to  ;    2R.  put  oflf 

Registry  of  Deeds  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  miHam  Benry  Smith,  Mr.  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  July  6  [Bill  238] 

Bill  withdrawn*  August  5 

Eepton,  Mr.  G.  W.  J.,  Warwick 

Metropolis— Hyde  Park— Rotten  Row,  [231] 
516 


EiCHARD,  Mr.  H.,  Merthyr  Tydeil 
Army  Estimates,  Res.  [227]  1445 
China— Chinese  Consul  at  Hong  Kong,  [231] 
119 

Papers,  The,  [227]  136 
China,  Res.  [230]  536 
Coolie  Immigration  from  India  t6Gaijuia,[227] 

1716 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  [229]  715 
Dahomey  —  Bombardment,  The  Threatened, 

[229]  671 
Electors,   Registration  of—  Parochial   Relief, 

[227]  1205 
Elementary  Education  —  School  Fees,  [229] 

1517 


RiOHABD,  Mr.  II. — conU 

Elementary  Education,  2R.  [230]  57  ;  Comm. 
Amendt.*  1180  ;    el  5,  1300  ;  el.  6,  1411  ; 
cl.   12.   1450:    add.  el.   1897;    [231]   17; 
Consid.  cl.  14,  528  ;  3R.  566 
ElcmenUry   Education   Act,    1870  —  Misoel- 
laneous  Questions 
Briston  School  District,  [228]  696 
Cardiff  School  Board,  [231]  703 
School  Board  Schools — Religious  Instruc- 
tion, [227]  483 
School  Board  Teachers,  [228]  966 
Jamaica — Mr.   P.  A.  Smith,  District  Judge, 

[230]  1622 
Poor  Lhm  Amendment,  Consid.  Amendt.  [230] 
482 


RicnMOio)  AND  Gordon,  Dake  of  (Lord 

President  of  the  Council) 

Agricultural  Children  Act,  [227]  131 
Agricultural  Holdings   (England)    Act,   1875, 
Motion  for  Returns,  [229]  1261, 1343,  1344  ; 

[230] 2 
Agricultural   Holdings  (Scotland),  IR.  [228] 

601 ;  2R.  1383  ;  Comm.  el.  23,  [2^9]   185  ; 

cl.  46,  186  ;  3  R.  Amendt.  350 
Army — Knightsbridge  Barracks,  [229]  917 
Bishopric  of  Truro,  2R.  [231]  669 
Burial,  Uw  of,  Res.  [229]  605,  609,  615,  629 
Burials  in  Churchyards,   2R.   Amendt.  [229] 

1095 
Cattle  Disease  (Ireland),  2R.  [231]  666 
Cattle  Diseases  (England  and  Ireland) — Privy 

Council  Regulations,  [227]  126 
Church   of  Scotland    (Election  of  Ministers), 

Motion  for  Returns,  [228]  1385 
Church  Temporalities  (Ireland),  Motion  for  a 

Return,  [230]  611 
Commons,  2R.  [230]  1029,  1039  ;  Comm.  el.  8, 

1428,    1429;    ci.    19,    1430;   el.  20,  1431; 

Report,  el.  8,  1518  ;  el.  19,  ib. ;  cl.  30,  1519 
Companies  Acts  ( 1862  and  1867)  Amendment, 

2K.  [231]  1067 
Criminal  Law — Police  Constable  Maoonachie, 

Case  of,  [228]  600 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  [229]  1340  ;  Comm.  el  8, 

[230]  120;  <j/.  11,  126 
Dover  Harbour,  Petition,  [229]  1106,  1109 
Drugging  of  Animals,  2R.  [229J  262 
Education — Reports  for  the  Year  1875,  [229] 
1260 
Schools,  [231]  514  - 
Egypt— Cave,  Mr.,  Mission  of,  [227]  202 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [231]  775  ;  Comm. 

cl  4,  938  ;  el  5,  ib. ;  cl  9,  940  ;  el  10,  t6. ; 

el  12,  941  ;  el.  14,  ib. ;  el  15,  942  :  cl.  18, 

944  ;  add.  cl  945 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners,  Motion  for 

Returns,  [230]  391 
Erne  Lough  and  River,  dtc,  2R.  [231]  688 
Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company,  2R.  [230]  230  ; 

Report,  1180 
Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company— South  Metro- 
politan Gas  Company,  Motion  for  Returns, 

[330]  612 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland),  Res.  [229]  1410 
India— Indian  Tariff,  [227]  2007 
Irish  Peerage,  Comm.  cl  3,  C228\t^Q^  \  ^^fc- 

\5Hjea^ 
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Richmond  and  Gordon,  Duke  of — eont. 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisional  Orders 
Gonftrmation  (Birmingham,  Ac.  )f  Comm.[23o] 
1521 

Lords  Lieutenant — Choice  of  Magistrates,  Per- 
sonal Explanation,  [231]  367 

Mercantile  Marine  —  Training  Ships,  [237] 
1791,  1792 

Mercantile  Marine — **  Franconia"  and  "  Strath- 
clydc/'  Collision,  Motion  for  Paners,  [231! 
1061 

Merchant  Shipping,  2R.  [230]  317;  Comm. 
c^.  20,  1132;  cl,  21,  1133;  el.  25,*.;  Re- 
port, cL  4,  Amendt.  1433  :  cl.  24,  Amendt.tft. 

Metropolis — Hyde  Park — The  Serpentine,  [228] 
1393 
Hyde  Park  Comer,  TrafiSc  at,  [227]  549 
Northumberland  Avenue,  [228]  1394 

Metropolis  (Whitechapel  and  Limehouse)  Im- 
provement Scheme  Confirmation,  Comm.  [230] 
942 ;  3R.  1040 

National  Education  (Ireland),  Motion  for  Re- 
turns, [230]  394 

National  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Act,  1875, 
[229]  367,  362 

Noxious  Vapours,  [227]  791 

Owners  of  Land  (Ireland) — New  "Domesday 
Book."  [230]  944 

Parliament — Whitsuntide  Recess,  [229]  1254 

Parliamentary  Agency,  Motion  for  a  Joint 
Select  Conmiittee,  [230]  317 

Poor  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [230]  1273,  1278  ; 
Comm.  add,cl.  1472,  1473 

Poor  Uw  Rating  (Ireland),  2R.  [231]  499 

Primary  Education,  Motion  for  Returns,  [229] 
99 

Publicans  Certificates  (Scotland),  2R.  [229] 
485  ;  Comm.  el.  18,  [230]  104 

Railway  Accidents  —  Royal  Commission,  Re- 
port, [227] 664 

Royal  Irish  Academy,  Motion  for  Correspond- 
ence, [230]  493 

Royal  Titles,  2R.  [228]  821,  827 

Scottish  Teinds,  Returns,  [227]  1118 

Sea  Insurances  (Stamping  of  Policies),  2R. 
[228]  091 

Sulphurous  Acid,  dec,  Address  for  a  Royal 
Commission,  [228]  G07 

Trade  Union  Act(1871)  Amendment,  2R.[229] 
1269 

University  of  Oxford,  Comm.  [228]  821 ;  el  35, 
1315 

Vivisection,  [227]  2008 


EiDLEY,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Mrthumherlandy  N. 
Army — Yeomanry  Adjutants,  [228]  1908 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [229]  1907 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[227]  62 

EirLEY,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Bradford 

Parliament — Privilege — Political  Committee  of 

the  Reform  Club,  Res.  [229]  1672 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  [230]  1282  ;  2R.  1676 
Rivers  Pollution— The  Clyde,  [228]  1909 

RiPON,  Marquess  of 

Elementary  Education,  2R.[25i1798 ;  Comm. 
d.  5,  938,  039  ;  cl.  12, 94\  ;  cU  U,^\a 


BiTOHiE,  Mr.  C.  T.,  Tncer  JIamUti 

Army  Estimates — Militia  Fnj  and  AUowiMSi, 

[227]  1775 
China,  Res.  Motion  for  Adjoiimiiient,[23o]6ll 
Civil  Service,  [227]  677 
fUementary  Education,    Conun.   d.    4,  [230] 

1293 ;  d.  6,   \40d  :   add.   el  1645,   20M, 

2016  ;  Consid.  el.  14,  [231]  481 
Fugitive  Slave  CirouUrs,  R«c.  [227]  740 
Holland— Sugar  Duties,  [228]  1478 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  el,  5,  [228]  1159; 

el,  14,  1875;   el.   15,   1615;   el  16,  179S, 

1802 ;  Oonsid.  el  18,  [229]  1073 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  Motkm  finra  Select 

Committee,  [228]  353,  370 
MetropoliUn  Railway,  2R.  [237]  800 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uooae — Notiees 
of  Motion,  [227]  1718 
Order —  Balloting  for  Motions,  [230]  IS, 
259 
Parliament — Private  Bills— Canvaisiog  in  tlis 

House,  Res.  [227]  1495 
Sugar  Convention,  1864— Holland,  [227]  663 
Supply— Royal  Parks  and  Gardens,  [229]  158S 
Turkey — ^Bolgaria,  Alleged  Atrooitiaa  in,  [231] 

875 
Westminster,  Palace  of — Tbe  dock  Tovsr, 

[229]  917 

Rw&r9  FoUtUion 

Clyde,    The,  Question,  Mr.  Ripley;   Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  JHay  1,  [228]  XOOO 
Legulation,  Question,  Colonel  Berafoid  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Man^  i,  [329]  46; 

Question,  Mr.  Cawley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 

Booth  Ma^  15,  671 
Thamei   VaUey  Drainage^Report  of  Cohnel 

Cox,  Question,  Captain  Pim  ;   Answer,  Mr. 

Sclator-Booth  Apnl  10,  [228]  1484 

The  Report PJ>.  184 

Thame*    Water,    Question,    Sir   Charles    W. 

Dilke  ;  Answer,  Idr.  Solater-Booth  April  24, 

[228]  1578 

Rivers  Pollution  Commiman — The  Report 
Question,  Mr.  A.  Brown  J%me  23,  [230]  384 
[House  counted  out] 

Beads  and  Bridges  (Scetland)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advoeate,  Mr.  Secretary  Cro$s) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  ( The  Lord  Advocate)  Mar  30, 
[228]  914 ;  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  ordered  ; 
readlo»  [Bill  118) 

Question,  Mr.  Dalrymple ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 
ton Cross  May  11,  [229]  366 

Re&d  2*  ^  June  15 

Bill  withdrawn  *  July  31 

EocHESTER,  Bishop  of 

Felstead  School— The  Rev.  W.  Grignoo,  Dis- 
missal of,  [228]  1754 


EoDWELL,   Mr.   B.   B.   H.,    Cambridge' 
shire 
Agricultural  Children  Act — Henry  Cole,  Case 

of,  [229]  46 
C^T\mvtA\.  \jkM — Thomas  Hare,  Case  of— Coma* 


\ 


BOD        EOT 
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EOT 


EOT 


RoDWKLL,  Mr.  B.  B.  H. — cont. 

Criminal    Law     Evidonoe     Amendment,    2R. 
Amendt.  Bill  withdrawn,  [330J  1927 
230]  Elementary  Eduostion,  Comm.  el,  7,  1417  ; 
.     c/.  11,  1440;  cL  20,  1600;  el,  34,  Amendt. 
.      1511,  1613;  add.d.20\1 
331]  65  ;  Consid.  cl.  14,  548 

Employers   Liability  for  Injury,  2R.  Amendt. 

[239]  1177 
Parliament — Public  Bills — Referees,  Motion  for 

a  Select  Committee,  [227]  491 
Parliamentary  Agency,  Kes.  [231]  330 
Prisons,  2  R.  [230]  302 
Public  Schools  Act,  1868,  Res.  [228]  1448 
Railway  Passenger  Duty,  Res.  Amendt.  [227] 

1590 
Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  Ac.  [229]  1314 


KoEBUCK,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield 

Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add,  el.  [230] 
1659, 1662,  1723,  1891,  1904 

Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  128 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),  2R.  [230]  1355 

Supply— Suex  Canal  Shares,  Res.  [227]  626 


RoNAYNE,  Mr.  J.  P.,   Cork  City 

Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[227]  111 


,  RosEBERT,  Earl  of 

Egypt— Ca?e,  Mr,.  Mission  of,  [227]  202 
Ileligoland,  Address  for   Papers,  [227]   1851, 

1855 
Irish  Peerage,  2R.  [228]  1172;   Comm.  el,  2, 

1899 
Patents  for  Inventions,  2H.  [227]  1944 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  1081 


Rothschild,  Sir  N.,  Aylwhury 
Privilege— Messrs.  Rothschild,  [227]  1020 


Roumania 

Reported  Commercial  Treaty,  (Question,  Obser- 
vations, Lord  Campbell ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of 
Derby  August  14,  [231  j  1192 

The  New  Tariff,  (Question.  Mr.  Serjeant 
S pinks ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  July  3,  [230] 
852 


Hoyal  Styk  and  Titles,  The 

Question,  Sir  William  Haroourt ;  Answer,  Mr. 

DisraeU  Mar  14,  [227]  2013 
The  Native  Priueet  of  India,  Question,  Mr. 
Ernest  Noel ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  13, 
[227]  1867 

Royal  Titles  Act 

Cammittiont  in  the  MiUtia^  Question,  Mr.  W. 
£.  Price  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
Mow  5,  [229]  106 
The  Vouneil  of  India,  Question,  Mr.  Samuel- 
son  ;  Answer,  Mr.  DisraeU  Jfor  7,  C^i?] 
1508 

[eowt^ 


\ 


Royal  Titles  il«t-~oont. 

The  Title  of  "  Fmpress"—The  Corporation  of 
DutUin,  Question,  Mr.  T.  E.  Smith ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  (General  May  4,  [229]  40 

Paper 172 

The  Proclamation [1436] 

Royal  Titles  Act  {Proelamation) 

Question,  Mr.  Rylands ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

228]  Mar   30,   881 ;    Question,    Mr.    Fawcett ; 

.     Answer,    Mr.    Disraeli    April    24,    1574 ; 

Question,  Mr.  Fawcett,  Observations,   The 

Marquess  of  Hartington  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Dis- 

.     raeli ;  short  debate  thereon  April  25, 1029  ; 

Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dis- 

.     raeli  April  27,  1764  ;  Moved,  "That  this 

House  do  now  adjourn  "  {Mr,  Faweett) ;  after 

debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Questions,  Sir  Ilenry  James,  Sir  Charles  W. 

Dilke,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  ;  Answers,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Disraeli, 

.     The  Attorney  General  May  2,  1982 

Notice  of  Resolution,  Sir  Henry  James  ;  short 

debate  thereon  May  4,  [229]  51 
Orders  of  the  Day  postponed  {Mr.  Disraeli) 
Moved,  "  That,  bavins  regard  to  the  declara- 
tions made  by  Her  Blajesty's  Ministers  during 
the  progress  of  the  Royal  Titles  Act  through 
Parliament,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the 
Proclamation  issued  by  virtue  of  that  Act 
does  not  make  adequate  provision  for  re- 
straining and  preventing  the  use  of  the  title 
of  Empress  in  relation  to  the  internal  affairs 
of  Her  Majesty's  dominions'other  than  India  " 
(Sir  Henry  James)  May  11,  370  ;  after  long 
debate.  Question  put;  A.  226,  N.  334; 
M.  108 

Division  List,  A.  and  N.,  470 

Royal  Titles  Bill 

{Mr,  Disraeli,  Mr.  Secretary  Cross,  Mr,  Attorney 
General,  Lord  George  Hamilton) 

e.  Orders  of  the  Day  postponed  Feb  17 

Paragraph  from  Her  Majesty's  Speech  read 
227]  Motion   for  Leave  {Mr.  Disraeli)  Feb  17, 
.     407  ;  after  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;   Bill 
ordered 
Read  1*»*/V56  21  [BiU  83] 

Moved,  "That    the  Bill  be  now    read  2«" 
.     Mar  9, 1719 
Moved,  *'That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Mr,  Samuelson) ;  after  long  debate.  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  31,  N.  284 ;  M.  253 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^ 
228]  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  '*  That 
Mr.  Speaker   do    now    leave    the    Chair" 
.     Mar  16,  75 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"while  willing  to  consider  a  measure  en- 
abling Her  Majesty  to  make  an  addition  to 
the  Royal  Style  and  Title,  which  shall  include 
such  Dominions  of  Her  Majesty  as  to  Her 
Majesty  may  seem  meet,  this  House  is  of 
opinion  that  it  is  inexpedient  to  impair  the 
ancient  and  Royal  dignity  of  the  Crown  hy 
the  assumption  of  the  style  and  title  of 
Emperor  "  ( The  Marquess  of  Hartinyton)  v. ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ; " 
after  long  debate,  Movod^  "  '^:Via.\.>:Qi(i\yd«^«to^ 


EOT       EXIT 


(GENEEAL    INDEX) 
227—228 — 229 — 230 — 231 . 


ETD        SAC 


Royal  Titlet  Bill'-oont. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
d(c. ; "  Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn  "  {Mr.  Jamet) ;  Motion  withdrawn 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words,  dto. ;"  A.  305, 
N.  200  ;  M.  105 

228]     Division  List,  A.  and  N.,  160 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ac,"  pat, 

and  agreed  to  ;  Committee — r.p. 
.  Committee  ;  Report  Mar  20,  272 
Moved,   "That    the    Bill    be  now  read   Z"*" 
Mar  23,  480 :  after  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  209,  N.  134  ;  M.  75  ;  Bill  read  3*> 

Division  List,  A.  and  N.,  517 

.  Notice  of  Motion.  Mr.  Fawcett  Mar  24,  568 
I.  Read  1«*  {Lwd  President)  Mar  24  (No.  41) 
.  Read  2\  after  long  debate  Mar  30,  821 
Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 
.     into  Committee  "  April  3,  1039 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  ("  That ")  and  insert 
(*' an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  as  follows :  That  this  House  ven- 
tures to  approach    Her  Majesty  in  sincere 
and  earnest  devotion  to  Her  Majesty's  per- 
son and  dignity,  with  an  humble  and  hearty 
prayer  that  She  may  be  graciously  pleased  to 
assume  a  Title  more  in  accordance  than  the 
Title  of  Empress  with  the  history  of  the 
Nation  and  with  the  loyalty  and  feelings  of 
Her  Majesty's  most  faithful  subjects  ")  (  The 
Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  v. ;  after  long  debate, 
on    Question,     *'  That   the    words,    &c.  ? " 
Cont.  137.  Not-Cont.  91  :  M.  46 
Resolved    in    the    aflSrmative  ;     Committee  ; 
Report 

Division  List,  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.,  1092 
.  Read  3%  after  short  debate  April  7.  1386 
Royal  Assent  April  27  [39  Vict.  c.  10] 

e.  Notices,  Mr.  Cowen,   Mr.  Charles  Lewis  ;  Ob- 
servations, Mr.  Speaker  April  27,  1757 
I.  Personal  Explanation,  The  Duke  of  Bucclouch 
Mar   28,   689 ;    Question,    Earl    Granville ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Chancellor  April  6, 1301  ; 
Observations,    Lord    Selborne ;    Reply,  The 
Lord  Chancellor  ;  short  debate  thereon  May  2, 
.      1963 
c.  Question,  Sir  William  Harcourt ;  Answer,  Mr. 
.      Disraeli  April  3,  1097 


EussELL,  Sir  C,    Westminster 

Criminal  I  aw — Public  Prosecutor,  [229]  1189 
Elementary   Education,  Comm.  add,  c^.  [231] 

20 
South  Eastern  Railway,  2R.  [227]  1705  ;  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment,  [228],  59,  62 


Russia  and  Corea 

Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Mr, 
Bourke  Mar  17,  [228]  170 


Russia  and  the  Khanate  of  Khokand — See 
title  Asia,  Central 

EuTLAXD,  Duke  of 
Burials  in  Churchyards,  2^.  \.219'\\Q^Q 


Eyder,  Mr.  G-.  E.  D.,  Sdluhury 

Oriminal  Law — Prisoners  awaiting  THal,  [218] 
702 
Untried  Prisoners,  [229]  488 

Etlands,  Mr.  P.,  JBumUy 

Army  —  Drill  and  Exercise  in  Hot  Weather, 

[230]  1526 
Commons,  Comm.  Motion  for  reporting  Pr»- 

gress.  [229]  1251  ;  add.  d.  1570 
Crossed  Cheques,  Comm.  el.  4,  [230]  1515 
Customs   and   Inland   Revenue,  2R.  Ameidt. 
[229]  678  ;  Comm.  cl.  2,  1107 
230]  Elementary  Education,  Comm. eL  II,  Motioa 
.     for  reporting  Progress,  1421  ;  cl.  14,  Motioa 
for  reporting  Progress,  1435  ;  cl.  15.  Aroendt 
.      1495  ;  el.  16,  1496  :  Postponed  cl.  8,  15» ; 
.     add.  cl.   1652,    1853,    1892,    1909,    1911; 
.     Amendt,  2001 
23i]Con8id.  cl.  14,580 
Exchequer  Bonds,  Comm.  el.  2,  [227]  1399 
House    Occupiers    Disqualification    Removal, 
2R.  [229]  1598 

Inland  Revenue — Duties  on  OfiBoes  of  Profit, 
[229]  48 
Friendly  and  Building  Societies — Fees  oe 
Certificates,  [228]  1096 

Malta,  Taxation  in,  Res.  [229]  1988 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  el.  16,  [228]  1799; 

el.  28,  1919  :  add.  el.  [229]  213 
Municipal    OflBcers    Supermnnuation,    Comm. 

[227]  1603 

Navy  Estimates  —  Coastguard  Service,  Naval 
Reserve.  dEC,  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, [228]  1552 

Dockyards,  <fec.  Amendt.  [230]  462 

Men  and  Boys,  Ac.  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  [227]  1942 

Repairs,  [229!  1920 

Scientific  Departments  of  the  Navy,  Motion 
for  reporting  Progress,  [229]  258,2019; 
Motion  for  reportini?  Progress,  202<', 
2021  ;  Amendt.  [23o]'466,  401 

Seamen  and  Marines,  [228]  1546 

Parliament— Public  Business.  [228]  1744. 1762 
Sessional   Order — Exclusion    of  .Stranger*. 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  [229]  1495 
Prisons,  2R.  Amendt.  [230]  274,  934.  936 
Royal  Titles— The  Proclamation,  [228]  881 
Suez  Canal,  Management  of,  [229]  181 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  Comm.  [231]  835,839,840, 
845 

Supply — Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  [228] 
1467,  1468 
New  Courts  of  Justice  and  i>ffioe8,  [220! 

1592  ^ 

Report,  [229]  1757 
Tonnage  Bounties,  &c.  [229]  1660 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [128] 

1134 
Ways  and   Means — Income   Tax,   Res.   [228] 

1353,  1355 


Sackvtlle,  Mr.  G.  Stopfobd-,  Northamp- 
ton, N. 

Burial  Services  in  Parish   ChurchjfarUs,   Ucs. 


\ 
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SAL 


SAL 


St.  Albans,  Duke  of 

Agricultural  ChildreD  Act,  [227]  ISO 
Army — Martini- Henry  Rifle,  [227]  666 

Reserve    Forces — Yeomanry    Trumpeters, 

[229]  1254 

Saint  Vincent,    Tobago,   and   Grenada 
Constitution  Bill  [h.l.] 

(  Tlit  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  !••  July  3  (No.  166) 

Read  2*,  after  short  debate  July  6,  [230]  1039 

Committee  •  :  Report  July  7 

Read  3*  ^  July  10 
€.  Read  !«•  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  July  18    [BUI  253] 

Read  2^  •  July  24 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  28 

Read  3°  •  July  31 
I.  JEtoyal  Assent  Au^utt  11     [39  A  40  Vict,  0.  47] 


Saint  Vincent  ( Treatment  of  Coolies) 
Moved,  '*  That  an  bumble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid 
before  this  Ilouse,  Copies  or  Extracts  of  any 
Correspondence  which  may  have  passed  from 
the  Ist  day  of  August  1875  to  the  present 
date,  between  the  Governor  of  the  Windward 
Islands,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Saint 
Vincent,  and  the  Colonial  OflSce,  relative  to 
alleged  abuses  in  treatment  of  Coolies  in 
Saint  Vincent"  (Sir.  Erringion)  Mar  14. 
[227]  2073  ;  aaer  short  debate,  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Return  of  Numbers     .        .     .     P.P.  249 


Sale  of  Coal  BiU 

{Mr.  OourUy,  Mr.  Palmer^  Mr.  Hamond,  Mr, 

DoddSy  Sir  Henry  Haveloch,  Mr.  Ashbury) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  1°* 
ApHl  26  [BiU  132] 

BUI  withdrawn*  July  10 

Sale    of  Food  and   Drugs    Act — Fublie 
Analysts 
Question,  Mr.  Watkin  WUliams ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Sclater-Booth  Mar  3,  [227]  1293 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundaj 

Bill    {Mr.  jriUon,  Mr.  Birley,  Mr.  Osborne 

Morgan^  Mr.  M* Arthur,  Mr.  James) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [BiU  57) 

BiU  withdrawn  *  June  29 


Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

(Ireland)   Bill        {Mr.  Richard  Smyth, 

The  (y  Conor  Don,  Mr.  James  Carry,  Mir. 

WiUiam  Johnston,  Mr,  Dease,  Mr.  Thowuts 

IHekson,  Mr.  Redmond) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1« ^  Feb  9  [BiU  38] 

BUI  withdrawn  •  Mar  29 


Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr.  Richard  Smyth,  The  0*Conor  Don,  Mr, 
Charles  Lewis^  Mr,  James  Corry,  Mr, 
WiUiam  Johnston,  Mr.  Dease,  Mr.  Thomas 
Dickson,  Mr.  Redmond) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^*  June  14  [BiU  194] 

Read  2«,  after  debate  July  12.  [230]  1333 
Question,  Mr.  R.  Smyth  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 

Hicks- Beach  July  18,  1524  ;  Question,  Mr. 

Murphy  ;  Answer,  Mr.    R.  Smyth  July  29 y 

[231]  59 
Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 

Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  '*  AuyuLst  2, 

303 
Amendt  to  leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add 

"  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  two  months, 

resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee  "  {Mr. 

Maurice    Brooks)    v.  ;    Question   proposed, 

"That  the  words,  die. ;"  after  long  debate. 

Debate  adjourned 
Observations,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  August  3, 

424 
Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn " 

{Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson);  after  short  debate. 

Motion  withdrawn 
BUI  withdrawn  *  August  3 

Salisbubt,   Marquess  of  (Secretary  of 
State  for  India) 
Agricultural   Holdings  (Scotland),  2R.  [228] 

1383 
Burial,  Law  of,  Res.  [229]  647 
Companies  Acts  (1862  and  1867)  Amendment, 

2R.  [231]  1067 
Council  of  India  (Professional  Appointments), 
2R.  [228]  165,  168;  Comm.  Amendt.  345, 
347 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [231]  802  ;  Comm. 

el.  16,  943 
Gaslight  and   Coke   Company,   Comm.    [2^0] 

1944,  1915;  3R.  [231]  368 
India— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Council  of  India — Indian  TariflE^  [227]  1961), 

1978,  1988;  [228]  921,924,  926.  1378 
lAuguages  —  Indian   Civil    Service,    [230] 

1467,  1469 
Sirdar  Narain  Singh,  Petition  of,  [229]  772 
Indian  Government,  Address  for  Papers,  [231] 

507 
Intemperance,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 

[230]  729 
Local  Government  Board's  Proviflional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Birmingham,  Ac.),  Comm. [230] 
1522 
MetropoUtan  Gas  BiUs,  Report,  [230]  1130 
Owners  of  Land  (Ireland) — New  **  Domesday 

Book,"  [230]  944 
PoUution  of  Rivers,  2R.  [231]  814 
Royal  Titles,  2R.  [228]  865,  867,  871,  872 
Slave  Trade,  IR.  [230]  236  ;  2R.  735 ;  Comm. 

el,  1,849,850;  3R.943 
Union  of  Benefioes,  2R.  Amendt.  [229]  757, 
759,  762  ;  Comm.ef.  18,  [230]  938 ;  <;2.d2,939 
University  of  Cambridge,  [228]  408 
227]  University  of  Oxford,  IR.  791,  805;    2R. 
.     1693,  1696 
228]  Comm.   820,  930 ;  cl.  4,  933  ;  el  6,  938  ; 
.      d.  10,  t*. ;  d.  12,  «%^,^V&\  d.\«k^ss^av 
•     cl.  15,  ^ia,  %bK  \  cV  \^,  ^^'^^  \^^>  v^v 


SAL       SAM 
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SAM        SAN 


S  AU8BURT,  Marquess  of-^eont. 

228]  1305,    1307;   cl   17.   t*.;    d.    19,    1308; 
.     cl,  24,  1310  :   cl.  25,  1312,  13U ;   cl.    8S, 
.      1315  ;  add.  cl.  1316  ;  Report,  cl.  4,   1949  ; 
.     cl.  16,  Amende.  4950,    1951  ;   add.  el.  ib., 
.     1962  ;  d.  28,  t*. ;  cl.  37,  1953 
229]  3R.  Amendt.  101,  102 
University  of   Oxford'— Commissioners,  [2281 
262,  348,  598,  599 

Salmon  Fisheries  Act,  1861 — The  Solway 
Question,  Mr.  Stafford  Howard  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Gross  July  10,  [230]  1175 


Salmon  Fisheries  Act,  1873 
Fishery  Board,  Question,  Mr.  Blake  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  June  15,  [229]  1893 
Salmon  Fisheries  Inspectors*  Report —  The  River 
Wye,  Question,   Mr.   Clive  ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  May  9,  [229]  264  ;  June  16, 
1972 
15th  Report  of  Inspectors  (England 

and  Wales) [1466] 

(Ireland),  for  1875 [1467] 

Salmon  Fisheries  Bill 

{Mr.  Assheton,  Mr.  Robertson) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  JFH  1 1  [Bill  60] 

Read  2°  •3far  10 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  1 

Read3<'*  May  3 
I.  Read  I**  {Lwd  Winmarleigh)  May  6  (No.  72) 

Read  2*  ^  May  30 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  1 

Read3»*  June  13 

Royal  Assent  June  27    [39  &  40  Vict.  0. 19] 

Salmon  Fishery  Provisional  Order  BiU 

{Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson,  Mr.  Secretary  Cross) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  Mar  17  [Bill  110] 

Read  2^^  May  11 
Bill  withdrawn  •  June  16 


Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Poor  Law— Out-Door  Relief,  [228]  876 


Samuda,  Mr.  J.  D'A.,  Tower  Hamlets 
Iron-clad  Navies,  British  and  Foreign,  [227] 
1915 
227]  Merchant  Shipping,  2R.  458 
228]  Coram,  cl.  3,  893,  905;  cl.  4,  912;  el.  5, 
.      1161;  cl.  9,   1370;   cl.  16,   1797;    cl.    19, 
.      1881  ;   cl.  27,   1916,    1917;  add.  cl.   1936, 
.      1937,  1939 
22^]add.   d.  65,  91,  209,  234 ;  Consid.  add.  cl. 
.      1068,  1061  ;  cl.  20,  1078  ;  cl.  22,  1080 
Metropolitan  Railway,  2R.  [227]  808 
I^Javy — Ilenwood,  Mr.  Charles  Frederick,  Case 
of,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [229]  1618 
Navy— H. M.S.  "  Vanguard,"   Loss  of,  Motion 

for  a  Paper,  [227]  1089 
Navy— Ships  of  War,  Res.  [229]  248 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards,  Ac.  [230]  467 

Steam  Machinery,  <tc.  [230]  473 
Spain— Tonnage  Duos,^!^!^^^^ 


Samtjelson,  Mr.  B.,  Banbury 

Egypt — Egyptian    Finanoe — Mr.    Cave's  Re- 
port, [228]  621 ;— Decrees  of  May  3nd,[2i9] 
918 
Patent  OflSce  and  Moseam,  [229]  1421 
Railway   Accidents,  Commissioo  00,  Report, 

[227]  301.  928 
Royal  Titles,  [227]  1568,  1569 ;  9R.  Motioi 
for  Adjournment,  1727.  1749,  1759;  Goaa. 
d.  1,  Amendt.  [228]  329,  335 
Supply— Civil  Service  Commiation,  [227]  511 
Turkey — Salonica,  Murder  of  the  Consols  at, 
[229]  1113 


Sandford,  Mr.  G.  M.  W.,  Maldon 

Army— Hythe,  Military  Scandal  at,  [227]  S5f. 

1219 
Commons,  2R.  [227]  536 ;  Camm.  [229]  1331 ; 

el.  2,  1396  ;  cl.  8,  Amendt.  1531  :  add.d. 

1567, 1674  ;  Consid.  Amendt  [230]  134. 118 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenae,  Comm.  [229]  974 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  cl.  4,  AmmiL 

[230]  1290:  el.  6,  Amendt.  1410 
Elementary    Education  Act,  1870 — Claose  €, 

[229]  1188, 1189 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Hooee,  Rat.  [22;] 

471 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),  Comm.  [231]  355 
Suex  Canal,  Management  of,  [229]  ISl 
Turkish  Debt— Loan  of  1854,  Ree.  [230]  1760 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  [228J 

1133 


Sandhxjbst,  Lord 

Army — Rnightsbridge   Barracka,   [227]   1110, 

1117;  [229]  916 
Council  of  India  (Professional  Appointments). 

2R.  [228]  168 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  [228]  1077 

Sandon,  Right    Hon.    Viscount    (Yic-*^ 
President  of  Committeo  of  Council 

on  Education),  Liverpool 
Art  Library.  South  Kensington,  [229]  104,  105 
Contagious  Diseases  ( A nimala),  Res.  [227]  2067 
Education — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Canal  Population,  [230]  859 
Government    Inspectors    and     Secondary 

Schools,  [230]  1396 
Legislation,  [227]  1714 
Queen's  Speech,  [228]  620 
Teachers  of  Public   Elementary   Schools, 
[231]  259 
Education   Code — Subjects,    Choice   of.   Ret. 

[227]  1809 
Education     Department — Eeynsbam     British 
School,  [229]   1894,  1895.  1974  ;    [230] 
246;  [231]  257 
Pupil  Teachers,  [231]  1069 
229]  Elementary   Education.    Leave,     929    (see 

.     Appendix),  949,  953.  957,  961, 963 

230]  2R.  84  (see  Appendix) ;  Comm.  1257  (see  Ap- 

.     pendix3,1266, 1287;  f/.  3.1*.,  1288:  c/  4. 129<>, 

1291 ;  Amendt.  1293,  1295,  1296, 1297 ;  d.5, 

Amendt.  t*.,  1298.1299,1301  ;<r/.  6. 1400. 1401. 

1402.   1407,   1408,   1409,  1410.1411.  N12; 

I    .     <r/.  7.  Amendt.  1413,  1414.  1415.  141C.  1417: 

\    .      ^\sv^w^\..\W'^\  d.\\,>h.A^V^.U20, 1444. 


(SESSION    1876) 
M  ;— ja8— »»9— 130— J3 1 . 


Sumon,  Rifbt  Hon. 
i30]1418i  tt.  13,  mt.  IISO;  eJ.  14.  1U1, 
HSS:  ct.  IS,  Ameodt.  US8 ;  ej.  IB,  16., 
1197  ;  el.  IT,  1408  ;  tl.  IS,  lA. ;  el.  90,  I4e9. 
ICOD ;  el.  33,  IS03 ;  d.  36,  i&. :  el.  38, 
laOT,  ISO8;  el.  3S,  ISOS;  ei.  33,  ISIO; 
c'.  34,  1512;  Amende.  ISU ;  PoKpoDed 
«f.  8,  Amendt.  tfiSS,  ISSe,  1S30,  1A31 ; 
el.  9,  lb.:  ft  ID,  Amaudt.  ib.;  d.  13, 
Amendt.  1533  1  add.  el.  ib.,  1634,  ISSff, 
1636,  1S40,  1S41.  1643,  lfi44,  IfilS  ;  Motioa 
for  reporting  PrDgreu,  tS4fl,  1640,  1848, 
16Se,  1663,  I6M,  1664,  ISSB,  1673,  16T6, 
1701,  1703,  170S,  1714,  1716,  1718,  183S, 
18T6.  ISTO,  1806,  leOl,  1903,  1304,  1806; 
Ameadt.  190T,  1008, 1976,  1980,2007,2008, 
3009,3010 
i3i]add.el.  ID,  14,33,33,34,36,36,60,03,65, 
67  :  Sohsdole  1, 68 ;  Amondt.  69 :  Amandt. 
TO  ;  Amende.  71 ;  Sebadnle  3,  AmeDdt.  liq 
73  :  Coaiid.  446 :  add.  tl.  170,  4T1,  4T3  ; 
cl.  6,  Amendt.  473  :  el.  8,  476  ;  eL  14,  476, 
4BI,  404,  618,  S38  ;  Amendt.  639,  538,  646, 
547,  649,  551  ;  el.  IS,  Ameadt.  663  : 
Amendt.  053 ;  el.  16,  Amendt.  054  ;  eL  19, 
Amendt.  666  ;  cl.  36,  Aniendt.  ib.,  656 ; 
3R.  689  ;  Lordi  Amendte.  Conud.  1233 
■Element*!?  Eduoation  BUI — Poor  Ednoktionkl 
Diitri(it«,[)i9]  1193 
SchooL  Feei,  [119]  1517 
The  Amendments,  [ijo]  1143 
ElementWT  Edusmtion  Aet  —  MiMoIlaneoni 
Qneation* 
OertiBoated    Children  —  Clinia   14,    [130I 

1680 
Pnblio  Elementu?  Sohooli,  [117)  1304 
Religiou*  Inetrnotion,  [117]  483 
Wrenlbun,  [»i7]  1416 
Elementar;    Education    Aot,    1870 —  Miaoel- 
Uneoue  Qaeitione 

Armlej  Nstionel  Sobool.  [130]  1638 
Attendance  at  Soboola,  [119]  1037 
Dritton  School  Diatriot,  [iiSJ  697 
Cardiff  Sobool  Board,  [iiB)  ITl ;  [119]  IT: 

[131]  "3 
Claute    6.  [119]  1186;'— Sobool  Boardi, 

1630, 1896 
CompulMrf  Attendanoe  —  George   BeaTii, 

Caaaof,  [117]  338 
"  Godleu  Edacation,"  [118]  367 
John  Speen,  Ca«e  or,  [117]  481 
London  Sobool  Board,  [119]  306 
Pupil  Teacher.,  [iiB]  877 
Sobool  Board  Tsaohert,  [iiS]  966 
SeieDoe  in  Etomentar;  School*;  [iiS]  1406 
ElemflntaTT  Education  Aot  (1870)  Amendment, 
3K.[iig]  1358;  Amendt,  1367,  1397,1390 
Elementar;  Ednoation  Proiiiional  Order  Con- 

flrmation  (London),  Coram,  [jji]  1187 
Elementary   Education   (Sootland)  —  Scotch 

Education  Code,  1876,  [118J  1406 
Endowed  School* — HiKellaueona  Qaattioni 
I'erse  Grammar  School,  [119]  1763 
St.  Joho'i  Uoipilal,  Eieter,  [119]  88 
Tideiwall  Grammar  School,  [11^  1616 
Endowed  Sobooli  Commiaaionen — Exeter  En- 
dowed  Schoole   Scheme,  [ai;]  134; — Nun- 
eaton Grammar  School,  [iifll  703 
Hedioal    Act    Amendment   (Foreign    UniTar- 

aitiee),  3R.  [130]  lOlS 
Medical  Degtee* — *■  Cu^jotBt  Eiaminatloiu," 
[»»;]  IT09 


SanMR,  Right  H__ 

Moieom  of  Soienoe  (South  Kenilngttm),  [131] 

1070 
National  MoMum  and  Inetituta  of  Soienoe  and 

Art  for  Ireland,  [130]  1800 
Parliament — Elementary  Education  ProTigional 
Order  Confirmation  (London)  Bill,  Explana- 
tion, [130]  1178 
Primary  Edneatlon,  [118]  141 1 
PoUio  Health— Medioal  Offloer  to  the  FriTjr 
Council,    [119]   1617; — Quack   Medioinea, 
[118]  360 
Sappljr— Charily  Commiuion,  [l»7)  60S       * 
Public  Edacation  in   England  and  Walea, 

[«3"]«M' 
Public  Education  in  Scotland, [1311366,268 
Science  and  Art  Department,  [131]  363 
United    Statea  —  International     Exhibition, 
Phitadelpbia  —  Britlib    Conmiaeion,   [130] 
1479 


Bixmwum,  Earl  of 

Army— Hllitla,  Pajmaaten  In  the,  [130]  847 
Lord!   Lieutenant  —  Choice  or  Uagiitiatee — 
Peraonal  EiplanaUon,  [131]  366 

Savinyt  Bankt  and  IVundly  Soeittiet — 
DafioimeiM — Legitlation 
Queilion,   Mr.   Fawoett ;  Aniwer,  The  Chan- 
oeUor  or  the  Excheqnor  Uar  30,  [118]  271 

Savings  Baaks  (Barriater)  Bill 

(Mr.  WiUianBeiuySvatk,  Mr.  Attorney  Oetieral) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  ■  Jnfy  34  [BUI  360] 

Rnd  3°  ■  July  37 

Committee*;  Report  July  38 

Read  3"  •  Jvly  30 
I,  Read  I'"  ( Tbt  Lard  Preiident)  My  31 

Read  3*'  Avpat7  (No.  198) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Auguit  8 

Read  8>  ■  Aiyuil  9 

Rojal  AsMint  Avymt  II     [39  A  40  Viet.  0.  63] 

Sehombtrg'i  {DuJtt  of  Leidt)  Pftuion  Com- 
mutation 
Vote  in   Supply  Augutl  5,  [131]  756;  afttr 
debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

Seienee  and  Art 

AreHc  Exptdition,  The,  Qantion.  Captain 
Pirn  :  Aniwer,  Mr.  Hunt  Feb  17,  [117]  401 ; 
— (M«r.  0/  tbe  Pandora,  ftuc.tion,  Mr. 
Baillie  Cochrane  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Rani  May  33, 
[119]  1110; — ^T^  Adtairally  Itulruetioru, 
Question,  Captain  Pirn  ;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Unnt 
Jnnt  36,  i:i3<ij  433 

Art  labrary  {Sitdh  XntrinptMi),  Qneetion,  Hr. 
Mnndetla ;  Answer,  Lord  Eenr;  Leonoi 
Mar  7,  [117]  1667  ;  Questions.  Mr.  Torrene, 
Hr.  John  Bright ;  Aniwen,  Viscount  Sandon 
lfiiy6,  [119]  101 

BritiA  Mutemt,  The — Saltiria,  Question,  Sir 
li.  Dmmmond  Wolff:  Answer.  The  Chan- 
eellor  of  the  Excheqaer  July  3,  [130]  858 

Muteum  of  Seiemee  (South  tOnnngton},  Qnea- 
tion, Mr.  £.  J.  Reed  ;    Answer,  Vucoudi. 
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Seienee  and  Art — oont. 

National  OaMery,  Question,  Sir  John  Leslie; 
Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  Juhf  3,  [230] 
856  ; —  Tlie  New  Buildings,  Questions,  Mr. 
Cowper-Temple,  Mr.  Monk  ;  Answers,  Lord 
Henry  Lennox  May  30,  [229]  1422 ;  — 
The  Turner  Pictures,  Question,  Lord  Francis 
Hervej  :  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox 
June  29,  [230]  618;— TAtf  JFytm  Ellis 
Bequest,  Question,  Mr.  Hankey ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  Feb  21,  [227]  560 

Report  for  1875 P.P,  12 

Patent  Office  and  Museum  {South  Kensington), 
Question,  Mr.  Samuelson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith  May  30,  [229]  1421       • 

South  Kensington  Museum — Oratuities  to  the 
Police,  Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  August  15,  [231] 
1230 

The  Transit  of  Venus^  Question,  Mr.  Childers ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  July  10,  [230]  1169 
[See  title  Fine    Arts — The    Continental 
States] 

Scientific  Instntction — Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission 
Question,   Mr.   Lyon   Playfair ;    Answer,   Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  Feb  21,  [227]  551 

SoLATER-BooTH,  Right  Hon.  G.  (Presi- 
dent   of    the    Local    Govemment 
Board),  Hampshire ^  N. 
Births  and   Deaths,  Registration  of — Medical 

Certificates,  [227]  558 
Commons,  Comm.  cl.  8,  [229]  1531 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Act—  Yarmouth 

Election,  [229]  1897 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [230] 

1665 
Elemontary  Education  Act — Poor  Law  Relief, 

[227]  1417 
Highway  Boards,  [228]  967 
Highways,  Leave,  [228]  1554 
Inland  Revenue — Puhlic  Health  Act,   1875— 

Proxy  Stamp,  [228]  1410 
Local  Finance — Indebtedness  of  Local  Authori- 
ties, [229]  1354 
Local  Government  Act — llarrowgate  Board  of 

Health,  [229]  1896 
Local  Taxation— Queenborough,  [230]  1397 
Noxious  Nuisances,  Legislation,  [227]  405 
Owners  of  Land  (England) — New  "  Domesday 
Book,"   [228]    1577,   1758 ;— England    and 
Wales,  [229]  1973 
Pollution  of    Rivers,   [229]   45,  671  ;    Leave, 
1599  ;  [230]  1282;  2R.   1C75,  1879.    1880; 
Consid.  [231]  283;  3R.  557 
Poor  Law — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Bath  Board  ol  Guardians,  [231]  254 
Charlotte   Hammond,  Case  of,  [229]  1351 ; 

[230]  950,  1628 
Deportation  of  Female  Paupers,  [230]  614 
Workhouse     Sunday    Services    (Oldham), 
[228]  626 
228]  Poor  Law   Amendment,  2R.  594;   Comm. 
.      I4C9 
229]  c/.  12,  Amendt.  1695,  1596;  cl.  15,  1764; 
.      cl  28,   1766,   1768,  1771  ;  cl.  37.  Amendt. 
.     t6.:  add.  cl.    1772,  1773,  1774,  1775,  1777. 
',     1760,1781 

\Q<mit, 


SoLATiB^BooTH,  Right  Hoo.  6.- 

230]  Consid.  479,  480,  481,  489,  483 ;  A] 
.     t'6.,  504 
Pablic  Expenditure,  [231]  255 
Public  Health — Miseellaneoui  QtMstiou 
Dairy  Farmi,  Snperririon  of,  [231]  IIM 
^gley.  Typhoid  Fe?er  at,  [337]  652 ;  [21S] 

1474;  [2313429 
Medical  OflSoer  to  the  Privy  Coaoeil,  [229] 

1517 
Public  Health  Act,  1872~Medioal  Oflevs 

of  Health,  [331]  419 
Public  Health  Act,    1875  »  Local  Umii 

Elections,  [228]  969 
Solihull  Sanitary  Authority,  [339]  1973 
Uppingham  Drainage  and  Water  Supply— 

Return  of  the  School,  [331]  1906 
Water,  Impure  and  Deficient  Supply,  [231  ]€ 
Public  Schools — Uppinghana  School,  [229]  49 
Public  Works  Loans,  Comm.  [230]  951 
Rating  Act,   1874— St.   Thomas's   Hospital, 

[228]  1475 
Rivers,  Pollution  of— Thames    Water,  [228] 

1578 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act — Public  Analysts, 

[227]  1298 
Shrewsbury  and  Holyhead  Road,  [339]  963 
Sapply— Local  GovemmeDt  Board,  4c.  [227] 

516,519,520,522 
Thames  Valley  Drainage — Report  of  Colonel 

Cox,  [228]  1484 
Vaccination  Acts — Idiscellaneous  QoestioBi 
[231]  819 

Boards  of  Guardians,  [230]  945 
Joseph  Abel,  Case  of,  [231]  1155 
Keighley  Board  of  Guardians,  [230]  1139 
Pearce,  Mr.,  Case  of,  [230]  1684 
Prosecutions,  [228]  63  ;  —  Milner*s   Cass, 
477 
Valuation  of  Property,  Leave,  [227]  239,  234 
Valuation  of  Property  (Metropolis)  Act  (1869) 
Amendment,  Leave,  [227]  372;  2R.  1163: 
Bill  withdrawn,  [230]  1940 
Ways  and   Means — Income   Tax,    Res.   [228] 
1349 
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AgriculUtral  Holdings — Legislation,  Question* 
Sir  Alexander  Gordon  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  Feb  28,  [227]  1020 

Cmirt  of  Session — Returns,  Question,  Mr. 
Grieve-;  Answer,  The  lA)rd  Advocate i4pn7  '15, 
[228] 1624 

Criminal  Law — Case  of  the  "  Amelia"  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Grieve ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate Mar  9,  [227]  1712 

Dunkeld  Bridge  Tnut^  Question,  Mr.  Ander- 
son ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  August  7, 
[231]  696 

Elementary  Education  Act — The  Scotch  Edu- 
cation Code,  1876,  Question,  Mr.  Mackintosh  ; 
Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  April  7,  [228] 
1406 

Report  of  Committee  of  Council, 

1875-6 [1514] 

Code  of  Regulations,  1876     .     .     .  [1459J 

Endowed  Schools  and  Hospitals— Legislation, 
Question,  Sir  Edward  Colebrooke ;  Answer, 
'Wi!^  \i5yt^  K.\^<y».\A  lJt!b  Y\  ^\>y(\^%* 
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Fatal  Fire  in  Ayr,  Qaettion,  Lord  Undnj  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Asshoton  Croti  June  26,  [230] 
419 

Oame  Latut  —  Legiilaiion,  Queition,  Mr.  Kin- 
naird  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross  Mar  18, 
[227]  1864 

Intestates  Act — Small  Testate  EstaJtes— Legis- 
lation, Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay  ;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  Feb  24,  [227]  818 

Law  of  Hypothec  —  Legislation,  Qaettion, 
Mr.  M*  Lagan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Vans  Agnew 
Feb  10,  [227]  135 

Poor  Inspectors — Superannuation,  Qnestion, 
Sir  Robert  Anstruther ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Adrocate  April  4,  [228]  1180 

Poor  Law,  Question.  Mr.  Hope  Johnstone  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  August  14, 
[231]  1204 

Poor  Law  Expenditure,  Question,  Mr.  Baxter : 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Feb  24,  [ifj] 
817 

Poor  Law  —  Medical  Relief,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Laren ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  April  10.  [228]  1483 

Private  Lunatic  Asylums,  Question,  Mr.  Ram- 
say :  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  July  7, 
[230]  1134 

Public  Works  Loan  Commistioners — Road 
Trusts,  Question,  Mr.  EUice  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  3,  [230] 
872 

Roads  ^Legislation,  Question,  Lord  Dalkeith  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross  Feb  18,  [227] 
479 

Sasine  Office  {Kdinburgh),  Question,  Mr. 
Mackintosh  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
/V*  22,  [227]  691 

Scotch  Fisheries  —  Instructions  to  Cruisers, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay;  Answer,  Mr. 
Hunt  J/ar  6,  [227]  1418 

Scotch  Teinds,  Question,  Observations,  The 
Earl  of  Minto  ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond and  Gordon  Feb  29,  [227]  1118 

Shet-iff  Courts — Legislation,  Question,  Mr. 
Farley  Leith  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
Feb  14.  [227]  264 

Scotland — Church  of  Scotland  {Election 
of  Ministers) 
Motion  for  "  Regulations,  framed  and  enacted 
by  the  General  Assembly  o(  the  Church  of 
Scotland,  to  be  observed  in  the  election  and 
appointment  of  Ministers'*  under  the  powers 
conferred  upon  them  by  the  Patronage  Abo- 
lition  Act ;  also  for  returns  for  each  parish 
in  Scotland,  in  which  a  vacancy  has  been 
filled  up  or  is  in  the  course  of  being  filled  up, 
under  any  such  regulations  or  interim  regu- 
lations of  the  General  Assembly  stating 
certain  particulars  [according  to  a  tabular 
form  set  forth  in  the  Motion]  ( The  Earl  of 
Minto)  April  7,  [228]  1384  ;  after  short 
debate.  Motion  amendeid,  and  agreed  to 

ScoTT,  Lord  H.  J.  M.  D.,  Hampshire,  S, 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Consid.  el.  13.  [231]  882 

Commons,  Comm.  [229]   1361,   1385  ;    d,  9, 

1393 :  cl.  8, 1529  ;  cl,  12, 1533  ;  el.  25,  1564, 

1566  ;  Consid.  [230]  132 ;  Amendt.  188 

New  Forest,  [230]  1978 


SooTTBFiELD,  Sir  T.  H.,  Femhrokeshiref  8. 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  Res.  [227]  2057 
Customs  and  Inland  ReveniA?,  2R.  [229]  718 
Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amendment, 

2R.  [228]  1269, 1276 
**  MUtletoe,'*  The— Coroner's  Jury,  [228]  1761 
Navy — Navigation  of  Her  Majesty's  Ships,  Res. 

[228]  1653 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[2271113 
Public  Houses  (Ireland)— Sunday  Closing,  Res. 

[229]  554 
Rating    Act,    1874— St.    Thomas's   HospiUl, 

[228]  1475 
Valuation  of  Property,  Leave,  [227]  253 

Sea  and  Biver  Banks  (LincoliLslLire)  Bill 

{Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr.  Tumor) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  June  28  [Bill  213] 

Read  2<»  •  July  6 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  10 
Considered  ^  July  13 
3R.  [Dropped] 

Sea  InBTirances  (Stampinii:  of  Policies) 

Bill        {^r.  Serjeant  Simon,  Mr.  Hubbard, 
Mr.  Norwood,  Mr.  Rathbone) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  lo  •  Feb  9  [Bill  26] 

Read  2*",  after  short  debate  Mar  1.  [227]  1187 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  2  [Bill  93] 

Committee  •  {on  re-eomm.) — r,p.  Mar  8 
Committee  *  (on  re-contm.) ;  Report  Mar  20 
Considered  *  Mar  21 
Read  3'»»3far22 

I.  Read  1«  •  {L&rd  Carlingford)  Mar  23  (No.  40) 
Read  2*.  after  short  debate  Mar  28,  [228]  690 
Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  30 
Read  3«  •  Mar  31 
Royal  Assent  AprU  7  [39  Vict.  c.  8] 

Seal  Fisheries  Act,  1875 
Close  Time — International  Agreement,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Yeaman  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  Feb  14,  [227]  263  ;  Question,  Sir 
John  Lubbock  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adder- 
ley  July  17,  [230]  1480 

Seely,  'hUr.  C,  Lincoln  City 

Navy— '•  Alberta "  and  *•  Mistletoe"  Collision, 

Res.  [228]  1515 
Navy — H.M.S.  "  Vanguard,"  Loss  of,  Motion 

for  a  Paper,  Motion  fur  Adjournment,  [227] 

1095,  1098 
Parliament — Public  Business,  [228]  1986 

Selborne,  Lord 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  I^rds, 

IR.  [227]  222  ;  2R.  909 
Burial,  Law  of.  Res.  [229]  616,  653 
Fugitive  Slaves  —  The  Circulars  —  Petition, 

[227]  1533,  1545,  1551 
India — Sirdar  Narain  Singh,  Petition  of,  [229] 

769 
Inns  of  Court — General  School  of  Law,  2R. 

[228]  1892  ;  Comm.  [229]  588 
Judicature  Aot  (1873) — Court  of  Appeal,  [229] 

1269 
Judicature  Acts— Cave  v.  Mackenxie,    {t^o\ 

1951 
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Sblborih,  Lord — eoni. 

Merchant  Shipping,  2R.  [330]  333 
North  America — Extradition,  [231]  396 
Owners  of  Land  (Ireland) — New  "  Dometdaj 

Book,"  [230]  944 
Rojal  Titles,  Coram.  [228]  1063, 1067 ;  el  1, 

1096 ;  SR.  1387,  1953,  1976 

Select  Vestries 

I,  Bill,  proformA^  read  1»  Feb  8 


Selwin-Ibbetson,  Sir  H.  J.  (Under  Se- 
'    cretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment), JEaseXf  W. 
Convicted  Children,  Coram.  [230]  1028 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2a.  [227]  1662, 1664 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards),  2 El. 

[229]  909 
Intoxicating    Liquors   (Scotland),    2R,    [230] 

1382, 1386 
Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [229]  1880 
Police  Superannuation — A  Committee,    [228] 

662 
Prevention  of  Crimes  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

[229]  1696 
Prisons,  2R.  [230]  311 

Supply — Police,  County  and  Borough,  [228] 
691 
Report,  [227]  996 


Settled  Estates  Act  (1856)  Amendment 
Bill 

{Mr.  Marten,  Sir  Henry  JaektoUt  Mr,  Gregory) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  June  14  [Bill  193] 

Read  2«*  June  22 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  26 

Read  3°  •  June  27 
I,  Read  !»•  (L<wrf  Selbome)  June  29     (No.  161) 

Road2**/u^y  10 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  July  14 

Read3»»  Ju^y  17 

Royal  Assent  July  24    [39  &  40  Vict.  e.  30] 

Shaftesbury,  Earl  of 

Burials  in  Churchyards,  2R.  [229]  1089 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  [229]  1016  ;  Coram. 

cl.  3,  [230]  121  ;  3R.  480 
Ecclesiastical  Offices  and  Fees,  2R.  [227]  1196 
Medical  Act  (Qualifications),  2R.  [230]  1881 
Mercantile  Marine — Training  Ships,  [227]  1780 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  cl.  20,  [230]  1131 
Metropolis  (Whitechapel  and  Limehouse)  Ira- 

provement    Scheme     Confirraation,    Comm. 

[230]  940:  3R.  1041 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  Amendt.  [228]  1039 

Shaw,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co. 

Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions  (Great 
Britain),  Res.  [228]  979 

Sheridan,  Mr.  11.  B.,  Dudley 

Criminal  Law — Christos  Baumbos,  The  Con- 
vict, [231]  817 
Licensing  Act,  1872— Burial  Clubs,  [228]  880, 

1099 


Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland)  Bin 

( The  Lord  Advoeate,  Mr.  Seareiary  Crou,  Sir 
Henry  Sdmn-MeUcm) 

e.  Ordered*  Marl 

Readlo^iforS  [80196] 

Question,  Mr.  M'Laren;    Auw«r,  The  Lord 
Advocate  July  20,  [230]  1633 

Read2o<*uiti^itf<4 

Goramittee  * ;  Report  August  7 

Ooramittee  *  {<m  re-comm.) ;  Report  Amguti  8 

Considered  •  August  9  [BiU  289] 

Read  3^*  Aumut  10 
I.  Read    1**   (The    Marquess    of    SaUdmry) 
Augusta  r  No.  222) 

Read  2*  * ;  Committee  negatived  August  13 

KuA  3^^  August  14 

Royal  Assent  August  16   [39  A  40  Viet,  c  70] 

Sheblook,  Mr.  Serjeant  D.,  K%ng*»  Co. 
OosAt  and  Deep  Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  9R. 

[228]  460 
Holyhead    Harbour  —  Steamship    "Sdith,** 

Wreck  of,  [229]  670 
Law  and  Justice— '*  Kimberlay  ▼.  Grossley* 

—Costs,  [228^  964,  966 
Merchant  Shippmg,  Oomm.  el,  3,  [228]  904 
Monastic  and  Conventual  Institotions  (Great 

Britain),  Res.  [228J  996,  998 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  Vanguard,"  Lost  of;  MotioB 

for  a  Paper,  [227]  1079 
Orphan  and  Deserted  Children  (Irdand),  2&. 

[230]  989 
Parliament — Ladies*  Gallery,  Iloose  of  Gosi- 
mons,  [228]  679 
Public  Business,  [229]  492 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 

[230]  349 

Shtjte,  Major-General  C.  C,  Brighton 
Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Army  Corps,  Mobilization  of,  [227]  656 
Militia  Ballot  Act,  [229]  1417 
Mobilization  of  the  Forces — Estimates,  [229] 

1418 
National  Rifle  Association — Martini- Henry 
Rifles,  [228]  661 
Army— Army  Recruiting,  Res.  [227]  1213 
Army — Knightsbridge    Barracks,    Res.    [227] 

1766 
Army — Military  Forces,  Our,  Res.  [227]  939 
Army  Estimates— Military  Education,  Estab- 
lishments for,  [229]  1656,  1657 
Works,  Buildings,  &c.  [229]  1650 
Civil  Service  (Kmployraent  of  Soldiers),  Mo> 

tion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  1990 
India — Banda  and  Kirwec  Booty,  [231]  692, 

821 
Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res.  [231]  291,301, 

309 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  Res.  [228] 

1240,  1242 
Police    Superannuation— A  Committee,  [228] 
662 


Sidebottom,  Ikfr.  T.  11.,  Staleyhridge 
East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Conun.  [231] 

1017,  1054 
Mines — Coal  Mines,  Accidents  in,  [227]  674 
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SiDMOTTTH,   '^SCOimt 
U.R.H.    the    Prince   of  Wales- NobiUtj   of 
Malta,  [229]  362,  1965 

Sierra  Leone — The  Financial  Position 
Question,  Mr.  Price  :  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 
May  23,  [229]  1039 

Silver,  Depreciation  of 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  consider  and 
report  upon  the  causes  of  the  depreciation 
of  the  price  of  silver,  and  the  effects  of  such 
depreciation  upon  the  exchange  between 
India  and  England"  {Lord  G€orge  HamilUm) 
Mar  3 

And,  on  Mar  9,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :~Mr.  Goschen  (Chairman),  Mr.  Bax- 
ter, Mr.  Stephen  Cave,  Mr.  Christopher 
Beckett-Denison,  Mr.  Fawcett,  Lord  George 
Hamilton,  Mr.  Hermon,  Mr.  Kirkman  Hodg- 
son, Mr.  J.  G.  Hubburd,  Mr.  Massey,  Sir 
Charles  Mills,  Mr.  Mnlholland,  and  Mr.  W. 
Shaw 
Report  of  Select  Comm.  July  6—P,P,  338 

Simon,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  Dewehury 
Appellate   Jurisdiction,   Gomm.   [230]    1107 ; 

el,  6,  Amendt.  1161 ;  Amendt.  1168  ;  Consid. 

cl.  6,  Amendt.  [231]  759,  764  ;  el,  7,  769 
Barristers  and  Advocates  Fees,  2R.  [229]  332 
Coroners,  Res.  [230]  1306 
Criminal    Law  —  Bravo,    Mr. — The    Inquest, 

[229]  922 
Criminal  Law  Evidence  Amendment,  2R.  Bill 

withdrawn,  [230]  1928 
Cuba — Foreigners,  Tax  on,  [230]  867 
Elementary  Education,  Consid.  cl.  14,  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  [231]  496 
Employers  Liability  for  Injury,  2R.  [229]  1168 
Factory  and  Workshop  Acts,  [228]  1761 
Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res.  [231]  309 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  [228]  528  ;  el,  3, 

890,  893.  902  ;  cl,  9,  1370  ;  cl,  14,   1585  ; 

add,  cl.  1934  ;  Amendt.  1942  ;  add.  cl.  [229] 

56.91 
Municipal     OfScers    Superannuation,    Cooun. 

[227]  1605 
Palace  of  Westminster — Mr.  Herbert's  Picture, 

[229]  1514 
Parliament — Public  Business,  Arrangement  of, 

[230]  8,  621 
Parliament—  Privilege— Political  Committee  of 

the  Reform  Club,  Res.  [229]  1672 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  Consid.  Amendt.  [231]  318 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  add.  el,  [229] 

1776,  1780  :  Consid.  Amendt.  [230]  477 
Prisons,  2R  [230]  314 
Royal  Titles,  Comm.  cl,  1,  Amendt.  [228]  276, 

283,  294,  297  ;  Amendt.  301,  302 
Sea  Insurances  (Stamping  of  Policies),  2R. 

[227]  1187 
Spain—*'  OcUvia,"  Seixure  of  the,  [228]  1912  ; 
[229]  1113 
Sloop  **  Lark,"  Seixure  of,  [228]  702 
Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 

of  Justice,  &e,  [229J  1317 
Vaccination  Acts — Keighley  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, [230]  1189 

Sdconds,  Mr.  W.  B.,   Winchester 
Army — Winchester  Barraoks,  [230]  249 

VOL.  COXXXL  [tbuld  sbrisb.] 


Slave  Trade 

Coolie  Trade  in  the  Mauritius— The  Royal 
CommutioHt  Question,  Observations,  The 
Earl  of  Kimberiey ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of 
Carnarvon  ;  short  debate  thereon  May  12, 
[229]  474  i^The  Island  of  Reunion,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Errington ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
Mar  23,  [228]  478 

Mosambufue,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Holms  ;  An- 
swer. Mr.  Bourke  June  20,  [230]  128 

The  Slave  Trade  in  the  Red  Sea,  Questions, 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answers,  Mr. 
Bourke  July  3.  [230]  869;  July  7,  1136; 
Questions,  Sir  U.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answers, 
Mr.  Bourke,  Mr.  Hunt  July  24.  1815 

The  Sultan  of  ZanMibar—^e  title  Slave  Trade 
{East  Afnca)—The  Sultan  of  Zanzibar 


Slave  Trade — Reception  of  Fugitive  Slaves 

— The  Circulars 

Royal  Commission^  The — Leqislaiion,  Question, 

Mr.  Wbitbread  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Feb  II, 

227]  230  ;  Nomination  of  Committee,  Mr.^Disraeli 

.     Feb  14,266;  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Mills; 

.     Answer,   Mr.    Disraeli  Feb  17,  398;— 7%tf 

Report^  Question.   Sir    William  Harcourt; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  June  16,  [229] 

1976 

Moved,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  a 
Slave  once  admitted  to  the  protection  of  the 
British  Flag  should  be  treated  while  on 
board  one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  as  if  he 
were  free,  and  should  not  be  removed  from  or 
ordered  to  leave  the  ship  on  the  ground  of 
.     slavery  "  (Mr.  TFkitbread)  Feb  22,  685 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  House,"  and  add 
"in  order  to  maintain  most  effectually  the 
right  of  personal  liberty,  it  is  desirable  to 
await  further  information  from  the  Report  of 
a  Royal  Commission,  both  as  to  the  instruc- 
tions from  time  to  time  issued  to  British  naval 
ofScers,  the  international  obligations  of  this 
Country,  and  the  attitude  of  other  States  in 
regard  to  the  treatment  of  domestic  Slaves 
on  board  of  national  ships  "  ( Mr.  Banbury)  v.; 
Question  proposed.  '*  That  the  words,  &o,  ;  " 
after  long  debate.  Moved.  '*  That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned"  {Mr,  Bertchell) ;  Motion 
agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 
.Debate  resumed  Feb  24.  820  ;  after  long  de- 
bate, Question  put, "  That  the  words,  dec. ;  " 
A.  248.  N.  293  ;  M.  45 
Division  List,  A.  and  N.,  897 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words,  'in  order 
to  maintain  most  effectually  the  right  of  per- 
sonal liberty,  it  is  desirable  to  await  further 
information  from  the  Report  of  a  Royal 
Commission,  both  as  to  the  instructions  from, 
time  to  time  issued  to  British  naval  officers, 
the  international  obligations  of  this  Country, 
and  the  sttitude  of  other  SUtes  in  regard  to 
the  treatment  of  domestic  Slaves  on  board  of 
national  ships '  {Mr.  Hanbury)  be  added  "  v, 

Amendt.  to  the  said  proposed  Amendt.  to  in- 
sert, after  the  word  "  desirable,"  the  words 
"  provided  that  the  Circular  of  the  5th  (|ay 
ot  December  1875  and  the  East  Indies  Station 
Order  of  1871,  on  the  subject  of  Fugitive 
Slaves,  shall  not  continue  in  force"  {Jir, 
FawceU)  \  QAie^tvoii  vaX/"  '^Nja^.  Siw**^  -w^x^x 
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Slave  Trade — Reception  of  Fugitive  Slaves — ITie 
Cireulart — oont. 

Words  added ;  main  Qaestion,  as  amended* 
pnt,  and  agreed  to 

227]  Notices  of  Resolutions,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Mark 
Stewart ;  Answer,  Mr.  Whitbread  Feb  24, 
819 

.  Debate  in  the  Commom,  The,  Personal  Expla- 
nation, Earl  Granville  ;  short  debate  thereon 
Feb  25,  903 

.  Instructions,  Petition  of  the  three  Denomina- 
tions ( Viscount  Cardwell)  Mar  7,  1606  ; 
after  debate,  Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table ; 
Personal  Explanation,  The  Lord  Chancellor 

.     Mar  9,  1660 

230]  Question,  Mr.  Forsyth  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt 
June  19,  6  ; — The  New  Circular,  Question, 
Mr.  W.  Holms  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  July  27, 
.      1962 

Coolies,  Question,  Observations,  Lord   Stanley 
of   Alderley;    Reply,   The   Earl  of  Derby 
Mar  20,  [228]  251 

Pari.  Papers — 

Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission     [1516,  1516-1] 

Circulars  to  British  Officers  [1480' 

Correspondence     .    .     .  "  .    [1418,  1588" 
Instructions  issued    .    .    .  [1593' 

Applications  for  Instructions  55 1 

Slave  Trade  {Fast  Africa)— The  Sultan  of 
Zanzibar 

Moved,  *^  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
is  desirable  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  invito  and  assist  the  Sultan  of  Zan- 
zibar to  take  such  further  steps  as  may  be 
necessary  for  the  total  {suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade  within  his  dominions,  and  that 
at  the  some  time  more  adequate  provision 
should  bo  m<ide  for  the  care  and  maintenance 
of  the  liberated  slaves  "  (Sir  John  Kennaway) 
April  4,  [228]  1216  ;  after  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to 

Question,  Sir  John  Kennaway  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  June  22,  [230]  249  ;  —  Treaty  with 
the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar — The  Proclamation 
—  Treaty  of  1839,  Question,  Mr.  Mills; 
Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Mar  16,  [228]  72 ; 
Question,  Captain  Price  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  May  23,  [229]  1117 

Pari.  Papers — 
Supplementary  Treaty    ....     [1387] 
Papers  (Dr.  Kirk) [1521] 

Slave  Trade  Bill 

( The  Marquess  of  Salisbuiy) 

I  Presented;  read  1 »,  after  short  debate /iin^  22 
230]  236  (No.  135) 

.  Read  2*,  after  short  debate  June  30,  734 
.  Committee  ;  Report  JuJy  3,  848 
.  Read  3*.  after  short  debate  July  4,  943  ;  Pro- 
,  test  thereon,  [231]  1235 
c.  Read  l"  •  Juh  24  [Bill  270] 

Read  2°  •  July  21 
Committee  •  :  Report  July  28 
Read  3"  •  July  29 


Small  Testate  Estates  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  James  Barclay,  Sir  Robert  Anstndker,  JIfr. 
Kinnaird,  Mr,  Mackiniosh) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Mar  15  [Bill  107] 

Read  2«  •  Mar  28 

Committee  <* ;  Report  May  8  [Bill  145] 

Committee  *  (on  re-^otnm,)  ;  Report  May  30 

Considered  *  June  1 

Read  S"**  June  12 
I  Read  1*  •  {Earl  of  AirUe)  JuM  \5   (No.  115) 

Read  2>  *  June  27 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  29 

Read3»*/a/y  4 

Royal  Assent  July  IS    [39  A  40  VieL  e.  24] 


Smithfield  Prison  (Dnblin)  Bill 

(M-.  William  Henry  Smith,  Sir  Michael  Bda- 

Beach) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1<>  •  May  22  [BUI  163] 

Read  2«>  •  May  29 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  13 

Reads**  7ttn«  14 
I,  Read  U\  and  referred  to  the  Examinefi  (  TU 
Lord  President)  June  15  (No.  117} 

Read  2«  *  June  20 


Committee  *  June  22 
Report  *  June  23 
Read  3»  *  June  26 
Royal  Assent  July  18 


[39  A  40  Viet,  e.  96] 


Smith,  Mr.  T.  E.,  7\fnemouthf  §fc. 

Contagions  Diseases  Acta  Repeal,  3 EL  Ameodt 

[230]  1566,  1616 
Council  of  India  (Professional  Appointments), 

2R.[227]  1282 
Empress,   Title   of —  Corporation   of  Dablia, 

[229]  40 
Greece—"  Agrigento,"  and  the  "  Hylton  Castle." 

[229]  17C2';  [231]  1206 
Ilouse  Occupiers  Disqualification  Remoral,  2R. 

[228]  554 
India— Bengal   Famine,   Motion   for  a  Select 

Committee,  [228]  1838,  1854 
Mercantile  Marine — Pensions  to  Seamen,  Ret. 

[227]  1837 
227]  Merchant  Shipping,  2R.  440 
228]  Comm.  cl.  3,  550,  904  ;  cl.  5,  AmendL  1147. 

115G;  Amendt.  1157;  Amendt.  1158,  1159; 

el.  6,  Amendt.  1160;  cl.   10,   1371;    cl.   14, 

1376.    1581,    1587  ;    cl.    15.     1593.     1611  ; 

Amende.   1613;    Amendt.    1615;    Amendt. 

1617;  cl.   18,  Amendt.  1805,  ISOS;  cL   19, 

1883  ;  cl.  24,   1885  ;    cl.  27,  1916  ;  add.  cL 

1923;  Amendt.  1937,  1946 
Z29]  Comm.  add.  cl.  Amendt.  54  :    Amendt.  57, 

61.  64,  67,  216,  227,  232  ;  Consid.  add,  d. 

1058,   1060;    cl.    11,    1070;    cl.    IS,    1074; 

3R.  1335 
23i]Lords  Amendts.   Consid.  1173.    1175,1181, 

1183;  Consequential  .\mendt.  1222 
Navy—*  Alberta"  and  "  Miaileioe,"  Collision 
of,  [227]  1203 
Ships  Boats  Lowering,  ^228]  268 
Navv — Flogging,    Punishment    of.    Ret.   ^230] 

176 
Parliament — Public  Business,  Arrangemcst  of, 

C230] 1640 
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Smith,  Mr.  W.  H.  ^Secretary  to  the 
Treasuiy),  Westminiier 

Ardglass  Harbour  ImproTement,  Comm.  [330] 

1763 
Army  and  Navy  Expenditure  AcoonnU,  Audit 

of,  [329]  2010 
Bankrupt    Banks,    1844-1 870— Defeotiye    Re- 
turns. [230]  129 
Bishopric  of  Truro,  Consid.  [231]  72 
Bow  Street  Police  Court  (Site),  [230]  1625 
Ceylon  —  Trincomalee,   Breakwater  at,  [230] 

1060 
Civil    Service  Inquiry  Commission — Customs 

Out-Door  Department,  [229]  1115 
Consolidated  Fund,  dR.  [228]  566 
County  Rates  (Ireland),  2R.  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, [229]  306 
Criminal  Law — Constabulary  Grants,  [231]  9 

Executions,  Expense  of,  [229]  207 
Crossed  Cheques,  Re-comm.  cl,  12,  [331]  1221 
Customs— Memorial  of  Officers,  [230]  251,  252 
Out-door  Officers  at  Outports,  [228]  1478 
Solicitor,  Office  of  the,  [231]  701 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,   Comm.   [239] 

974 
Customs  Lawb  Consolidation,  2R.  [229]  1962 
Duke  of  Schomberg's  Pension— Commutation, 

Res.  [231]  757 
Egypt — Mr.  Cave's  Mission,  [228]  567 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [330]  66  ;  Comm. 

el.  7,  1416  ;  add,  cl  1540 
Epping  Forest— Forest  Commissioners'  Scheme, 

[230]  1624 
Erne  Lough  and  River,  Comm.  [230]  1764 
Gloucester  District  Registry,  [229]  925 
India — War  Office  Charges,  Res.  [231]  655 
Inland  Revenue — Duties  on  Offices  of  Profit, 
[229]  48 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Civil  Service,  [22831100 

Irish  Fines  Fund,  [220]  678 

Kingstown  Harbour,  {229]  1116 

Loans,  [230]  261 

Local  Taxation,  Committee  on — Valuation, 
[231]  1078 

Phoenix  Park,  Dublin,  [231]  974;— White- 
field  Udge.  1072,  1200 

Registry  ot  Deeds  (Dublin),  [229]  1117 

Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  Report,  [228] 
621  ;  [230]  419;— Mr.  Dillon's  System, 
1046 

St.  Stephen's  Green,  Dublin,  [230]  618 

Law  and  Justice — (Queen's  Proctor,  [231]  1075 
Legal  Departments  Commission,  1874 — Report, 

[227]  1838 
Local  Taxation,  [229]  1185 

Metropolis— Miscellaneous  Questions 

British   Museum — Reading    Rooma,  [238] 

1476;— Salaries,  1576 
Ilyde  Park— Rotten  Row,  [331]  516 
Metropolitan  Improvements  Models,  [338] 

350 
Mint,  The— New  Site,  [331]  421 
National    Gallery — New    Buildings,    [228] 

170  ;— Wynn  Ellis  Bequest,  [227]  560 
Patent  Office  and  Museum,  [229]  1421 
Serpentine,  [228]  479,  970 

Metropolis    Gas   Act,  1860 — Gas   Companies 

Accounts,  [229]  205 
Metropolitan  Street  Trafilo— Hyde  Park,  [228] 

352 


\ 


Smith,  Mr.  W.  H. — eoni. 

Navy  and  Army  Expenditure,  1874-5,  Comm. 

[231]  74  ;  Consid.  Amendt.  659,  660 
New  Forest,  [230]   1973;  —  Stoneycross,   In- 

olosure  at,  [229]  34,  1425  ;  [231]  702 
Ordnance    Survey  —  Superannuations,    [228] 

1481 

Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Easter  Recess,  [228]  1100 
Elementary  Education   Provisional    Order 

Confirmation     (London),     Explanation, 

[230]  1179 
Public  Business.  [227]   1126;   [228]  1184, 

1744  ;  [230]  622 

Post  Office— Blue  Books,  Postage  of,    [338] 

1324.  1409 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  [229]  1665 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Services  (Loan),    Res. 

[327]  1103 
Post  Office — Telegraphs — Orkney  and  Shetland 

Islands,  [229]  1419 
Scotland— King's  Park  at  Stirling,  [231]  565 
South  Kensington  Museum — Gratuities  to  the 

Police,  [231]  1230 

Supply — British  Museum,  [231]  265 

British   Seamen    Abroad,    Relief   of   Dis- 
tressed, [229]  1660 
Chancery  Division  of  the   High   Court  of 

Justice,  Ao.  [229]  1333 
Charity  Commission,  [227]  504,  506 
Civil  Contingencies  Fund,  [228]  338 
Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  506,  508, 

514 
Copyhold,  Inclosure,  and    Tithe  Commis- 
sion, [337]  515 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ac.  England,  [337] 

1847 
Diplomatic  Services,  [331]  656 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  [328]  1467, 

1468 
Embassy  Houses,  Ac.  [229]  1595 
Exchequer  and  other  Offices  in  Scotland, 

[227]  990 
Fishery  Board,  Scotland.  [227]  992,  993 
Friendly  Societies,  Registry  of,  [227]  515 
Learned  Societies  and  Scientific  Investiga- 
tion, [251]  656 
I.ocal  Government  Board,  &c.  [227]  518 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Uousehold  of, 

dec.  [227]  1839 
Lunacy  Commission,  Scotland,  [227]  994  - 
Mediterranean   Extension  Telegraph  Com- 
pany, [228]  337 
Metropolitan  Police,  [228]  591 
New  Courts  of  Justice  and  Offices,  [229] 

1592, 1594 
Public  Buildings,  [229]  1585 
Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  [228]  252 
Public  Education,  Ireland,  [231]  280 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  [227]  1845 
Report,  [229]  1756 

Sheriff  Court  Houses,  Scotland.  [228]  252 
Stationery  and  Printing,  [227]  900 
Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom,  [329]  1590 
Tonnage  Bounties,  &c.  [229]  16G0 
War  Office  on  account  of  India,  [228]  340, 
341 

Telegraphs  (Money),  2R.  [227]  1489 

War  Department  Post  Office  (Remuneration, 

Ac),  Comm.  (^3511851 
"Wa^a  audi  lA^isifk,^V^t\.,\>>>\VV^^ 
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Smollett,  Mr.  P.  B.,  Cambridge 

India — Madras  Irrigation  Works,  [228]  698 ; 

[230]  420 
Royal  Titles,  2R.  [227]  1754  ;  Comm.  [2283x00 
Women's  Disabilities  Removal,  2R.  [228]  1704 

Smyth,  Mr.  P.  J.,    Westmeath  Co, 

Irish  Parliament,  Motion  for  a  Seleot  Commit- 
tee, [230]  751 
Law  and  Justice — Irish  Ante-Union  Statutes, 
[228]  1911 

Smyth,  Mr.  E.,  Londonderry  Co, 

Constabulary  Pensioners  (Ireland),  Motion  for 

a  Select  Committee.  [230]  570 
Irish  Parliament,  [229]  49 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [230]  664 
Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions  (Great 

Britain),  Res.  [228]  1006 
Parliament — Public  Business,  Arrangement  of, 
[230]  1636 
Public  Expenditure,  [231]  254 
Publicans  Certificates  (Scotland),  Comm.  cl.  5, 

[228]  1812 
Public  Houses  (Ireland) — Sunday  Closing,  Res. 

[229]  492,  920,  1275 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  [229]  21 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),  2R.  [230]  1*333,  1524  ;  [231] 
59,  432,  434 

Somerset,  Duke  of 

Africa,  West  Coast  of— Exchange  of  Territory, 

[227]  3S7 
Commons,  2R.  [230]  1035  ;  Comm.c/.  8, 1428  ; 

ci.  20,  Amendt.'l431 
Cruelty  to   Animals,  2R.  [229]  1013;  Comm. 

cl.   3.   [230]    1U7,    108,    116.   121;    cl.    11, 

Aniendt.  127 
Local  Government  Board's  Provisional  Orders 

Confirmation     (Birmingham,     Ac),    Comm. 

[230]  1  r>21  ;   Report.  1020 
Mercantile    Marine  —  Training    Ships,    [227] 

1790 
Merchant   Shippini:.   2R.   [230]    327;    Comm. 

cl.  20,  1131  :    Kcporl,  cl.  4.  Amendt.  1432 
Navy — Chain  Cables  and   Anchors,  [227]  545, 

547 
Navv — Iron-clads,  Motion  for   Returns,  [227] 

lv^o9 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[227]  4S 
Pd^r  Liw  Amendment,  Comm.  [230]  1275 
Koyal  Titles.  2R.  (228]  831,  871 
Univorsiry    of    Oxtord,    Comm.    cl.    16,   [228] 

I3O0:  r/.  24,  Amendt.  1310 
West  Coast  of  Africa — Dahomey,  King  of,  [229] 

Somerset,  Lord  11.  E.  C.  (Comptroller 
of  tho  IIousehoKl\  MonmouthMre 
Qu«H*n'*  Speech — Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 
Address,  [227];  230 

Sothekox-Estcx3ukt,  Mr.  G.  B.,    WilU, 

y. 

lltde  Park— Tbe  SeTY«mix«— ^t^xXiva^,  '^3»^\ 
"S5o 


South  Eastern  Railway  Bill  (3y  Orim) 
e,  2R.    debate    adjourned,    after    ahort  debtti 
Jfar9,[227]  1703 
Debate  resumed  Mcar  16,[3a8]  59 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoorMd* 
(Sir  CharUt  Rustell) ;  after  abort  d^Mtt, 
Motion  withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  rei^  > 

South    Kensington    Museum  —  See  titb 
Science  and  Art 


South  Metropolitan  Gas  Light  and  (kit 

Company  Bill 
I.  Bill  reported  with  Amendments  ;  ObterratioM 

Lord  Redesdale ;  short  debate  tbereon  /ii^7 

[230]  1 128 

Spain 
M18OXLLARXOU8  QtnsTiom 

Cuha^  Chinese  Coolies,  Qaestioo,  Sir  CbariM 

W.   Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr.   Bonrke  /mm  29, 

[230]  616  i—Tax  on  Fcreigmers,  QnestiN, 

Mr.  Serjeant  Simon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bosrki 

July  3,  867  i—n^ar  Tax  in  Cuba,  Qesitios. 

Mr.  Jacob    Bright  ;    Answer,    Mr.    Boarit 

-4«/^t  7,  [231J694 
Detention  of  Hritish  SMecU — C<Mse  of  Bevy 

Pratt,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbory  ;  Answer.  Mr. 

Bourke  May  26.  [229]  1272 
Miscarriage  of  Justice — Murder  nf  a  Britid 

Subject,  Question,  Mr.  Dodaon  ;  Answer  Mr. 

Bourke  April  25,  [228]  1626 
Seizure  of  the  "  Clementina^"  Qoestioo,  Mr. 

Grieve  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  May  12,  [229' 

489 
Seizure  of  the  "  Oclavia**  Questions,  Mr.  Sw- 

jeant  Simon  :  Answers,  Mr.  Bonrke  M<xy  1. 

[228]  1912;  .Vay23,  [229]  1113 
Seizinre  of  the  Sloop  **  Laik*^  Question,  Mr. 

Serjeant     Simon  ;     Answer,     Mr.     Boarke 

3/.»r  28.  [228]  702 
The  CoiislitHtioH,  Article  11 — Religious  Tclcri- 

tioN,  Question.  Mr.  Grant  Duff;   Answer,  Mr. 

Bourke  Juna  19.  [230]  6 
Tonna'jc  Dtus,   Question,    Mr.  Samuda ;   An- 
swer, Mr.  Bourke  iV^  24.  ^227]  SIS 
War  Tares  on  HritijK  SHbjccts,  Questioo.  Mr. 

Gohismid  ;    Answer,    Mr.    Bourke  April  6, 

[228^  1321 


Speaker,  The  ;Right  Hon.  H.  B.  W. 
Br-VXd}.    Camhridgt*hire 

Amendment  —  M'tnicipti  P  -ii-i'^'j^fj  ( Ir^'znSt 
Bill,  as  .imended.  consivierevi — Mr.  Gibaoa 
proposed  to  more,  for  Mr.  I.  T.  Hamilioc.  1 
new  clause  : — Mr.  Speaker  ralesi  ihxl  lie 
clause  cou'.d  not  be  mored  in  the  abservee  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  cousit  of  DiLblis, 
r2^r662 

Amendment — Appropnation  B.l! — Mr.  Speaker 
was  not  preparvsl  to  sar  iha:  an  Araec^-ed 
on  the  Af'prvfnJtiKn  Bi'.l  llniitirj  the  Scp- 
plies  to  three  mocths  woclc  be  out  of  Onkr. 
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Amendment — Order — Motion  :  &a 
TQWi^d.  v\«reon. — The  Motioc 
^xv**^  ^a^«&a  >^&ft 


bewnb. 
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withdrawn. — Electoral  County  Boardt  (Ire- 
land) [327]  787  ; — Increase  of  the  Epitcopate 
Bill,  [230]  1026 

Debate — It  is  an  unusual  course  for  an  hon. 
Member  to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  on  a  Question,  when  those  who  alone 
are  able  to  give  explanations  on  the  subject 
are  not  in  thoir  places. — Leitrim  County 
Election,  [i^o]  182 

Debate — Explanation — An  hon.  Member  in 
possession  of  the  House  is  entitled  to  proceed 
with  bis  observations  until  he  has  concluded. 
If  at  their  termination  a  Member  [who  has 
been  referred  to  in  that  speech]  desires  to 
offer  an  explanation,  no  doubt  he  will,  by  the 
indulgence  of  the  Uouse,  be  at  libertj  to  do 
80,  [231]  301 

Debate — Limit  of  Personal  Explanation — An 
hon.  Member  is  entitled  to  make  a  personal 
explanation  to  the  House  as  to  his  own  con- 
duct, and  such  explanation  will  no  doubt  be 
received  with  indulgence  ;  but  he  is  not  on- 
titled  to  enter  on  other  matters. — Sir  Edward 
Watkin  and  Sir  Robert  Peel,  [230]  860.  864 

Debate — Ijititude  in  Explanation,  [230]  1183 

Debate — Order — Speaking  a  second  time — Mr. 
Speaker  :  The  hon.  Member  having  already 
addressed  the  House,  cannot  maka  a  second 
speech. — Commons  Bill,  [229]  1250 

Debate — Order— It  is  not  competent  for  a 
Member  who  has  moved  the  second  reading 
of  a  Bill  to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
debate. — Homicide  Law  Amendment  Bill, 
[227]  1659 

Debate — Order — A  Member  who  has  moved 
the  Adjournment  of  a  debate,  which  Motion 
is  negatived,  is  not  entitled  to  address  the 
House  further  on  the  original  Motion. — 
H.M.S.  "  Vanguard/*  [227]  1098 

Debate — Order — A  Member  [who  has  already 
spoken  on  the  Question]  may  not  make  a 
second  speech  on  the  Motion  that  the  Debate 
be  adjourned.—  Steamship  ^  Talisman"  [228] 
427 

Debate  — Order — A  Member  who  has  moved 
an  Amendment  on  the  second  reading  of  a 
Bill  has  exhausted  his  right  to  speak  again 
on  the  main  Question,  [230]  100 

Debate — Order — Discussion  of  subject  already 
decided — Committee  of  Supply — Resolutions 
reported — Resolution  8,  Diplomatic  Charges 
—  Mr.  Cameron  entered  into  the  case  of  the 
**  Talisman."  Mr.  Speaker  reminded  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  matter  to  which  he 
was  referring  had  formed  the  subject  of  a 
long  debate  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  Session, 
and  that  it  was  out  of  Order  to  enter  into  a 
fresh  discussion  on  the  matter  unless  it  dis- 
tinctly referred  to  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
immediately  before  the  House,  [231]  749 

Order — Orders  of  the  Day — A  Member  de- 
siring that  a  certain  Order  of  the  Day  be 
discharged,  must  make  a  substantive  Motion 
to  that  effect ;— it  cannot  be  done  on  a  Motion 
for  going  into  Committee  of  Supply.  — 
Business  of  the  Bouse,  [227]  500 

Debate  —  Parliamentary  Language  —  Accord- 
ing to  the  ordinary  courtesies  of  debate 
Members  are  spoken  of  M  '*  honourable 
Ideiabers/'  [331]  dOl 


I 


Spbakbr,  The — cont. 

Debate — Unparliamentary  Language — The  ex- 
pression "impertinence"  used  in  respect  of 
another  Member  cannot  be  allowed  in  this 
House. — -Sir  Edward  Watkin  and  Sir  Robert 
Feel,  [230]  863 

Order — Unparliamentary  Language — An  hon. 
Member  must  not  attribute  an  intention  on 
the  part  of  another  Member  to  insult  Mem- 
ben  of  this  House,  [228]  2029,  2030 

Debate  —  Unparliamentary  Language  —  Mr. 
Speaker  said  that  on  reflection  the  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  would  see  that  he  was  ap- 
plying motives  to  the  conduct  of  an  hon. 
Member  of  that  House,  which  were  not  ad- 
missible, [231]  437 

Debate— Relevancy  of  Argument— The  Appro- 
priation Bill — The  rule  of  the  House  is  that 
m  the  discussion  on  the  Appropriation  Bill 
any  observations  applying  to  one  of  the 
clauses  in  the  Bill  may  be  made. 

Any  observations  that  may  be  made  must 
be  relevant  to  the  Bill,  [231]  1119 

Debate — Relevancy  of  Argument,  [227]  783, 
896;  [228]  248;  [229]  1751  ;  [230]  1099; 
[231]  1222 

Divisions — A  Member  who  bad  brought  for- 
ward a  Motion  himself  voted  against  iL 
Mr.  Speaker  said  that  if  when  the  Question 
was  put  the  hon.  Member  gave  his  vote  as 
he  gave  his  voice,  be  was  in  Order,  [227]  473 

Order — Motion  ;  an  Amendment  moved  thereon 
— The  Motion  cannot  be  withdrawn  unless 
the  Amendment  be  previously  withdrawn. 
— Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  [227] 
787  ; — Increase  of  the  Episcopate  Billy  [230] 
1026 

Order — Amendment  on  Lords  Amendments — 
Mr.  Speaker  said  the  Question  was  "  That 
the  House  do  agree  with  the  Lords  Amend- 
ments." The  hon.  Member  could  not  move 
an  Amendment,  but  might  negative  the 
Motion  when  the  Question  was  put. — Mer^ 
chant  Shipping  Bill,  [231]  1176 

Order — In  answer  to  question,  Mr.  Speaker 
said,  it  was  not  for  him  to  rule  now  whether 
Members  were  in  Order  in  former  Sessions  of 
Parliament.  [231]  1160 

Order— Balloting  for  Motions — According  to 
the  Rule  of  the  House  a  Member  can  only 
give  Notice  of  one  Motion  with  a  view  of  ob- 
taining, under  the  Ballot,  priority  for  such 
Motion.  If  two  or  more  Members,  holding 
the  same  opinions  on  some  specific  Motion, 
combine  together  to  ballot  for  precedency, 
with  the  view  ot  gaining  undue  precedence  to 
that  Motion,  such  a  practice  is  an  evasion  of 
the  Rules  of  the  House. — Business  of  the 
Bouse,  [227]  14,  260  ;  [230]  1718 

Order-' Debate— Premature  Discussion  of  a 
Subject  or  Motion— It  is  out  of  Order  to 
discuss  the  principle  of  a  Bill  not  before  the 
House. — Public  Business—SootfiK  fi>wv.tA\\^ 
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It  is  contrary  to  the  practice  of  this  House 
to  consider  any  Resolution  bearing  upon  a 
Bill  before  the  other  Ilouse  of  Parliament 
until  that  Bill  has  been  read  in  the  other 
Ilouse  a  third  time. — Public  Busineti^  [^^S] 
1183 

A  Member  is  out  of  Order  in  referring  to 
a  subject  in  reference  to  which  he  has  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper,  or  in  referring  to  the 
subject  of  a  late  debate. — Supply  —  Nctvy 
Estimates,  [230]  465,  456  ;— Royal  TiUes, 
[228]  1633 

According  to  the  practice  of  the  House,  it 
would  not  be  regular  to  anticipate  by  a  Ques- 
tion the  discussion  of  a  Motion  of  which 
Notice  has  been  given. — Privilege — Irregular 
Petitions,  [228]  1557,  1559 ;— Royal  TitleM 
Bill,  1764 

An  hon.  Member  is  not  at  liberty,  under 
cover  of  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of 
the  House,  to  discuss  the  merits  of  a  Bill 
which  is  on  the  Orders  of  the  Ilouse,  [231] 
424,  426 

Order — Reference  to  debates  in  the  other 
Ilouse — It  is  part  of  the  unwritten  law  of 
Parliament  that  no  allusion  should  be  made 
to  the  debates  and  proceedings  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  during  the  current 
Session  :  And  Mr.  Speaker  states  it  will  be 
his  duty  on  all  occasions  to  enforce  that 
Rule  strictly,  [229]  1625,  1630  ;  [^228!  1771 

Order— Reference  to  debates  in  this  House — 
It  is  out  of  Order  to  quote  speeches  made  in 
a  debate  [in  this  House]  during  the  current 
Session,  [229]  124 

But  this  Rule  does  not  apply  to  the  dif- 
ferent stages  of  a  Bill ;  and  Mr.  Speaker 
states  why  ho  thinks  the  Proclamation  under 
the  Royal  Titles  Act,  being  the  consequence 
nnd  sequel  of  that  Act,  may  be  considered  as 
coming  within  the  exception,  [229]  374 ; 
[231]  434 

Order  —  Debate  —  Reference  to  Newspaper 
Articles— It  is  quite  irregular  to  quote  news- 
paper articles  referring  to  a  debate  in  this 
House,  [230]  1339 

Order— Notice  of  Question— An  hon.  Member 
cannot  enter  upon  any  debate  upon  giving 
Notice  of  a  Question.  lie  cannot  at  the 
same  time  give  Notice  of  a  Question,  and 
move  the  Adjournment  of  the  Ilouse. — 
Turkey — The  Eastern  Question,  [230]  874, 
876  ;  L229]  51 

Nor,  on  putting  a  Question,  debate  the 
subject  by  moving  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House,  [230]  1135 

Limitation  of  Questions  —  Metropolitan 
Railway  Bill,  [227]  1119 

Liniitation  ot  Answer — Elementaiy  Edu- 
cation  Act — Clause  6,  [229]  1189 

Latitude  in  Answer — In  answering  a  Ques- 
tion a  hon.  Member  is  justified  in  reading 
a  letter  if  he  so  desires, — Customs — Memorial 
of  Oficers,  [230]  251 

Order — Question — A  Question  which  refers  to 
matters  which  have  passed  outside  the  walls 
of  this  House  and  does  not  relate  to  any  Bill 
or  Motion  before  tiie  Ilouse,  is  a  Question 
which,  according  to  the  Kuleii  of  the  House, 
cannot  bo  i)Ut,  \p.i^\  115^ 
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FriTilege — Introdaction  of  the  Queen's  Nans 
— One  of  the  Rules  of  the  House  is,  thai  the 
introduction  of  the  Queen's  bai(w  bto  de- 
bate,  with  a  view  to  infloenoe  the  deetsioe  of 
the  Ilouse,  would  certainly  bo  out  of  Order. 
At  the  same  time,  if  the  stateoMot  of  tkt 
right  hon.  Gentleman  relates  to  matters  of 
fact,  and  is  ^ot  made  to  influence  the  jodf. 
ment  of  the  House,  Mr.  Speaker  was  sot 
prepared  to  say  that,  with  the  indulraotof 
the  House,  he  might  not  introduoe  Her  M»> 
jesty's  name  into  that  statement.  —  Fripj 
Council {(kUhs  taken  by  Metnbere,  irc.),[iit] 
136,  2087 

Privilege — Petitions — The  hon.  Member  far 
North  Warwickshire  yesterday  moved  tbat 
an  Order  for  a  Petition  to  which  his  bsbm 
was  attached  without  his  authority  be  dis' 
eharjifed.  That  Motion  was  made  witbott 
Notice.  Mr.  Speaker  was  of  optnioo  tkit 
the  hon.  Member  was  jastifled  in  so  doisf. 
because  if  not  a  breach  of  PrtTilege,  eer- 
talnly  a  gross  irregularity,  had  been  eoa- 
mitted  by  afSxing  the  hon.  Gentleman's uas 
to  a  Petition  without  his  leave,  [228]  1400 

Privilege — Petitions  —  It  it  the  daty  of  evtry 
hon.  Member  presenting  a  Petition  to  tho 
House  to  make  himself  acquainted  with  tho 
terms  of  the  Petition,  and  to  see  that  it  ii, 
in  its  language  and  expressions,  eoosistcst 
with  the  Rules  of  the  House.  Having  sstis> 
fled  himself  that  the  Petition  is  conststsst 
with  the  Rules  of  th^  House,  it  is  the  daty 
of  the  Member  presenting  the  Petition  ts 
afSx  his  name  to  the  Petition  ;  and  it  if 
irregular  to  authorise  any  other  person  ts 
affix  the  name,  [228]  1320  ;  [229]  5S6 

Privilege — Public  Petition  from  a  Foreign 
Town — A  Petition  from  Inhabitants  of  a 
foreign  town  having  been  presented,  Mr. 
Speaker,  referring  to  the  absence  of  prece- 
dent for  such  a  case,  asks  to  be  allowed  to 
consider  what  course  ought  to  be  followed 
with  respect  to  such  a  Petition,  [228]  1321 

Sec  pp.  1411,  1416.  1418 

Also  see  title  Parliam^nl 

Privilege — Whether  the  letter  complained  of  ii 
a  '*  menace  "  of  such  a  character  as  to  inter- 
fore  with  the  freedom  of  action  o(  a  Member 
of  the  Ilouse  is  for  the  Hoose  to  decide.— 
Political  Committee  of  the  Reform  Clvb, 
[229]  1672 

Privilege— The  hon.  Baronet  baring  brought 
before  the  House  a  qoestioo  of  breach  of 
Privilege,  is  bound  to  sabmii  to  the  House  a 
Resolution  : — 

And  is  bound  to  pro^iztc^  f.ribe  contider*- 
tion  of  the  Hoose  the  ^*rj  l«t*r  which  is 
said  to  hare  been  wriiie-  — P.^iticil  Com- 
mittee  of  the  Rrforvi  C  %:.'z2q'  1<571 

Privilege  —  Exclatioo  cf  Strarr?rf  —  Notice 
taken  that  Stranrert  xre  yr*  *iz.i  :  Where- 
upon Mr.  Speaker  rea^i  ibe  Re^xaiioo  on 
the  subject  which  was  ^icoce^i  hj  Lbe  House 
last  Session,  and  «a:-i  t:.ai.  xt  >*tf  oLb^rwise 
directed,  he  shoal:  abw.'-»  :*  :t.ii  r;*solatioa  ; 
and  accordingly,  w  '.Zfy-.\  .-^.ir-  r*b*te.  put 
the  Question,  ^  Prsai  >L-2.if»r«  be  orvlered 
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Subsequently,  Mr.  Speaker  draws  special 
attentioD  to  this  subject,  1420 

And  explains  the  course  he  proposes  to 
adopt,  [330]  1655 

Privilege  —  Exclusion  of  Strangers  —  The 
Ladies  Galleries  —  Mr.  Speaker  explains 
that  there  are  two  Galleries  of  this  llouse 
appropriated  to  the  use  of  ladies.  One  of 
these  is  under  Mr.  Speaker's  control,  and 
the  other  is  available  for  the  use  of  friends  of 
Members,  under  the  orders  of  Members,  in 
the  usual  manner.  If  strangers  are  excluded 
from  the  House,  that  will  not  affect  ladies, 
because  the  Lndies  Gallerj  is  not  supposed  to 
be  within  the  House.  And  Mr.  Speaker  ex- 
plains the  course  he  has  directed  on  occasion 
of  the  debate  on  Motion  for  Second  Reading 
of  the  Canta^out  DUeatet  Acts  Repeal  Bill, 
[230]  1563, 1554, 1555 

Private  Bills — Mr.  Speaker  explains  the  course 
of  procedure  directed  in  respect  of  a 
Private  Bill  which  has  been  extensiveljr 
altered  bj  the  Select  Committee  to  which  it 
was  referred.  It  has  been  held  that  the 
Amendments  made  to  a  Private  Bill  by  a 
Select  Committee  ought  not  to  be  so  exten- 
sive as  to  constitute  a  different  Bill  from 
that  which  has  been  read  a  second  time  by 
the  House ;  and  Mr.  Speaker  applies  this  rule 
to  the  case  of  the  ToU  Bridget  {River 
Thames)  Bt7(— which  is  a  hybrid  Bill,  [230] 
1679 

Select  Committees— Nomination — It  is  compe- 
tent to  an  hon.  Member  to  move  theomission  of 
any  name  from  the  list,  hot  not  to  substitute 
the  name  of  another  Member  in  his  stead 
without  notice. — Referees  on  Private  BiUs, 
[227]  1496 

Supply — By  Order  of  the  Hoose  of  last  Session 
(1875)  Supply  is  to  stand  as  first  Order  of 
the  Day  on  Fridays  ;  whereas  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  had  put  down  a  Money  Bill 
as  first  Order  for  Friday,  24th  March.  Mr. 
Speaker  explains  that  there  are  occasions 
on  which  such  a  course  has  been  taken— 
especially  in  the  ease  of  Money  Bills  which 
are  urgently  required,  and  which  are  not 
calculated  to  interfere  with  the  progress  of 
Public  Business. — ConsoHdaUd  Ftmd  BiU, 
[228]  564 

Supply — Amendment  on  Motion  for  Committee 
of  Supply — ^The  House  having  afSrmed  the 
Question,  **  That  I  do  now  leave  the  Chair," 
it  is  incompetent  to  move  an  Amendment, 
[227]  1771 ;  [229]  1622 
Or  Resolution,  [227]  1820 


Spkxcer,  Earl 

Burial,  Law  of.  Res.  [339J  637 
Cattle  Disease  ( Ireland),  2K.  [231]  668 
Municipal  PrivUeges  (Ireland;,  2K.  [231]  935 

Spixks,  Mr.  Serjeant  F.  L.,  Oldham 

Elementary   Education,  Comm.    el,    3,   [230] 

1288 
Railway  Passenger  Doty.  Res. [227]  1586,  ICOl 
Roaaullia~^'ew  Tarifii;  [230J  952 


Staopoole,  Captain  W.,  ^nis 

Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Court  Martial  on  Captain   Roberts,  [230] 

1961  :  [231]  414 
Veterinary  Department,  [230]  1474 
Veterinary   Surgeons,  [227]   1804 ;    [2 28] 
019,  1830 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland).  Res.  [228]  729 
Civil  Service  (Ireland),  [228]  1099 
Criminal  Law — Political  Prisoners,  Release  of, 

[229]  1049 
Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2R.  [237] 

783,  787 
Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res.  [231]  306 
Land,  Ownersof  (Ireland)— "  Domesday  Book," 

[227]  1208 
Law  and  Justice-^Wilberforce,  Mr.,  Case  of, 

Res.  [228]  2022 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts— Unseaworthy  Ships, 

[228]  472 
Navy— Naval  OflScers  holding  Civil  Appoint- 
ments. [228]  1829  ;  [229]  37 
Navy— U.  M.S.  "  Vanguard,"  Uss  of.  Motion 

for  a  Paper,  [227]  1098 
Parliamentary  Boroughs  (Ireland).  [228]  1906 
Parliamentary  Elections    Act,  1868  ~^  Boston 

Election,  [228]  1480 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  [228]  1471 
Poor  Law  Rating  (Ireland),  2K.  [229]  2024 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liauors  on  Sunday  {In*' 

land)  (No.  2),  Comm.  [231]  332 
Supply— Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  [227]  903 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Household  of, 
Ao.  [227]  1841 

Staxhofe,  Earl 
Publicans  Certificates  (Scotland),  2R.  [229] 
481,  486 

SxAinioPE,  Hon.  E.,  Lincolnshire^  Mid 
Merchant  Shipping,  2R.  [227]   447 ;  Comm. 
cL  3,  [228]  547 

Stawhope,  Mr.  W.  T.  W.  S.,  Yorkshire, 
Jt,R, 

Elementary  Education,  Comm.  el.  5,  [230] 
1301 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards),  2R. 
[229]  888 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Law  Amend- 
ment) (No.  2),  2R.  [228J  1888 

Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  cl,  15,  [228]  1618  ; 
el.  19,  1883 

Publicans  Certificates  (Scotland),  Comm.  d.  1 3, 
[230]  103 

Staitlet  of  Aldeblet,  Lord 

Africa,  West  Coast  of— Exchange  of  Territory, 

[227]  393 
Barbadoes,  [231]  250 
Cattle  Diseases  (England  and  Ireland) — VriTf 

Council  Regulations,  [227]  126 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  [229I  1032 
Elemenury  Education,  2K.  [231]  814  ;  Comm. 

el.  4,  AroeiMlt.  937  ;  add  d.  945,  946 
Fngitire  blaves— Cooli'rs,  [228J  254 
Gas  Light  an«i  Coke  Compauy,  2R.  [230]  232 
India — SirUar  Naraio  Sto^U,  Peuv.v^>x  ^A^S>-ua\ 


8TA         STA 


{  GENEEAL   INDEX) 
227—228—239 — 230—231. 


STA        SIB 


Starlbt  of  Alderlbt,  Lord — cent. 

Languages  (India) — Indian  Civil  Service,  [230] 

1465 
Malay   Peninsula,   Address  for  Papers,  [227] 

1000.    1013,  1018  ;    Personal  Explanation, 

1283;  Res.  [230]  824.  846 
Mauritius,   Coolie  Traffic  in  the^The  Royal 

Commission,  [229]  481 
Primary  Education,  Motion  for  Returns,  [229] 

98 
Royal  Titles,  2R.  [228]  850 
Slave  Trade.  IR.  [230]  239  ;  2R.  736  ;  Comm- 

cl,  1,   Amendt.  848;   3R.  Protest  against, 

[231]  1236 
Turkey— Treaties  of  1876,  Res.  [231]  102 


Stanley,  Hon.  Captain  F.  A.  (Financial 
Secretary  for  War)  Lancashire^  N, 

Army — Miscellaneous  Quebtions 

Guards,  Brigade  of.    Special   AUowancei 

to  the,  [229]  1990 
Militia  Adjutants,  [227]  1768,  1771 
Militia  Quartermasters  —  Pensions,    [227] 

1236 
Mobilization  Scheme,  The  New,  [230]  373 
Army  Corps  Training,  2R.  [229]  1752 
Army  Estimates— War  Office,  [229]  1658 
Yeomanry  Cavalry  Pay  and   Allowances, 
[227]  1776 
Army    Purchase    Estimate — Army    Purchase 
Commission,  [229]  2023 


Stansfeld,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Halifax 

Contagious  Diseases  Acts  Repeal,  2R.  [230] 
1580 

Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Res.  [227]  849,  850, 
851 

Medical  Act  Amendment  (Foreign  Universi- 
ties), 2R.  [230]  1014 

Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  cL  28,  [229] 
1767;  Consid.  [230]  482 

Valuation  of  Property,  Leave,  [227]  250 

Vivisection  —  Royal  Commission,  Report  of, 
[227]  819 


Stanton,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Stroud 

Commons,  Comm.  cl.  .4,  Amendt.  [229]  1523 ; 
el.  8,  Amendt.  1527 


Starkie,  Mr.  J.  P.  C,  Lancashire,  N,E, 
Increase  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.  [227]  354 


Statute  Laiv — Acts  of  Parliament — Report 
of  Select  Committee  of  1875 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  24, 
To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  •*  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  effect  should  he  given 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  1875  upon  Acts  of  Parliament  "  (Mr. 
Gregory)  v.,  [228]  568  ;  after  debate.  Ques- 
tion, "  That  the  words,  die."  ^ut.^  «kXid 
agreed  to 


Statute  Law  Bevisioii  (SulMtitatad  Sn- 
actments)  Bill  [hx.] 

( The  Lord  ChaneeOor) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  !••  May  11  (No.  82) 

Read  2»  •ifay  15 

Committee  *  May  22 

Report  •  May  23 

Read  3*  *  May  26 
c.  Read  l^  •  June  1  [Bill  183] 

Read  2**  •  June  15 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  10 

Read3<'*/un«  19 
h  Royal  Assent  June  27     [39  A  40  Viet,  e.  20] 


Stevenson,  Mr.  T.  C,  8<mth  Shields 

Elementary  Education,  Consid.  d,  14,  [231] 

478,  545 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.c2.  10,  [228]  1796; 

add,  cl,  [229]  68 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  2R.  [230]    1878  ;  3R. 

[231]  561 


Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,   Wigion  Bo, 

China  —  Yunnan  BAission — The  Report,  [231] 

117 
China,  Res.  [230]  558 
Church  Bodies]  (Gibraltar) — The  OrdisaDCM, 

Motion  for  an  Addreu,  [228]  700 
Churoh  Rates  Abolition  (ScotUod),  8R.[2a8] 

84 
Contagiouf    Diaeaies    (Animals),    Ret.  [227] 

2057 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [229]  1957  ;  Codib. 

cl  7,  [230]  1417 
Fugitive  Slaves,  Reception  of,  [227]  819 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [227]  1640 
Intoxicating    Liquors   (Scotland),    2R.    [230] 

1383 
Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions  (Great 

Britain),  Res.  [228]  998 
Poor  Law  (Scotland),  Comm.  [230]  513 
Publicans  Certificates  (Scotland),  Comm.  el.  5, 

[228]  1811 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),  2R.  [230]  1350 
Slave  Trade  (East  Africa),  Res.  [228]  1220 


Stoker,  Mr.  G.,  Nottinghamshire,  8. 
Contagious    Diseases   (Animals),    Res.    [227] 

2066 
Elementary    Education,    Leave,    [229]    065 ; 
Comm.  [230]    1283;   el.   4,   1292;   el.   14, 
1455;  cl  26,  1505;  el  34,  1512;  add.  el. 
1849 
Game  Laws  (ScotUnd),  2R.  [227]  1642 
Inland  Revenue — Malt  Tax,  [229]  1973,  1974 
Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions  (Great 

BriUin),  Res.  [228]  1031,  1032 
Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [229]  1862 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),  2R.  [230]  1344 
Supply — Constabulary,  Ireland,  [228]  593 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  [227]  1845 

Strathnairn,  Lord 
\      Aruv^ — The    Reserves,   Address   for    Papers, 


SUP 


iSkpirfjf— oont. 


8TJP 


(SESSION    1876) 

227— 228— 219— 830—  »3«. 


SUP 


SUP 


Rinvui  DiPAETifBirra,  4o. 
ComciTTBB  ifor  20 — Report  Mar  21 

Inland  Revenue    ... 

Pott  Office  Packet  Senrioe... 


ToUl  of 
Vote. 


MOO 
9,000 


Total  of  Vote    ...  £4,843,001 


NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1876-7. 

GoMmrrBB  Mar  13 — Rbpobt  Ifar  14 

Departmental  Statement  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  {Mr,  Hunt) 
in  moving  the  Navj  Estimates 
Moved,  "  That  60,000  Men  and  Boys  Nwnberi, 
be  employed  for  the  Sea  and  Coast- 
guard Service  for  the  year  ending 
the  31st  March,  1877,  including 
14,000  Royal  Marines  "   [227]  1918       60,000 

After  long  debate,  Moved  to  report 
Progress,  &o.  {Mr.  Rylands) ;  A.  63 ; 
N.  105  ;  M.  42 

Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  now 
leave  the  Chair"  (Captatn  Nolan); 
after  short  debate,  A.  62,  N.  104; 
M.  42  ;  Vote  agreed  to 

Moved  to  report  Progress,  dtc.  {Mr, 
Dillwyn);  Motion  agreed  to;  Com- 
mittee— EJ. 


ToUl  of 

Vote. 

£ 


CoMMiTTBB  April  10 — Rbpobt  April  1 1 

(1.)  Wages  to  Seamen  and  Marines...  8,634,904 
After  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[228]  1528 
(2.)  Victuals  and  Clothing  for  ditto...  1,153,367 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[228I  1549 
(3.)  Admiralty  OfBce  [228J  1549     189,820 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(4.)  Coast  Guard  Service,  Royal  Naval 
Reserve,  Ao, 
Moved,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£210,230,  be  granted,  Ac." 
Moved  to  report  Progress,  &o.  {Mr. 
Rylandt) ;  after  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion agreed  to  ;  Committee — e.p. 


Coif  MiTTBB  May  8 — Rbpobt  May  9 

£210,230,     Coast    Guard    Service, 
Ac. ;  after  short  debate,  Vote  agreed 
to      ...  ...  [229]  255 

(5.)  Scienti6o  Branch 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£109,194,  be  granted,  Ac." 
Moved  to  report  Progress,  Ac.  {Mr, 
Hyland$) ;  Motion  agreed  to ;  Com- 
mittee—b.p. 

CoMMiTTBB  June  16 — RiPOET  June  19 

Moved,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£109,194,  be  granted,  dec." 

Moved  to  report  Progress,  Ao.  {Mr, 
Rylandt) ;  after  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion withdrawn;  Original  Motion 
withdrawn  [229]  2019 


210,230 


[fiwL 


ComnTTBi  June  26— Rbpobt  June  27 

Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£109,194,  be  granted,  Ac." 

Moved,  <<That  Sub-head  £38,051, 
Royal  Naval  College,  Greenwich, 
be  reduced  £2,000  "  {Mr, Rylandt); 
after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  Vote  agreed  to     [230]  456 


ToUl  of 
Vote 

£ 


109,194 


(6.)  Dockyards  and   Naval  Yards  at 
Home  and  Abroad 

Moved.  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,323,750,  be  granted,  dtc." 

Moved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,073,750,  Ac."  (Mr.  Rylandt); 
after  short  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  Vote  agreed  to    [230]  462  1,323,750 

(7.)  Victualling  Yards  at  Home  and 
Abroad  ...  ...  ... 


(8.)  Medical  Establishments  at  Home 
and  Abroad     ...  ...  ... 

(9.)  Marine  Divisions 

(10.)  Naval  Stores  for  the  Building, 
Repair,  and  Outfit  of  the  Fleet  and 
Coast  Guard,  Steam  Machinery  and 
Ships  built  by  Contract : 

Section  I.  Naval  Stores 

Section  II.  Steam  Machinery  and 
Ships  built  by  Contract 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ... 

[230]  472 

(11.)  New  Works,  Buildings,  Machinery, 
and  Repairs 

(12.)  Medicines  and  Medical  Stores  ... 

(13.)  Martial  Law  and  Law  Charges ... 

(14.)  Miscellaneous  Services 

Moved,  *' That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£135,547,  be  granted,  Ac." 

Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£135,147,  Ac."  {Mr.  Banbury 
Tracy)  \  after  short  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn ;  Vote  agreed  to 

[230]  473 


76,400 

65,830 
20,053 


1,261,320 


1,353,600 


569,249 
76,230 
15,114 


135,547 


Total  for  the  Effective  Service 


9,194,608 


( 15 .)  Half  Pay,  Reserved  Half  Pay,  and 
Ketired  Pay  to  Officers  of  the  Navy 
and  Royal  Marines  [230]  475     888,472 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(16.)  Military  and  Civil  Pensions  and 
Allowances : 

Section    I.     Military    Pensions 
and  Allowances     ...  ...      726,136 

Section   IL  Civil  Pensions  and 

Allowances  ...  ...      282,176 

Total  for  the  Naval  Service    ...11,091,392 
Foe  thb  Sbbvicb  op  othbb  Dbpabt- 

MBRTi  OP  GoVBBinCBirT. 

(17.)  Army  Department  (Conveyance 
of  Troops)        ...  ^.  ...      197,480 


ToUl  ^ilkTi  ^vtnuxv^  .^^^W^'^^SikT^ 


SUP        SUP 


(OENEEAL INDEX) 
137—338 — 339 — 330—331. 


SUP        SDP 


ARMY   ESTIMATES,   l87«-7. 
CoioaiTSB  Jfar  2 

Departmental  Statement  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  {Mr, 
Oaihame  Hardy)  in  moving  the 
Army  Estimates 

Moved,  '*  That  a  number  of  Land 
Forces  not  exceeding  183,884  be 
maintained  for  the  Servioep  Ao. 
from  the  Ist  day  of  April  1876,  to 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1877" 
[237]  1236 

Amendt.  Moved,  "That  a  number 
of  Land  Forces  not  exceeding 
122,884.  4c."  {Mr.  Pecue) 

After  debate,  moved  to  report  Pro- 
gress (Mr.  Holms) ;  after  further 
short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  ; 
Committee — b.p. 

CoifMiTTXs  Mar  6 

Question  and  Amendt.  again  pro- 
posed ;  after  long  debate,  Amendt. 
vrithdrawn  ;  Vote  agreed  to,  1456 

Resolution  reported  Mar  9 

NUMBXBS. 

(a.)  Total  number  of  Men,  exclusive 
of  the  Staff  of  Brigade  Depdts  to 
be  formed  from  permanent  Staff  of 
Auxiliary  Forces 

Staff  of  Brigade  DepOts  to  be  formed 
/rom  Staff  of  Auxiliary  Forces    ... 

Total  number  of  Men  upon  the 
Home  and  Colonial  Establishment, 
exclusive  of  India         — 


Numberi 


129,693 
3,191 


I.  Rkouulb  Fobois. 


132,884 

Total  of 
Vote. 


(1.)  Pay  of  the  General  Staff,  Regi- 
mental Pay  and  Allowances,  and         £ 
other  Charges  ...  ...  4,722,200 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[227J  1486 
(2.)  Divine  Service  ...  ...        49,200 

(3.)  Administration  of  Miliury  Law         27,900 
(4.)  Medical  Establishments  and  Ser- 
vices ...  [227]  1488     262,400 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

II.    AUXILIABT   AND    RbSBRVB   FoRGBS. 

(5.)  Militia  Pay  and  Allowances 
After  short  debate.  Committee — r.p. 

[227]  1488 


Committee  Mar  9 — Report  Mar  10 
Militia  Pay  and  Allowances;   after 
short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[227]  1775 
(6.)  Yeomanry  Cavalry,  Pay  and  Al- 
lowances ...       [227]  1776 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(7.)  Volunteer  Corps  Fay  and  Allow- 
ances                    ...       [227]  1777 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(8.)  Army    Reserve    Force    Pay   and 
allowances    (including     Enrolled 
Pensioners)  ...    t^ill  HTT 
After  short  debate,  Vole  agreed  lo 


672,700 

74,400 

458,000 

132,000 
\c<m)L 


Tetelir 
Vols. 


ComuTTBB  June  O^Rbfobt  Jume  12 
III.~  ComoiaABiiT  ABD  Obdhabos 

StOBX  EsTABLISHMBBTf,  <fcO. 

(9.)  Commissariat  and  Ordnanee  Store 

Establishments,  Wages,  Ac.      ...     370,4M 
(10.)  Provisions,  Forage,  Fuel,  Trans- 
port, and  other  Services  ...  2,997,000 
(II.)  Clothing    Establishments,     Ser- 
vices, and  Supplies  800,600 
(i3.)  Supply,  Manufacture,  and  Repair 
of  Warlike  and  other  Stores 
Moved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£1,229,000,  be  granted,  Ac." 
Moved,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exoeeding 
£1,143,146,  be  granted,  Ac.*'  {Sir 
W.  BarUeiot) ;  after  debate.  Mo- 
tion withdrawn ;  Vote  agreed  to      1,329,000 

[229]  1636 


IV. — WOBU  AND   BniLDIBGi. 

(13.)  Superintending  Establishment  of, 
and  Expenditure  for.  Works,  Build- 
ings, and  Repairs,  at  Home  and 
Abroad  [229]  1647 

Moved,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  ezceediDg 
£845,100,  be  granted,  Ae." 

Moved,  **  That  the  Item  of  £17.000 
for  Ilyde  Park  Cavalry  Barracks 
be  omitted,  Ac."  {Mr.  R.  Yorke) ; 
after  short  debate,  A.  14,  N.  125  ; 
M.  Ill  ;  after  further  short  de- 
bate. Vote  agreed  to 


845,100 


V. — Vabious  Sbbvicbs. 

(14.)  Establishments  for  Military  Edu- 
cation ...  [229]  1654 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(15.)  Miscellaneous  Services  [229]  1657 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(16.)  Administration  of  the  Army 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[229]  165S 


144,100 

36,600 

214,700 


ToUl  Efifective  Services     £13,036,300 


VI. NoSf-EFFBCTTVE    SERVICES. 

(17.)  Rewards  for  Distinguished  Ser- 
vices, die.  ...  ...        35,500 

(18.)  Pay  of  General  Officers  ..        89.000 

(19.)  Full  Pay  of  Reduced  and  Retired 

Officers  and  Half-pay     [229]  1 60S      505,800 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agre^  to 
(20.)  Widows'  Pensions.  Ac.  ...       144,600 

(21.)  Pensions  for  Wounds ...  ...         16,500 

(22.)  Chelsea    and    Kilmainbam    Hos- 
pitals (In-Peiisions)      ...  ...        35.400 

(23.)  Out-Pensions  '2293  1^9   1,220,000 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(24.)  Superannuation  Allowances      ...       164,200 
(25.)  Militia,  Yeomanry,  Cavalry,  and 

Volunteer  Corps  ...  ...         34,300 

Losses  Writtfn  on  om  Irrt" 
cov'.rabie        ►..  ...       — 


\ 


'\^Va\Y.<i\i-t^'^vv;^  SerTicea     £2,24o,3o0 


\5wa^ 


(SESSION    1ST8| 

Mf— 1»8— 


(3.)  CiMBetj  OinjioD  of  Uw  Blgli 
Court  of  JuUm 

Mond,  "  That  ■  um,  not  liciinlilll 
£173,030  b*  inntMl,  *«." 

Hored,  "  That  m  taxa,  not  •zoMdlnf 
£lT),3Sa,  Ao."  (Jfr.  ICw^}  : 
■Iter  abort  debate,  Amendt.  ud 
MotioD  wiibdnwD  [11;]  184T 

Ccmm.  May  M,  That  a  earn,  not  ex- 
BMdiDg  £li4,0Sfi,  rbe.  to  oomplete, 
Ae.  1  HoTFdtbat  anun.aotexoeed- 
iDg  £l«2,3ad,  ^.  (Xr.  WadO^); 
after  debate,  AmandL  negatited ; 
Vote  agreed  l«  [119]  1309 

Rtport  May  39 
(4-)  CommoD  Law  DirUoQ 

Moved,  "  That  a  lum,  not  eiaeeding 
£D1,S8S.  "be  granted,  Ae. ;"  Con- 
uittee — RJ. 

ComiiTtii  Mar  9(— EmiT  Mar  37 
Common  Iaw  DiTiaion     ... 
(j.)  Probata,  Diroree,  and  Adniraltj 

(6.)  Admiralty  Regiitrar  ... 
(7.)  London  Binkrapto;  Coort 
JS.)  Conntj  Court! 
(9.)  Office  of  Land  Reglslrj 
(10.)  Police  Coart*(LODdon  and  Sheer- 

(11,)  Mstropolitan  Poliee    ... 

After  ihort  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
[»8]  B91 
(■].}  Polios  in  CooDtiet  and  Boroughi 

After  abort  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[uS]  esi 

(15.)  ConTiet  Eitabliabmenli 

After  abort  debate,  Vole  agreed  to 
[llS]  5S3 
(14.)  Coantj  and  Boroogb  Priioni    ... 
(15.]'  Eeformator7      and       Indaetrial 

SehooU 
(16.}   Broadmoor     Criminal     Lunatio 

(17.)  Miaoellansoui  Legal  Cbargea    ... 

ScoTLum : 
(18.)  Criminal  Prooeedingi 
(19.)  Lav  and  Jaetioe 
{10.)  General    Register   Honte,    Edin- 

(it.)  triaona  ud  Judioial  Suiiatioi 

(d.)  Criminal  ProtMotion*  and  Lao 

Cbargee 
(13.)  Conrt  of  Chanoerj    ... 
(14.)  Courta  of  " 


m: 


te»litralion  of  Jadgment*  ...  S 
WopoUua  PoUm,  OnbUn  ...  186 
Rkbalar;  Force  [l»8]  603  I.OSt 
«t  debata^  Vole  agi«ed  to 

tXSXI.   [tOOD  8BRIB8.^  [«(Mt> 


[33,1  Ooremment  Prtaooi  .. 


VtfiM 
90,708 


(36.}  Hiaoellaneona  Legal  Charge*  ...        ee,6M 
SeaolDtlona  reported  ifor  37 
Reeolatioo   11— «fter  abort  debate, 

Reeolutioa  agreed  to         [il)4J  M7 
R«eolDlioo  S3 — after    abort  debate, 

A.  199,  N.  Iti;  M.  ITi 

Olber  ReMlutioai  agreed  lo  

Total  Cirn  Serrises,  Claai  III.  ...   £I.Vi4,fll3 


CLita  IV. — EDDOinoii,  Setimi,  1 
CoiDaTTii  Aug  I— RiroBT  Aug  i 

Oaau  BaiTux : 
(I.)  t  £l,)07.0ss.  Public  Edooation 


,TOT,0»a 


After  abort  debate.  Vote  agrewl  U 

[131]  sso 

(a.)  t  £S33,S73,  Seienoe  and  Art  De- 
partment ...  [131]  M3     M7.673 
Alter  abort  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(3.)  t  £dO,147,  Briiiah  Huaeum      ...     108,M7 
After  abort  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[)3i]  3*3 

CouaTni  Aug  (— Riroar  Aug  T 

(4.)  t  £6,098,  National  Gallerj       ...         e.StS 

CoHHiTTia  Aug  1 — Kbpobt  Aug  4 
is.)  t^l.lOO.  National  Portrait  Gal- 
lery    [131]  3U         9,000 

After  abort  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

OouMtTTH  Avg  6 — Riroar  Aug  7 

(6.)  t  £!3,100,  Learned  Sooietiea    ...       13,800 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[131]  aw 

CoimitTii  Aug  I — RxPOBT  Aug  i 

(J.)  t  £7.610,  Unirersitj  of  London        10,311 

(S.)  t  £388,337.  Public  Education  ..,       438,337 
After  abort  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[131]  aoo 

(9.)  I  i4,2U7,  Board  of  Education  ... 
'JO.)  t£13,7fi4,  UnireraiCiea,  Ao.  ... 
{II.)  t  £MO0,  National  Gallerjr 

11.)  t  £430,646,  Public  EduoatiOD  ... 
After  abort  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[J3']  388 
{13.)  t  £430,  Commiationers  ol  Educa- 
tion (Endowed  Soboola) 
(14.)  t  £1,7^6,  National  Gallerj 
(tj.)  t  £1,731,  Rojal  Iriafa  Acadsmj 
(16,)  t  £3,567,  Qaeen'a  Unireraitj  ... 
(17.)  t  £8,823,  Quren'a  Colleeet 


B,70T 

i8,a5i 

3,100 


3,339 

4,787 
wssn 


SUP 


Supply— -cont. 


SUP       (QENEEALINDEX) 

227— aa8— a«9— 430— 23' 
Suppt/jf^-^ont, 


SUP 


SUP 


SUPPLBICXNTABT    1876-7 
COMMITTKB  ^11^1,3— RlPOBT^U^  4,  7 

(2.)  Soienoe  and  Art  Department   ... 
(4.)  NatioDal  Gallery 
(6.)  Learned  Societies  and  Scientific 
Institutions 


Total  of 
Vote 

£ 
4,000 
6,000 

3,000 


Total  Civil  Servioes,  Class  IV.  ...£3,290,039 

Class  V. — Colonial,  Consular,  and  othir 
Foreign  Sbrtiobs.  £ 

CoMMiTTiEiE  April  7 
(i.)  Diplomatic  Senrices 

Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£218,063,  be  granted,  <bo." 

Moved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£204,163,  4c."  {Sir  B.  D,  Wolff) ; 
Moved,  to  report  Progress,  &c.  (ifr, 
JFhitwell) ;  after  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 

Motion  {Sir  JT.  D.  Wolff)  with- 
drawn  ;    Original     Motion     with* 


drawn 


[228]  1466 


CoifMiTTxx  June  9 

Moved,  "  That  a  som,  not  exceeding 
£181,663,  be  granted  to  complete, 
Ac." 

Moved  to  report  Progress,  die.  (Dr. 
Cameron) ;  Motion  withdrawn ;  Ori- 
ginal Motion  withdrawn  [229]  1659 

CoMMiTTXx  August  5 

Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£163,163,  be  granted  to  complete, 
Ac, ;  **  after  short  debate.  Vote 
agreed  to  [^3*]  656 

R SPORT  August  7 

ft 

Resolution  8 — Moved  to  reduce  Vote 
by  £2.000— Salary  of  British  Mi- 
nister in  Peru  (Dr.  Cajmron)  ; 
after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Resolution  agreed  to  [231]  746 

CojiMiTTES  .-1m<7  5 — Report  Au<j  7 
(2.)  f  £134,896,  Consular  Services  ... 

COMMITTKE  JUM  9 KkPORT  JuM  12 

(3.^  t  £;;3,IC4,  Colonies,  Grants -in- 

*\iQ     ••«  •••  •••  ••• 

(4.)  t  £2.590,  Orange  River  Territory 

and  St.  Helena 
(5.)  I  £o,2>2.  Slave  Trade.  Commis- 
sions tor  Suppression  of 
(6.)  t  £12,007,  Tonna^  Bounties,  «tc. 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[229;;  1660 
(7.^  ♦  £4.017,  Emieration  ... 
(8.)  I  £1.600,  Treasury  Chest 

Com  MIT  IKS  .4m<7  5— Report  Ahq  7 

(9.^   Mr.  Cave's  Mission  10  Egypt    ... 
Alter  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[231:055 


218,663 


245,896 


40,164 

3,190 

3,9S2 
14,507 


4.917 
2,000 


2,200 


Supplxmxntart,  1876-7 

CoMMiTTiB  Aug  6 — Report  Aug  7 

(3.)  Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid,  Ae.    .„ 
(10.)  Suez  Canal  (British  Direoton) 


Total  tf 
Volt. 

£ 


9,M0 


Total  CivU  Servioea,  Claaa  V.^  £57i,71» 


Class     VI.  —  SupxRANNUAnoN     am 
Allowancxs     and     GRAfuinsa 

RITABLB     AND     OTHER     SsRVIOXa. 

Committee  June  9 — Report  Jmte  12 


vdk    CiA- 


(i.)  t  £333,210,  SuperaonuatUMi  aad 

Retired  Allowances 
(2.)  t  £28,900,    Merchant    Soamen's 

Fund  Pensions,  &c.        ...  ^ 

(3.)  t  £27,000,  Relief   of  DUtrened 

British  Seamen  Abroad... 

[229]  1060 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 


Committee  Aug  5 — Report  Aug  7 

(4.)  t  £13.243,  Hospitals  and  Inftrma 
ries,  Ireland    ... 


433410 
3S,0M 


18,4IS 


Committee  June  9 — Report  June  IS 

(5.)  f  £3,738,  Miscellaneous Charitablo 
Allowances,  Ac,  Great  Britain     ... 


Committee  Aug  5 — Report  Aug  7 

(6.)  t  £3,476.  MiscelUneons  Charitable 
and  other  Allowances,  Ireland 


4,588 


43M 


Toul     ^.  £528,967 


SuPPLKinCVTART    1876-7. 

Committee  Auo  5 

(7.)  Duke  of  Leeds*  Pension  Comino> 
tat  ion  ...  .M 

Resolution   reported   Jiw   7 :    xher 

debate,  agreed  to  ['3>  j  7-W         29.101 


Total  Civil  Service*,  Clasa  VI.  ...  i\'iS.0«3 


Class  VIL — MiscnjLA^sors,  Speclli,  aid 

TeMFOEAZT     Oa-'ECT«. 


(I.)  f  £41.901.   Temporaiy    C< 

sions  .^  ._  _        54.491 

(2.)  ♦  £2.4S«\  Dwp  Sea    Ex^ieri^ 

Expeo;:;on       ...  .^  2.9M 

(5J  t  £4.316.  Mi^iM'.laaeou  LxpessM  5.516 


i;b»M^\ 


"^^A;^  Cv^  :.  ?j«v«*4 ,  C  j«  V  tL  -.     £«M47 


\5« 


SUP 


SUP        (SESSION    1876] 
317 — 398 — 339—330—331  • 


STJP 


TAL 


REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS,  1876-7T. 

Comami  June  9 — Export  Jwm  12 

Vote  I.  t  £828^10,  For  the  Salariet  £ 

and  Expeoiet  of  the  Costomi  De- 
partment ...  ...  ...     998,630 

Vote  II.  t  £1,431,304,  For  the  SMaries 
and  Ezpenaes  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department       ...  ...  ...  1,731,304 

Vote  III.  t  £2,370.406,  For  Salaries 
and  Expentet  of  the  Post  OflBoe  Ser- 
▼ieea,  the  expenses  of  Post  OflAoe 
Savings  Banks,  and  of  Government 
Annuities  and  Insurances,  and  of 
the  Collection  of  the  Post  Office 
Revenne  ...  ...  ...  3,120,406 

Vote  IV.  f  £701,930,  For  the  Post 
Offloe  Packet  Service     ...  .«.     861,030 


5^ppZy— cont. 


Total  of 
Vote. 

Vote  V.  t  £928,148,  For  the  Salaries  £ 

and  Expenses  of  the  Post  Offloe  Tele- 
graph Service  ..  ...  1,128,148 


SuppLxmifTABT  1876-7. 

CoMmTTxx  Aug  5 — Rrpobt  Aug  7 

(3.)  Post  Office  ... 

(5.)  Post  Office  Telegraphs 


67,000 
33,000 


Total  Revenue  DepartmenU  ...  £7,930,318 


Ck>MMimx  June  26 — Rxport  June  27 

Advances  for  Greenwich  Hospital  and 

School  .„  ...  ...    £146,762 


Sapreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1875) 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Mddon,  Mr,  Butt,^Mr.  (yShaughnesty) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  l^"  •  Feb  9  [Bill  44] 

2R.  [Dropped] 


Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 

Bill  [H.L.]       (  The  Lord  Chancellor) 

aa8]Z.  Presented  Mar  16,  46 ;  after  short  debate, 
Bill  read  1»  (No.  31) 

.  Read  2%  after  short  debate  April  6,  1301 
139]  Committee  May  6,  96 
.  Report  May  16,  763  (No.  74) 

Read  3**  May  18 
e.  Read  !••  {Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 
.  May  22  [Hill  161] 

.  Read  2®,  after  short  debate  June  12,  1754 
330]  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,**  Tliat  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  June  23, 
.     342 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable 
that  in  any   Bill   intended   to  constitute  a 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  in  Ireland  the 
rules  of  procedure  should  be  settled  and  de- 
fined in  the  Act  constituting  the  Court,  in 
the  same  manner  and  to  the  same  extent  as 
they  have  been  in  the  Acts  constituting  the 
English   Court  "  {Mr,  Butt)  v. ;    Question 
proposed,   '*  That   the  words,  &e, ; "    after 
lorig  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  244,  N.  76  ; 
M.  168 
Main  Question  proposed,  ^'  That  Mr.  Speaker, 
&c.  ; "    Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate   be  now 
adjourned"  {Mr.  0*Connor  Power);  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  6,  N.  210  ;  M.  204 
Main   Question    again   proposed,  **That   Mr. 
Speaker,  Ae. ; "  further  Proceeding  adjourned 
.  Proceeding  resumed  June  26,  483 
Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.   Speaker,  Ac.,' 

put,  and  agreed  to ;  Committee — aj». 
Bill  withdrawn  *  Auput  9 


»t 


SwANSTON,  Mr.  A.,  Bandon 

Jnrors  Qualification  (Ireland),  Comm.  Sche- 
dule 1,  [230]  209 

Parliament — Strangers,  Exclusion  of,  [230] 
1664 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),  Comm.  [231]  342 

Supply — Public  Education,  Ireland,  [231]  279 


Sweden  J  The  British  Church  at  Stockholm 
Question,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope :  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  April  10,  [228]  1474  ;  Observations, 
Question,  Viscount  Enfield  (I^rd  Strafford); 
Reply,  The  Karl  of  Derby  ;  short  debate 
thereon  June  16,  [229]  1885  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Beresford  Hope  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
July  31,  [331]  121  ;  Observations,  Mr. 
Beresford  Hope  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
Augutt  7,  714 

Sykes,  Mr.  C,  York,  E,R. 

Criminal  Iaw — Mad  Dogs,  [229]  1116 

Local  Light  Dues  (Reduction),  Comm.  [229] 

1963 
Merchant  Shipping,  Consid.  add,  el,  [229]  1069 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  JiTent,  IF. 

Burial    Grounds,   2R.    Bill   withdrawn,  [230] 

1013, 1021,  1922,  1024 
Burial  Services  in    Parish  Churchyards,  Res. 

Amendt.  [227]  1363,  1366 
Church  of  England — Ilalifax  Vicarage— Vicar's 

Kate,  [231]  972 
Elementary     Education,    Leave,    [229]    962 ; 

Comm.    el,   6,   [230]  1400;   el.  11,   1446; 

Postponed  el.  8, 1530  ;  add.  el,  1644,  1640  ; 

add.  el.  [231]  63  ;  Schedule  1,  68 
Elementary    Education    Act,    1870  —  School 

Boards,  [229]  1620 
Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order  C!on« 

firmation  (London),  [231]  1188 
Increase  of  the  EpUoo^le,  ^^.  ^^*\\^^'^  % 

i  a  "H.  %  ^^5**^ 


TAL 


TEL        {QENBEAL   INDEX)        TEL       THO 

227—338 — 339—330—331. 

Tdegraph$  {Money)  BiU-^tooL 

I  Read  !*•  (Lard  President)  Mar  18  (N<».») 


Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G. — eont. 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Lioensing  Boards),  2R. 

[229]  900 

Parliament — Public  Business,  [230]  1913 
Poor  Law  (Metropolis) — Charlotte  HammoDd, 

Case  of,  [230]  1628 
Prisons,  LeaTe,  [229]  1552 


Talbot  de  Malahide,  Lord 

Irish  Church  Act — Irish  National  Monuments, 
[230]  1767 


Taylor,   Eight  Hon.  Colonel   T.    E., 
Dublin  Co, 
Duch.T  of  Lancaster  and  Agricultural  Holdings 
(England)  Act,  [227]  1796  ;  Res.  [229]  1282 


Taylor,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leicester  Bo. 

Barbadoes,  Flogging  in,  [228]  1323 

Civil  Departments  (Employment  of  Soldiers), 

Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  [228]  1997 
Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous  Questions 
George  Hill,  Execution  of,  [229]  34 
Political  Prisoners,  Release  of,  [229]  1052 
Wife  Desertion — George  Warrington,  Case 
of,  [227]  2011 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  Consid.  cL  3,  [231]  1150 
Customs  and   Inland   Revenue,   Comm.  cL  S, 

[229]  1211 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [237]  1643 
Law    and    Justice— Wilberforce,    Mr.   R.  G., 
Case  of,  [227]  675,  676;  Res.  [228]  2008, 
2016, 2022 
Mutiny,  [227]  1873  ;  Comm.  cl.  106,  Amendt. 

[228]  912;  Amendt.  913 
Navy — Arrest    of    Seamen  —  Leave- breaking, 
[228]  1907 
Naval    Discipline   Act  —  Flogging   in   the 
Navy,  [229]  487 
Navy — Flogging,   Punishment  of,    Res.   [230] 

147,148,  177 

Offences   against   the   Person,    Comm.    [227] 

331  ;  Amendt.  1180;  Motion  for  reporting 

Progress,  [228]  1622,  1623 

Parliament— East  Suffolk  Election,  [227]  2009 

Public  Business,  [227]  1124,   1126;  [229] 

1554 
Strangers,  Exclusion  of,  [230]  1554 
Public  Health — Vaccination  Act,-  [231]  819;— 
Mr.  Pearce,  Case  of,  [230]  1883  ; — Prosecu- 
tions, [228]  62 
Sunday  Trading — Bakers  Act,  [228]  62 
Turkey — Bulgaria,  Atrocities  in,  [231]  732 
Valuation  of  Property  (Metropolis)  Act  (1869) 

Amendment,  2R.  [227]  11G2 
Wild  Fowl   Preservation,   2R.  Amendt.  [229] 
1181 


Telegraphs  (Money)  Bill 

{Mr.  RaikeSf  Lord  John  Manners ^  Mr.  William 

Henry  Smith) 

c.  Resolution  [February  28]  reported,  and  agreed 
to  :  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1°  *  Mar  1  [Bill  90] 
Read  2«,  after  short  debate  Mar  6,  [227]  1488 
Committee*;  Report  Mar  ^ 
Read  3"  •  Mar  10 


Read  2*  •  ifor  20 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  21 
Read3»*Ifor23 
Royal  Aasent  Mar  27 


[39  FteC.e.61 


Temple,  Eight  Hon.  W.  F.  Cowper-, 

HanUy  S. 
Commons,  2R.  [227]  535;  Comm.  [229]  1330, 

1386;  cl.  2,  Amendt.  1887,   1S93;  el.  8, 

Amendt.  1525,  1529  ;  d.  12,  1582 ;  Cooad. 

[230]  134  ;  Amendt.  138 
Elementary    Education,   Comm.   [330]  1838; 

add.  el.  1996  :  Amendt.  2008,  2009 
Epping  Forest—  Forest  Committionen'SehenM, 

[230]  1624 
Fine  Arts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [229]  289 
Medical  Act   Amendment  (Foreign  Unireni* 

ties),  2R.  [230]  996.  1020 
Merchant  Shipping,  Consid.  add,  d.  [229]  1061 
National  Gallery — New  Buildings,  [229]  143S 
New  Forest — Stoneycross,  Incloeure  at,  [229] 

34,  1425 
Windward  Islands—Federation,  [328]  1178 


Tbmpletown,  Viscount 

Metropolis  —  Northumberland    ATonoe,  [218] 
1394 


Tenant  Bight  at  the  Expiration  of  LeuM 

Bill  ( Mr.  Mulholland,  Lord  Arthur  Edwin 
Bill'Trevmr,  The  Marquess  of  HamilUm, 
Captain  Carry ^  Mr.  Chaine) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  Feb  21  [Bill  84] 

2R.  May  2,  [228]  2040       [House  counted  cot] 
2R.  [Dropped] 


Tennant,  Mr.  R.,  Leeds 

Army  —  Majors  of  Cavalry,  Supernumerary, 

[228]  74 
Employers  Liability  for  Injury,  2R.  [229]  1179 
Factory  and  Workshop  Acts,  Res.  [230]  985  ; 

Report,  [231]  550 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  2R  [230]  1677 


Thames     Valley    Drainage  —  Report    of 
Colonel  Cox 
Question,  Captain  Pim  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  JpnVlO,  [228]  1484 

Report— P.P.  134 


TnoExmLL,  Mr.T.,  Suffolk,  W. 

Barbadoes— Riots,  The.  [228]  1628, 1834  ;  [230] 
1281  ;  [231]  702  ; — Governor    Hennessy. 
[229]  155 
Social  and  Political  Condition,  [231]  48 
Criminal    Law — Jermyn   Street,    (Outrages  in, 
^ijoll281 


\ 


TOL 


TOW 


(SESSION    1876) 
227—228—229—230—231. 


TEA 


TEA 


2Wl  BrUgeB  {River  Thamei) 

Seleet  Committee  appointed,  *'to  uke  into 
eoniidention  the  freeing  of  the  remainiog 
Tollpaying  Bridges  o?er  the  Thames,  and 
the  most  equitable  mode  of  raising  the  neoes- 
nry  fiinds,  and  to  report  to  the  House  "  {Mr, 
Alderman  M' Arthur)  Mar  31 

And,  on  April  10,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows:— Mr.  Stansfeld  (Chairman),  Mr.  For- 
ijth,  Mr.  Grantham,  Mr.  F.  Hurrison,  Sir 
James  ilogg,  Mr.  William  Holms,  Colonel 
Jervis,  Sir  James  LAwrcnce.  Sir  Trevor 
Lawrence,  Mr.  Alderman  M'Arthur,  Mr. 
Mundella,  Mr.  Puleston,  Sir  Charles  Russell, 
Mr.  Serjeant  Spinks,  and  Mr.  Toung 

Report  of  Select  Comm.  May  26     F./'.  244 


Toll  Bridges  (River  Thames)  Bill 

(Hr,  Alderman  MArthur,  Sir  Jamei  Clarke 
Lawrence,  Mr.  Forsyth,  Sir  Henry  Peek, 
Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  Sir  Charles  HusscU) 

tf.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  16  [Bill  77] 

Read  2°  *,  and  referred  to  a  SoIeQ.t  Committee 
June  19 

And,  on  June  22,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Stansfeld  (Chairman),  nominated 
by  the  Committee  of  Selection,  Mr.  Coope, 
Mr.  Cabitt,  Sir  James  Hogg,  Sir  Andrew 
Lask,  Mr.  Alderman  M'Arthur,  Sir  Charles 
Russell,  Mr.  Uanbury,  Mr.  Kalli,  Mr. 
Rodwell,  and  Mr.  Wait,  nominated  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection 

Report  of  Select  Comm.  June  30      P.P.  328 

Qoeition,  Sir  Henry  Peek ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Disraeli  July  2U,  [230]  1624  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Fawoett ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Mayor,  1628 

Order  for  Committee  {on  rc-comm.)  read  July  20, 
1670  ;  after  short  debate,  Order  discharged 

Bill,  as  amended,  referred  to  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills  to  inquire  whether 
the  Amendments  involve  any  int'raction  of 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House  ;  leave 
given  to  the  Examiner  to  sit  and  proceed 
Ibrthwith  [Bill  210] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  August  14 


ToBB,  Mr.  J.y  Liverpool 

County   Palatine  of  Lancaster  (Clerk  of  the 

Peace),  2K.  [227]  336 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  cl.  8,  Amendt. 
[230]  1530 ;  add.  cl,  1538,  1530 


ToBSENS,  Mr.  W.  T.  M.,  Finshury 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Consid.  cl.  6,  [231]  762 
Art  Library,  South  Kensington,  [229]  104 
British  Museum —Salaries,  [228]  1576 
Treaty  of   Vienna,    18 15-— Polish    Language, 
[231]  820 


Towns  Bating  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Sir  Joseph  M*Kenna,  Mr,  Butt,  Mr,  Maurice 

Brooks,  Mr,  Meldon) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  J*tf5  9  [BiU  41] 

3U.  [Dropped] 


I 


Tkacy,  Hon.  0.  E.  D.  Hanbuby-,  Mont- 

gom&ry,  Sfc. 
Navy ~  Miscellaneous  Questions 
Circular  Ships,  [227]  1798 
Commanders  —  Order  in    Council,   1864, 

[229]  104 
Detaoliod  Squadron,  [228]  171 
Dockyards,  dsc. — Foreign  Officers,   Admis- 
sion of,  [229]  1348 
Naval  Interpreters,  [228]  96S,  1327 
Navigating  Officers,  [229]  2012 
Retired  Naval  Commanders,  [231]  818 
Navy — Flogging,  Punishment  of,  lies.  Amendt. 

[230J  163 
Navy— H. M.S.  "  Vanguard,"  Loss  of  the.  Mo- 
tion for  a  Paper,  [227]  1064 
Navy— Navigation  of  Her  Majesty's  Ships,  Res. 

[228]  1635 
Navy— Ships  of  War,  Res.  [229]  241 
Navy  Estimates— Half  Pay,  Ac.  [230]  475 
Miscellaneous  Services,  Amendt.  [230]  473 
Seamen  and  Marines,  L228J  1536 

Trade  Marks  Registration  Act,  1875 
Question,  Mr.   Hermon  ;  Answer,  The  Attor- 
ney General  May  4,  [229]  40 

Trade  Marks  Begistration  Amendment 

Bill  [H.L.]    {The  Lord  Cfiancellor) 

L  Presented  ;  read  !••  June  16  (No.  121) 

Read  2»  •  June  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  22 

Read  3**  June  2'i 

Commons  Amendts.  (No.  173) 

c.  Read  1°»  June  29  [Bill  217] 

Read  2"  •  July  4 

Committee  *  ;  Keport  July  6 

Considered  *  July  1 1 

Read3o*//</y  13 
/.  Royal  Assent  July  24    [39  <b  40  Viet,  0.  33] 

Trade  Union  Act  (1871)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Thunias  Brassey,  Mr.  Jacob 

Brigia,  Mr,  Morley) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1**  •  Mar  1  [BiU  92] 

Read2o*3/ar27 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  5 

Read  S**  •  May  3 

Lords  Amendts.  [Bill  208J 

/.  Read  1»»  {The  Lord  Afjcrdare)  May  5  (No.  73) 

Read  2%  after  short  debate  May   26,  [229] 
1259 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  29  (No.  98) 

Committee*  {on  re-comm.) ;  Report  June  1 

Read3**/uw«  13 

Royal  Assent  June  30    [39  it  40  Vict.  0.  22] 

Trade  Union  Act,  1871 — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  Mundella ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Feb  22,  [227]  678 

Training  Schools  and  Ships  Bill 

{Captain  Pirn,  Mr.  Coope) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Feb  9  [Bill  13] 

bill  withdrawn*  Juhj  20 


TEA       TEA 


{GENEEAL    INDEX) 
237—228 — 229^230—231 . 


TEE       TUB 


Tralee  Savings  Bank 
Moved,  *'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  case  of  the  depositors  in 
the  late  Tralee  Savings  Bank  "  ( The 
G'Donoghue)  Mar  7,  [227]  1682  :  after  short 
debate,  Question  put ;  A.  54,  N.  133  ;  M.  79 

Tralee  Savings  Bank  Bill 

{Mr,   William  Htfnry  Smith,  Sir  Michael  Hicht- 

Beach) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  July  27  [Bill  275] 

Read  2°  •  July  31 

Committee*  ;  Report  Augtut  2 

Read  3°  •  August  3 
/.  Read  !•  •(Lord  President)  August  4  (No.  202) 

Read  2»  •  August  8 

Committee  *  ;  Report  August  9 

Read  3**  August  10 

Royal  Assent  August  11     [39  &  40  Vtct,  c.  ooiv] 

Tramways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
(Dublin)  Bill 

(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Mr,  Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l»»/u««  22  [Bill  207] 

Read  2^  *,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
August  2 

And,  on  August  S,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :  —  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Chairman),  Mr.  Maurice  Brooks.  Mr.  Gib- 
son ;  Mr.  Cotes,  and  Mr.  Fresbfleld  nomi- 
nated by  the  Committee  of  Selection 

Committee  *  (on  re-comm.) ;  Report  August  5 

Read  3° •  August  7 
I.  Read  !••  {Lord  President)  August  8  (No.  213) 

Read  2»*  August  10 

Committee*  ;  Report  ^u^t^  11 

Read  3**  August  12 

Royal  Assent  August  16    [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  65] 

Tramways  Order  Confirmation  (Wantage) 

Bill  [H.L.]         (  The  Lord  President) 

I.  Presented;    read    !»•,    and    referred    to    the 
Examiners  April  28  (No.  61) 

Kead  2"  •  May  0 

Committee  •  :  Report  May  15 

Read  3*  •  3/ay  16 
c.  Read  l""*  May  18  [Bill  157] 

Read  2°  •  May  22 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  1 

Read  3°*  JuM  12 
I.  Royal  Assent  June  27   [39  <k  40  Vict.  c.  42] 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Bristol, 
&c.)  Bill  [H.L.] 

( T/ie  Lord  President) 

I.  Presented;    read    !■•,    and    referred    to    the 
Examiners  April  28  (No.  60) 

Head  2"*  Miy  5 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  I 

Committee*  (on  re-cqmm.)  June  15 

Report  •  June  16 

Kead  3"^*  June  19 
c.  Read  ]»•  June  21  [Bill  203] 

Read  2""*  June2Q 

Committee*;  Report /ii/y  6 

Considered  •  Juiy  7 

Read  3«  •  JxUm  \0 
L  Royal  Assent 'July  24     V^^  &  IQ  Vxct.  c.  ti\\ 


Treasury  Solicitor  Bill 

{Mr,    William  Henry  Smith,  Mr,  ChoM^ler  • 
the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Attorney  OenenU) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°*  April  10  [BiU  128] 

Read  2°  •  April  24 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  4 

Read  3«  *  May  5 
I,  Read  1  •  *  ( TAe  Lord  President)  May  8  (No.  7 

Read  2»  *  May  29 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  30 

Read  3*  *  June  1 

Royal  Assent  June  27        [39  ^  40  Viet  c.  li 

Treaties'  respecting  Non-European  Com 

tries — Rertslefs  **  Map  of  Europe 

Treaty'' 

Question,  Sir  H.  Dmmmond  Wolff;  Aniv 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Excbeqaer  Amfvat 

[131]   416  ;    Question,   Sir   H.  Dramnio 

Wolff ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  August  4,  h\\ 


Treaty  of  Vienna,  1815— 2%«  Polish  Ia 

guage 
Question.  Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens  ;   Aniwvr,  ) 
Bourke  August  8,  [231]  820 

Treaty  of  Washington — Canadian  FUh 

Commission 
Question,    Mr.    £.    Jenkins ;     Answer,   3 
Bourke  June  22,  [230]  257 

Teemayne,  Mr.  J.,  Cornwall^  E, 

Unreformed  Municipal  Corporations  (Engli 
and  Wales) — Rojal  Commission,  [228]  47 

Trevelyan,  Mr.  G.  0.,  Hawick,  Sfc. 

Electoral  System — Borough  and  County  ( 
stituencies,  Res.  [229]  1442,  1458,  1491 

Lisbon  Tramways  Company  —  Twycross 
Grant — Personal  Explanation,  "230]  148 

Poor  Law  (ScotLind),  Comm.  [230*]  516 

Turkey 

MiSCILLlNEOOS    QUISTIOSS 

Alleged  Atrocities  in  Bidgaria 

230]  Question,  Observations,  Mr.  W.  E.  Fors 

.      Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli  June  26,  424  ;  Qoes 

Earl  Granville  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  C 

.     July  10.  1168;  Question,  Observations, 

.      W.  E.Forster 7u/y  10.  1180;   Moved,- 

this  House  do  now  adjourn  "  ( Mr.    if' 

Forti*'r) ;  after  short  debate,  Slot  ion  y 

drawn  ;    Question,    Mr.    Baxter ;     Am 

.      Mr.    Disraeli    July    17,    1476  :      Ques 

Mr.  Baxter :  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Jul 

1697 ;    Question,   Mr.    Evelyn   Ashley  ; 

.      swer,  .Mr.  Bourke  July  27.  1961 

231]  Observations,    Mr.    Anderson  :     Reply, 

Bourke  :    debate   thereon   August   7,    * 

Questions,    Mr.    Ritchie,  Mr.   Fawcett, 

Lowe  ;    Answers,  Mr.  Bourke,    Th*  C 

cellor   of    the    Exchequer  August   9, 

Observations,  Mr.   Evelyn    Ashley  ;     R 

\lt.  tiQarke  ;    debate    (hereon    AtHjust 


\ 


\ 


TDE        TUE 


(SESSION     1876) 
«27 — 128 — 339 — 230—23 1 . 


m 


TUB 


TUE 


Siai$  •/  Bulgaria,  Qo^stioo,  Earl  GrniiTille ; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Derby  August  1 1,  [231] 
1069 

fumrrteiUnarg  Provinces 

|o]  Qnettiocs,  Obser? ations,  The  Duke  of  Ar^Il, 
EarlDe  LaWarr;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby 

.  Jmm  26.  380  ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  O'Rpilly  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
June  27,  500;  Question,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  June  30,  737  ; 
Question,  Sir  II.  Drumniond  Wolff ;  Answer, 

.      Mr.  Disraeli  July  27,  1970 

B^ma  and  Herzegwina,  Question,  Mr.  Bruce; 
Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Feb  17,  [227]  406; 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Bruce ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
Jutg  10,  [230]  1170; — Conmlar  McmoraU' 
dum  on  Heriegotnna,  Question,  Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Julg  17,  [230] 
1480 

ReoorUd  Outbreak  ofBostilities,  Question,  The 
Marquess  of  llartinj^ton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dis- 
rMli  July  3,  [230]  873 

Servia 

Declaration  of  War  by  Servia,  Question,  Earl 
Granville;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Derby 
June  29,  [230]  610  ;  Question,  The  Marquess 
of  HartinfTion  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli,  623 

Russian  Officers  in  the  Servian  Army,  Ques- 
tion, The  Earl  of  Cnmperdown  ;  Answer,  The 
Eari  of  Derby  Juiy  3.  [230]  823 

The  Servian  Invution,  Question,  Mr.  Ilayter  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  July  4,  [230]  950 

li«  Insurrection  in  Bosnia  and  Herzegovina 

Orders  of  the  Day  postponed  July  31,  [231]  122 
Moved,  "That  this  House  is  of  opiniun  that 
Uer  Majesty's  Government,  while  maintain- 
ing the  respect  due  to  existing  Treaties, 
should  exercise  all  their  influence  with  the 
view  of  securing  the  common  welfare  and 
equal  treatment  of  the  various  races  and 
religions  which  are  under  the  authority  of 
the  Sublime  Porte"  {Mr.  Brw\'),  126 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  opinion  that "  and 
add  *'  it  is  the  duty  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment, as  one  of  the  powers  which,  under  the 
Treaty  of  1856,  guaranteed  the  independence 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  in  any  steps  that 
may  be  taken  with  a  view  to  the  restoration 
of  peace  between  the  Ottoman  Porte  and  her 
Slavonic  provinces  to  obtain  for  those  pro- 
vinces adequate  and  effectual  guarantees  lor 
good  and  impartial  jrovernment  irrespective 
of  race  or  creed  "  {ifr.  For/irth),  v. ;  Ques- 
tion proposed, "  That  the  words,  dsc. ; "  after 
long  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn 
Correspondence     .    .    P.P.  [1475,  1531] 

Salonica,  Murder  of  the  Consuls  at 
Question,  Earl  De  La  Warr  ;  Answer,  The  Earl 
of  Derby  May  18,  [229]  914  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Ilaobury  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt,  925  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Samuelson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
May  23,  1113  ;  Questions.  Earl  De  La  Warr, 
Earl  Granville  ;  Answern,  The  Earl  ol  Derby 
July  3,  [230]  847; — The  Corrcsj'Ondence, 
Question,  Mr.  Childers ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  ;  short  debate  thereon  July  24,  1820 

PJ".  1547 


Turkey — oont. 

The  Eastern  Question 

Question,  Mr.  Chaplin  ;  Answers,  Mr.  T.  0 . 
Rroce,  Mr.  Disraeli  June  22,  [230]  255  ; 
Ministerial  Statement,  Mr.  Disraeli ;  Observa- 
tions, The  Marquess  of  llartington  June  22, 
265;  Observations,  Mr.  K.  Jenkins;  El(*ply, 
Mr.  Disraeli  July  3,  873;  Moved,  «*  That 
the  House  do  now  adjourn  **  (Mr.  Edvxird 
Jenkins) ;  after  short  debate,  Slotion  with- 
drawn 

Official  Declarations — Deputations,  Question, 
Mr.  E.  Jenkins ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
July  24,  [230]  1813 

Second  Note  of  Ihe  Three  Powers  ( The  Berlin 
Memoranduvi),  Question,  Observations,  Karl 
Granville  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby  May  22, 
[229]  1000  ',—  The  Desjhitch,  Question,  Ob- 
servations, Lord  Campbell ;  Koply,  The  Earl 
of  Derby ;  short  debate  thereon  June  1 , 
1510;  Question,  Observations,  The  Marquess 
of  llartington  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli  June  9, 
1605 

The  Berlin  Conference,  Question,  Mr.  Bruce  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  22,  [229]  1053 

The  Naval  Force  in  Turkish  Waters,  Question, 
Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  July  27, 
[230]  1900 

The  Papers,  Question,  Colonel  Mure ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Buurke  May  30,  [229]  1423  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Fawcett ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Jnhj  4, 
[230]  940 ;  Question,  Mr.  K,  Jenkins  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Disraeli  July  10,  1174  ;  Observa- 
tions, Karl  Granville ;  Reply,  The  Karl  of 
Derby  July  21,  1765 

The  Treaty  of  Paris,  1 856— /ii/tf'Ar<7.»/  0/  thr. 
Ottoman  Empire,  Question,  Observations, 
Earl  De  La  Warr;  Ueply,  The  Earl  of 
Derby  June  15,  [229]  1888 

Turkish  Pittance 

Question,  Mr.  llamond  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
Afay2{),[22()]  1354 

Loans  of  1851  and  1855,  (Question,  Mr.  W. 
(iordon ;  Answer,  The  Chancellur  of  the 
Exchequer  Mar  28,  [228]  098  ;  Question. 
Sir  Charles  VV.  Dilke  ;  Answer.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Awmst  \i,  [231] 
1203 

Loans  of  1854  and  \^1\,  Question,  Mr. 
Errington  ;  Answer,  The  (*hanccllor  of  tho 
Exchequer  August  10,  [231]  966 

The  Gutirantced  Lo'in  of  1855.  Question,  Mr. 
W.  Gordon  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Feb  17,  [227]  398;  Question, 
Coluni'l  Mure ;  Answer,  'ihe  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  August  3,  [231]  423 


on    RefortnB  —  The 


Turkey  —  Firman 
Andrassy  Note 

Moved  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  for,  Copies  of  the  firman  on 
reforms  which  has  lately  come  from  the 
Sublime  Porte,  and  o(  the  Austrian  note  by 
which  it  has  been  followed  (  The  Lard  Camp' 
hell)  Mar  6,  [227]  1405  ;  after  short  debate^ 
Motion  agreed  lu 


TUE        TUB 


{ GENEEAL   INDEX) 
327 — 328 — 229— 230— 231. 


TUE       UNI 


Turkey — The  Berlin  Memorandum 

Moved,  **  That  an  bumble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  extracts  of  any  recent 
correspondence  which  has  taken  place  be- 
tween Her  Majesty's  Government  and  that 
of  Berlin  on  the  subject  of  the  insurrection  of 
European  Turkey"  {The  Lord  Campbell) 
June  26,  [230]  395  ;  after  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn 


Turkey— Treaties  o/1856 
Moved,  **  That  this  House,  anxious  for  the  wel- 
fare of  the  various  races  subject  to  tbe  Otto- 
man Empire,  and  for  an  improved  adminis- 
tration of  their  Government,  is  ready  to  sup- 
port the  measures  which  become  necessary 
for  upholding  the  Treaties  of  30th  March 
and  15th  April,  1856"  {The  Lord  Campbell) 
July  31,  [231]  74  ;  after  long  debate,  Pre- 
vious Question  moved ;  resolved  in  the  nega- 
tive 

Correspondence P,P,  1558 

Turkish  Debt,  The—The  Loan  0/ 1854 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  4,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying 
that  Her  Majesty  will  direct  that  a  communi- 
cation may  be  made  to  the  President  of  the 
French  Republic,  in  order  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther the  French  Government  will  unite  with 
the  Government  of  Her  Majesty  in  pressing 
upon  the  Government  of  Turkey  the  com- 
plete fulfilment  of  the  conditions  upon  which 
the  Turkish  Loan  of  1854  was  subscribed 
for"  {Mr.  Ru8»eU  Oumey)  v.,  [230]  1729; 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words,  &c. ;  " 
after  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn 

P.P.  1424 


Turkey — Miscellaneotis  Questions 
Assasnuation  of  the  Turkish  Mittisters,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  John  Bright ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

June  10,  [229]  1975 
Ministeriiil  Statement^  Question,  The  Marquess 

of  Hnrtington  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli /und  1, 

[229]    1521  ;    Ministerial    Statement,   Mr. 

Disraeli  Jtdy  17,  [230]  1486 
Montenegro^  Question,  Mr.  Butler-Johnstone ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  5,  [229]  106 
Reported  Deposition  of  the  Sidtan,  Question, 

Earl  Do  La  Warr ;    Answer,   The  Earl  of 

Derby  May  30,  [229]  1416 
RoHtnania,  Questions,   Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke; 

Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  July  18,  [230]  1527 
The    Geneva    Convention,   Question,   Captain 

Nolan ;    Answer,    Mr.   Disraeli    August    7, 

[231]  701 
The  Plague  in  Bagdad,  Question,  Mr.  T wells  ; 

Answer,  .Mr.  Bourke  June  26,  [230]  427 
The   War  in  the  East— The  Recess,  Question, 

Mr.  Monk  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  August  10, 

[231]  970 
Turkey  and  Greece — Proposed  Settlement  of 

Circassians,  Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  7u/y  31,  [231]  12  i 

T^R^'OR,  Mr.  E.,  Lincolnshire^  S, 
Contagious  Diseases  ^AnVma\»^,B«ft,\ii'i'\^^'i 


Turnpike  Acts  Continuance 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  inqnirs  into 
the  Sixth  Schedule  of  *  The  Annoal  T«ra. 
pike  Acts  Continuance  Act,  1875,"  {Ur, 
Salt)  Feb  24.  [227]  903 

And,  on  Feb  25,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Lord  George  Cavendish  (ChairmsB), 
Sir  Robert  Anstruther,  Mr.  W.  W.  BnA 
Mr.  Went  worth  Beaumont,  Mr.  George  Cliif; 
Mr.  Wilbraham  Egerton,  Sir  HarcoartJohft 
stone,  Mr.  Clare  Read,  Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Speneei 
Stanhope,  and  Lord  Henry  Thynne 

Instruction  to  the  Committee 

Report  of  Select  Comm P.P.  K 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  ftc-  Bin 

{Mr,  Salt,  Mr.  Sclater-Booih) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  June  26  [Bill  309] 

Read2o*  Jtt/y  6 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  10 

Considered  *  July  1 1 

Read  3«  *  July  13 
I  Read  1» •  (Earl  Jersey)  July  14     (No.  175) 

Read2**/uty24 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  25 

Read  3»*/u^y27 

Royal  Assent  August  11    [39  A  40  Vid,  e. » 

Turnpike  Roads  IVusts — Shrewshwrytm 
Holyhead  Road 
Question,  Mr.  Leighton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  SeUtti 
Booth  May  9,  [229]  263 

TwELLS,  Mr.  P.,  lAmdon 
Turkey— Bagdad,  Plague  in,  [230]  427 

Union  of  Benefices  Bill  [hl.] 

( The  Lord  Bishop  of  Exeter) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1**  May  1  (No.  64) 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2' 
May  16,  [229]  755 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("  now/*)  and  inw 
("this  day  six  months")  (The  Marqueu 
Salisbury)  ;  after  short  debate,  Amea 
withdrawn 

Original  Motion  agreed  to  :  Bill  read  2\  s 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee 

And,  on  May  29,  the  Lords  following  wt 
named  of  the  Committee: — M.  Salisbury, 
Devon,  E.  Stanhope,  E.  Chichester, 
Powis,  E.  Nelson,  E.  Kimberley,  V.  Cardw 
L.  Bp.  Exeter,  L.  Bp.  Oxford,  L.  Colchest 
L.  Stanley  of  Alderley,  L.  Hartismere, 
Coleridge 

Report  of  Select  Comm  •  June  27    (No.  14 

Bill  reported  •  June  27  (No.  147 

Committee  July  4,  [230]  938 

Report*  July  10 

Read  3^  •  July  11 
c.  Read  1"  •  (Mr.  A.  Mills)  July  14      [Bill  24 

Bill  withdrawn*  Awjust  3 

Union  Rating  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  0*Shaughnessy,  Mr.  BuU,  Mr.  DammM 

Mr.  Sheil) 
€,  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  Feb  10  [Bill  §6 
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aitad  Furishes  (ScoUand)  BiU 

fir.  Dabrymplet  Colonel  Alexander,  Mr,  Jif  Lagan) 

OHerad  :  rwl  V**  Feb  l\  [Bill  63] 

Rm4  9*/V6  3I.[337]  661 

ComnittM*  ;  Report  Ftb  22 

Read  S««  Feb  24 

Read  1'*  {Lord  Steuktrd)  Feb  26    (No.  18) 

QoMtioD,   Observatioos,  The  Enrl  of  Minto  ; 

Reply,  Earl  Beaucbamp  Mar  16,  [128]  57 
Reads**  Jfar28 
Committee  *  Mar  31 
Report  *  April  3 
Read3>*^/»i7  4 
R^jal  Ament  June  1  [39  Viet  0. 11] 


"kited  State* 

4U0KU.AIIB0U8  QdBSTIONS 

**  Alabama  "  Award,  The,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Elliot ; 

ADfwer,  Mr.  Bourke  April  10,  [228]  1481  ; 

QnettioD,  Mr.  Bates :  Answer,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  May  18,  [229]  927 
Emma  Mine,    The  —  Criminal    Proceedings, 

Qneetion,  Mr.  Cnllan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

Jfoy  29,  [339]  1352 

EgtradiHon 

CoMt  of  Caldwell,  Qaestion,  Sir  William  Ilar- 
ooort :  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Juljf  4, 
[330]  946 

iS]CateofEMra  TFtWour,  Question,  Sir  Henry 
James;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  May  I, 
1909;  Questions,  Mr.  Gourley,  Mr.  Fule- 
■ton;  Answer*,  The  Attorney  General,  Mr. 

39]  Boarke  Jfaj^  4,  44;  Question.  Sir  William 
llarooart ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  May  16, 777  ; 
Question,  Sir  William    llarooart ;    Answer, 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  May  23,   1113;   Quos- 
tioD.  Sir  Henry  James  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
June    12,    1668;— rA«    Papers,    Question, 
Earl  Graiwille  ;  Answer,  The  Fiarl  of  Derby 
May  4,  83  ; — Notice  of  Abro<fittion,  Question, 
Sir'H.  Drummond  W^o'ltf ;  Answer,  Mr.  Uourko 
3fay5,  100 
Return  of  Gates,  Question,  Sir  William  liar- 
court  :  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  August  3,  [231] 
484 
The  Extradition  Treaty,  Question,  Mr.  Stareley 
Hill ;    Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer/un^  27,  [230]  490  ;—ArrangemeNt  of 
Publie  Business,  Question,  Sir  William  liar- 
court  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Jidy  27.  1968 
Notice  postponed.  Observations,   Sir    William 
llarooart  August  10,  [231]  977 

Pari.  Papers — 
Correspondence  respecting  Extra- 
dition   [1482,  1626; 

CaseofBurley [1528 

Case  of  Caldwell        [1529; 

Return  of  Cases [1557] 

General  Schenet,  Question,  Mr.  Anderson; 
Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Mar  10,  [227]  1798 

International  Exhibition,  Philadelphia — The 
British  Commission,  Question,  Mr.  McCarthy 
Downing ;  Answer,  Viscoont  Sandon  July  17, 
[330]  1479 

7m  Indian  War,  Qaestion,  Sir  Edward  Wat- 
kin  :  Anawer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  Juiy  31,  [330] 


United  States — Extradition 

Question,  Observations,  Earl  Granville  ;  Reply, 
The  Earl  of  Derby  July  20,  [230]  1617 

Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  for  further  Corre- 
spondence respecting  Extradition "  {Earl 
Granville)  July  24,  [330]  1708 ;  after  long 
debate,  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  Augtist  3,  [231]  371  ;  after 
further  long  debate,*Motion  withdrawn 


University  Education  (Ireland)  Bill 

^Mr,  Butt,  The  0*  Conor  Don,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry, 

Mr,  MacCarthy,  Mr.  Sullivan) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  Butt)  May  16,  [229]  805  ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill 
ordered  ;  read  1«  •  [Bill  150] 

Bill  withdrawn*  August]^ 


University  of  Cambridge  Bill 

(jyfr.    Spencer    Walpole^    Mr.    Secretary  Cross, 

Ixird  John  Manners) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Spencer  Walpole) 
May  16,  [229]  829 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to;   Bill  ordered  ;  read  V**  Mav  16 

[Bill  151] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2°" 
7w/y6,  [230]  1050 

Amend t.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"in  view  of  the  large  legislative  powers  en- 
trusted to  the  University  of  Cambridge  Com- 
missioners by  this  Bill,  this  House  is  of 
opinion  that  the  Bill  does  not  sufficiently  de- 
clare or  define  the  principles  and  scope  of 
the  changes  which  such  Commissioners  are 
empowered  to  make  in  that  University  and 
the  Colleges  therein  "  {Sir  Charles  ir,  Dilke) 
v.  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
d:c.  ; "  after  long  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 

Main  Question  put.  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2° 

Bill  withdrawn*  Juhj  31 


University  of  Cambridge — Legislation 
Question,  Observations,  Earl  Granville  ;  Kcplv, 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  Mar  23,  [228] 
466 


University  of  Oxford  Bill  [h.l.] 

Formerly — 

Oxford  University  Bill 

( The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  \\  after  short  debate  Feb  24, 
[227]  791  (No.  16) 

Moved,    "That  the   Bill   be    now   read    2*'* 

Mar  9,  1661 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  ("  That,")  and  in- 
sert ("  this  House  regrets  that  any  legislation 
should  be  undertaken  in  reference  to  either 
University,  except  after  a  more  extended  and 
comprehensive  inqoiry  than  fell  within  the 
scope  of  the  recent  Royal  Commission ") 
(  The  Lord  Colchester) :  after  long  debate,  on 
Question,  "  That  the  words,  d^.  f  reiol?ed 
ia  the  atBrmatire ;  BiU  nad  S* 


I 
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University  of  Oxford  fit'M— cont. 

328]  The  Commistioners,  Question,  Observations* 
The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  ;    Reply,  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  Mar  20,  261 
.  Observations,  Question,  The  Earl  of  Airlie ; 
Reply,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  Mar  21, 
348 
.  Notice  of  Amendments,  The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury Mar  27,  598 
.  Committee  ;    Report,  ftfter  short  debate  ;   Bill 

re-committed  Mar  30,  820 
.  Committee  {on  re-comm.)  after   short  debate 

Mar  31,  926 
',  Committee  (on  re-comm.)  April  6,  1302 
.  Report  May  2,  1949  '        (No.  45) 

Read  3*  May  5,  [229]  101  ;  after  short  debate. 
Dill  passed  (Nos.  51,  68) 

c.  Read  !«•  May  8  [Bill  146] 

Moved,    "That    the    Bill  be   now  read  2»" 

June  12.  1712 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  ^*  That,"  and  add 
"  in  ?iew  of  the  large  legislative  powers  en- 
trusted to  the  University  of  Oxford  Comoiis- 
sioners  by  this  Bill,  this  House  is  of  opinion 
that  the  Bill  does  not  sufficiently  declare  .or 
define  the  principles  and  scope  of  the  changes 
which  such  Commissioners  are  empowered 
to  make  in  that  University  and  the  colleges 
therein  "  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  v. ;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  after 
long  debate.  Moved,  ''That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Grant  Duff) ;  Motion 
withdrawn  ;  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2** 
Bill  withdrawn  *  July  31 


Vaccination  Acts 

AheVs  Case,  Question,  Mr.  James  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Sclater-Booth  August  12,  [231]  1155 

Boards  of  Guardians y  Question,  Sir  Charles 
Foi'ster ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  July  4, 
[2.^0]  945  ; — The  KdghUy  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, Quesiion,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon  ;  An- 
swer, .Mr.  Sclaier- Booth  July  7,  [230]  1139 

Milner's  Case,  Question,  Mr.  Pease  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Mar  23,  [228]  477 

Pearce's  Case,  Questions,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  July  25,  [230] 
1883  ;  AwiinwiS,  [23i]819 

Prosecutions,  Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Mar  16,  [228] 
62 

Pari.  Papers — 

Vaccination  Prosecutions  (Keighley 

Union)— Letter 436 

Prosecutions  (Letter    from    Local 

Government  Board) 110 


Valuation  Bill 

{Mr,  Sclater-Booth,  Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  William 
Henry  Smith) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  (3/r.  Sctater- Booth)  Feb  11, 
[2273239  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed 
to  :  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1«  •  [Bill  69] 

Survefjors  of  Taxes,  Question,   Mr.  E.    Hub- 
bard ;    Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer April  27,  (,2281 1760 
Bill  withdrawn^  Jul ji  2ft 


Valuation  of  Property  (Ketropolit)  Ae^ 
(1869)  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  J.  G.  Hubbard,  Mr.  Forsyth,  Mr.  Twelii) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard)  Fd  It 
[227]  371  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agw 
to  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  V  [Bill  74] 

Moved,  *'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3< 
/V;6  29, 1162 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  '*  ap 
this  day  month  "  ( Afr.  Goldsmid)  ;  Qoesti 
proposed,  "  That  *  now/  Ac. ;  "  after  sb< 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

[House  counted  oot[ 

Bill  withdrawn,  after  short  debate  /Wy  ! 
[230]  1939 

Yerner,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Armagh  Co. 

Jurors  Qualification   (Ireland),    Comm.  So 

dole  1,  [230]  273 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  (Mr.  John  Croki 

Res.  [229]  1442 

VrvTAN,  Mr.  H.  Hussey,   QlamorgoMk 

Navy— Coai,  [327]  1415 

Vivisection 
Question,  Mr.  Wait;    Answer,  Mr.   A«bc 

Cross  Mar  23,  [228]  476 
Legislation,  Observations,  Question,  Lord  E 

niker  ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Richmond 

Gordon  Mar  14,  [227]  2008 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission,  Question, 

Stansfeld ;    Answer,    Mr.    Asaheton    C 

Feb  24,  [227]  819 

Report  of  the  Commission— P.P.  [12 


Waddy,  Mr.  S.  D.,  Barnstaple 
Births  and   Deaths.   KegiHtration  of — Met 

Certificates,  [22  jj  558 
Criminal  Jaw— Political  Prisoners,  Releat 
[229]  1049 
Standridge,  The  Convict,  [229]  207 
Elementary    Education,    Comm.    [230]    1 

1266,  12G7 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners — Exeter 

dowed  Schools  Scheme,  [227]  134 
Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Kes.  [227]  842 
House  Occupiers  Disqualification  Removal, 

[228]  1623 
Public  Uealth— Medical  Officer   to   the   I 

Council,  [229J  1517 

Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  ( 

of  Justice,   <kc.   Amendt.   [227]    l5 

[229]  1311,  1332 

Local  Government  Board.  Ac.  [227]  51 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act,  1873— 

cial  Referees,  [227]  302,  303;  [229]  774 

Watt,  Mr.  W.  K.,  Gloucester 

Army — Militia,  AdjuUnts  of,  [227]  674 
Pensions,  Payment  of,  [230]  Id  10 
Quartermasters,  [227]  814 
Barbadoes — Kiots,  [229]  265  ;  [230]  1811 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  cL  7,  Am 

[230J  1416 
Vivisection — Legislation.  [2 28]  476 


\ 
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WAE       WAT 


W4I&9,  The  Prince  of-  Vistt  of  E,R.H, 
to  India — The  Expenditure 
Qnettion,  Mr.  C.  B.  Denison  ;   Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer  Auguit    11, 
[23131077 

Walpole,    Eight   Hon.    ISpencer    H., 
Cambridge  University 
Inerease  of  the  Episcopate,  2R.  [227]  3C4 
Parliament — ^Business  of  the  House,  [227]  500 
Public  Schools  Act,  1868,  Res.  [228]  1436 
Supply — ^British  Museum,  [231]  264 
Uoiversity  of  Cambridge,   Leave,   [229]  829, 
836;  2a.  [230]  1050,  1115 

Walsh,  Hon.  A.,  Radnorshire 

Commons,  Comm.  el,  2,  [229]  1390  ;  add.  eh 
1570 


Walter,  Mr.  J.,  Berkshire 

Burial  Services  in  Parish  Churchyards,  Res. 

[227]  1349 
Commons,  Comm.  el.  8,  [229]  1526 
Elementary  Education, 2R.  [229]  1052  ;  Comm. 

e/.  14,  [230]  1451 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  add.  el,  [229] 

1775,  1778  ;  Consid.  [230]  478 

Ward,  Dr.  M.  F.,  Galway 

Admiralty   Jurisdiction    (Ireland),   2R.    [228] 

1886 
Army  Medical  Officers,  [230]  426 
Army* —  Medical  Service  —  Civilian    Doctors, 

[227]  401 
Anny    Estimates  —  Medical    Establishments, 

[227]  1488 
Coast  and  Deep  Sea  Fisheries  f  Ireland),  2R. 

[228]  428.  464 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  Amondt.  [231]  804  ; 

ConMd.  c/.  3,  1148 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  3R.  [229]  1377 
Education    Code  —  Subjects,   Cltoico  of.   Res. 

[227]  1812 
Elementary   Education,  Comm.  add.  cl.  [230] 

1848  ;  Consid.  cl.  14,  [231]  491,  529 
India 'Bohar,  Famine  in,  [230]  1046,  1047 
India — Bengal  Famine,   Motion   for  a    Select 

Committee,  [228]  1858 
Inland   Revenue— Excise — Blending    of   Irish 
Whiskey,  Motion   for  a  Select   Committee, 
[228J  1208 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Equity  Courts  —  Lord    Justice  Christian, 

Personal  Explanation,  [227]  2017 
Landed    Estates    Court  —  Second    Judge, 

Appointment  of,  [228]  70 
Magistrates — Orange   Meeting,  Speech  at, 

[229]  172 
Poor  Law — South  Dublin  Workhouse,  [230] 

1812 
Primary  Education,  [227]  1122 
Ireland— Borough  Franchise,  Res.  [228]  742 
Ireland— Common  Pleas — Resignation  of  Chief 

Justice,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  [231]  1233 
Ireland— National  School  Teachers  Act,  1875, 

Res.  [228]  238 
IHsh  Political  Prisonem,  Res.  [231]  311 
Medical   Act   Amendment  (Foreign  Universi- 
tiM),2K.  [230]  1008 

[eonf. 


\ 


Ward,  Dr.  M.  F. — eoiU, 

Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add,  el,  [229]  75, 

231 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts—"  Royal  Sovereign," 
Scurvy  on  board  the,  [227]  302 
Scurvy,  Cases  of,  [227]  1414,  1715 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
[227]  112 
Public    Business,   Arrangement    of,   [230] 
1639 
Parliament — Referees  on  Private  Bills,  Nomi- 
nation of  Select  Committee,  Amendt.  [227] 
1496 
Post  Office— Telegraph  Messages,  [231]  1068 
Supply — Local  Government    Board,  Ac.  [227] 
518 
Public  Education.  Ireland,  [231]  278 
Public  Works  in  Ireland.  [227]  1845 
Revenue  Departments,  [228]  1878 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 

[230]  364,  364 
Women's  Disabilities  Removal,  2R.  [228]  1702 

War  Department  Post  Office  (Remnnera. 
tion,  ftc.)  Bill 

{Mr,  William  Benry  Smithy  Mr,  Secretary  Bardy, 
Lord  John  Manners) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  I**  •  June  22  [Bill  206] 

Read  ^^  •  June  26 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  *'  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  *' 
July  6  ;  debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  August  8,  [231]  856 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
**  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  two  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee  "  {Mr, 
Mellor)  V. ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the 
words,  &o. ; "  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Main  Question.  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ac,"  put, 
and  agreed  to  ;  Committee  ;  Report 

Read  3=  •  Auaust  9 
I,  Read  !••  (The  Linrd  President)  August  10 

Read  2*  •  August  1 1  (No.  219) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  August  12 

Read  3**  August  14 

Royal  Assent  August  15  [39  <k  40  Vict.  0.  68] 

Waterlow,  Sir  S.  H.,  3faidstone 

Borough  Boundaries.  [227]  2010 

Crossed  Cheques,  3R.  [231]  1216  ;  Re^omm; 

el  12.  1220 
Metropolitan  Board  of   Works,  2R.  Amendt. 

[227]  806 

Watkin,  Sir  E.  W.,  Rythe 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Comm.  [230]  1158 
Army — Military  Prisoners — Gunner  Charlton, 

Case  of,  [227]  256 ;   [230]  1962  ;  [231]  874, 

875 
County   Palatine  of  T^ancaster  (Clerk  of  the 

Peace).  2R.  [227]  337 
Elementary  Education  Act,  1870— Science  in 

Elementary  Schools,  [228]  1405 
Harbours  of  Refuge — Dnngeness.  [227]  553 
Mercantile  Marine  —  Wrecks  off  Dnngeness, 

[229]  1356 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  el,  14,  [228]  1584 
MetropoliUn   Railway,  2R.    [227]  807«  810, 
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Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. — cant. 

Navy— Hen  wood,  Mr.  Charles  Frederick,  Peti- 
tion of,  [229]  1038;  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  1613 

Offences  against  the  Person,  Comm.  [227]  332, 
1190 

Parliament  —  Order  —  Private  Bills— Solicita- 
tion of  Votes,  Explanation,  [230]  860,  861, 
863,  1135 

Parliament — Private  Bills — Canvassing  in  the 
House,  Res.  [227]  1491,  1495 

Railway  Passenger  Doty,  Res.  [227]  1593 

Turkey— Bulgaria,  Atrocities  in,  [230]  1185 

United  States— Indian  War,  [230]  1697 

Watney,  Mr.  J.,  Surrey f  JE. 

Elementary   Education,   Comm.   cl.    16,  [230] 

1497 
Poor  Law— Out-door  Relief— Charlotte  Ham- 
mond, Case  of,  [229]  1351 

Waste  Lands  and  Peasants  Dwellings 
(Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Biggar,  Mr,  Cowen,  Mr.  (yStUHvan) 
e.  Ordered  • /tt/y  17 

Read  l""  •  August  1  [Bill  280] 

2R.  [Dropped] 

Waste  Lands  (Ireland)  Reclamatipn  Bill 

{Mr.  PameUy  Mr.  MacCarthy,  Captain  Nolan) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l*  •  Feb  9  [Bill  12] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  June  28 

Waterford,  New   Boss,   and    Wexford 
Jnnction  Railway  (Sale)  Bill 

{Mr.    yVilliam  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  lo»  May  12  [Bill  148] 

Referred  to  Select  Committee  May  29 
Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  do  consist  of 
Five  Members,   Three  to  be  nominated  by 
tiic  House,  and  Two  to  be  nominated  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection 
Ordered,  That  Mr.  Ridley,  Captain  Hood,  and 
Mr.  Blennerhassett  be  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee (Mr.  WiUiam  Henry  Smith)  June  1 
Report  of  Select  Comm.  June  16 
Committee*  (on  re-comm.) ;  Report  June  19 
Read  3*>*  June  20  [Bill  198] 

I.  Read  1*  •  (  The  Lord  President),  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners  June  22  (No.  133) 

Read  2»  •  July  7 
Committee*  ;  Report  July  10 
Read  8»»yu/y  11 
Royal  Assent /ti/y  13    [39  &  40  Vict,  c.  98] 

Wayexey,  Lord 

Army  Mobiliiation,  [231]  226 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [231]  814 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland).  Res.  [229]  1412 
Languages  (India) — Indian  Civil  ^^rvice,  [230] 

1469 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  2R.  [231]  932 
Notices  to  Quit  (IreUnd),  2R.  [230]  1695 
RoyalTitles,  2R.  [228]S49 
Turkey — Second  Note  of  the  Three  Po' 

The  IXspaich,  [229]  1512 
Turkey— Treaties  ol  V856,R«*.\iiv'iUQ 


\ 


WA  YS  AND  MEANS 

MlSOBLLANBOUa   QuiSTIONB 

Customs  (Outdoor  Department)^ The  Playfmr 
Commission,  Qnestii>n,  Mr.  Boord ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  11.  Smith  May  23,  [219]  1116  ;— /a- 
land  Revenue  (Out-door  Department)^ The 
Play  fair  Commission,  Question,  Mr.  Wheel, 
house  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex> 
chequer /un«  16,  (.229]  1973 
Duties  on  Offices  of  Profit,  Question,  Mr.  Ry- 
lands;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  May  4, 
[229]  48 

Friendly  and  Building  Societies — Fees  on  Ctr- 
tificates.  Question,  Mr.  Rylands;  Answer. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  3, 
[228]  1096 

Friendly  Societies  Act,  1876  —  Ctrtijieates  »f 
Deaths,  Question,  Mr.  Waddy  ;  Anawer,  Mr. 
Solater-Booth  Feb  21,  [337]  668  ;  Qneatioo, 
Mr.  Ashbory ;  Answer,  TheChanoellorof  the 
Exchequer  Mar  16,  [328]  71  ;  Questioo,  Mr. 
Rylands ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  Um 
Exchequer  April  3,  1096;  Qoettioo,  Mr. 
W.  Holms  ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  April  6,  1326 

Oame  Licences,  Queetioo,  Sir  Alexander  Gor- 
don ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exeht- 
quer  May  SO,  [339]  1419 

Orocers'  Wine  asCi  Spirit  Licences,  Qoee- 
tion,  Mr.  Bolckow ;  Answer,  Mr.  Aashetos 
Cross  Mar  7.  [237]  1668 

Income  Tax,  The — Customs  and  Inland  Rett- 
nue   Act,    1876,    Question,    Mr.   Thomsoe 
Hankey  ;    Answer,   The  Chancellor  of  tbt   . 
Exchequer  May  15,  [329]  668 

Inland  Revenue — ArmorUu  Bearinys,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  13,  [230] 
1391 

Inland  Revenue  Department  —  Ciwil  Smrice 
Inquiry  Commitiion,  Question,  Mr.  Dunbar ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Feb  21,  [227]  656;  Question,  Mr.  Massey : 
Answer,  The  Ch.incellor  of  the  Exchequer 
August  7,  [231]  695  ;— Extra  Pay.  Question. 
Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  July  13,  [^230]  1590;--ri^ 
Treasury  Minute,  Explanation,  The  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  3,  [330]  858 

Inland  Revenue — Out-door  Excise  Establish- 
ment, Question,  Mr.  Monk ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  26,  [230] 
422 

Malt  Tax,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Storer ;  Aa- 
swer.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer 
June  16,  [229"  1973 

Public  Health  Act.  \S75—7he  Prory  Stainp, 
Question,  Mr.  Coope  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sciater- 
Booth  ^/wn7  7.  [228]  1410 

Railway  Passenger  D*(ty,  Questions.  Mr.  Mac- 
donald ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer July  17,  [230]  1474  : — The  London 
Chatham  and  Dover,  and  the  Lvtfion  Brigh- 
ton and  South  Coait  Railways,  Question, 
Mr.  Macdonald  :  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  August  11.  ^231]  1075 

Stamp  Duty  on  Bankers'  Deposits — S««  tixk 
Bankers'  Ikposits — FinanAal  Panics 

Taxes  on  Casual  Sfrtants.  Quesiion,  Scr  Henry 
P<£«W;  A.uftwer,  Tne  Cnancelior  ol  ia*   Ex* 
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Wats  aib  Mianb— eoitf. 

The  Stamp  Act— Marine  PoHeie* — **  Sauoon  v 
Sarris,"  Question,  Mr.  Griere ;  Answer,  The 
Chftooellor  of  the  Ezoheqaer  Feb  22,  [227] 
679 

WATS  AND  MEANS 

RetolTod,  '*  That  this  House  will,  upon  Fridaj, 
retolre  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider  of 
the  Ways  And  MeAns  for  mising  the  Supplj 
to  be  gnmted  to  Her  Majesty  "  Feb  9 

[See  titles  C(m«o/t<fa<«(i/Vifuf  (£4,080,000) 
Bill —Exchequer  Bands  (£4,080,000) 
BiU] 

328]  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  20,  345— 
(£1,029,550  5f.  Id.)  ConsoIidAted  Fund 
(Deficiencies,  1875-6^— (£9.000,000)  Con- 
soUdated  Fund  (Services,  1876-7)— Resolu- 
tions reported  Mar  21 

.Considered    in    Committee    April  3,   1100 — 

Financiil  StAtement  of  The  CbAncellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  moving  the  First  Resolution, 

"ThAt  there  shAll  be  chArged,  collected.  And 
pAid  for  one  year,  commencing  on  the  6th 
day  of  April,  one  thousAnd  eight  hundred 
And  seventy-six,  in  respect  of  all  Property, 
Profits,  and  Gains  mentioned  or  described 
as  chargeable  in  th«  Act  of  the  sixteenth  and 
scTenteenth  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign, 
chapter  thirty-four,  the  following  Duties  of 
Income  Tax  (that  is  to  say) : 

For  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual 
value  or  Amount  of  a11  such  Property, 
Profits,  And  OaIus  chargeAble  under 
Schedules  (A)  (C)  (D)  or  (E)  of  the 
SAid  Act,  the  Duty  of  Three  Pence  ; 

And  For  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the 
Annual  value  of  the  occupation  of  Lands, 
Tenements,  Hereditaments,  and  Heri- 
tages chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of 
this  Act  :— 

In  England,  the  Duty  of  One  Penny 
Halfpenny ;  and 

In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively, 
the  Duty  of  One  Fenny  Farthing  " 

After  debate,  Committee — b.p. 

The  Financial  Statement — Abatements  from 
Income   Tax,  Question,  Mr.  Whitwell ;  An- 
swer, The    Chancellor    of   the    Exchequer 
.      April  6, 1324 

.Considered   in    Committee    April  6,    1353  — 
Resolution  [April  3]  again  proposed 

Amendt.  proposed  [that  the  Duties  be  2d.,  Id.* 
and  \d.  respectively]  {Mr,  Charles  Lewis) ; 
after  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  52,  N.  113; 
M.  61 

Original  Question  agreed  to 

Other  Resolutions  moved,  and  agreed  to 

Resolutions  reported,  and  agreed  to  April  7  ; 
Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Raikes,  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Mr.  WiUiam  Henry  Smith) ; 
presented,  and  read  1»  [BiU  124] 

[See  title—  CusUnm  and  Inland  Revenue 
BiU] 


Wats  aitd  Miahs— Amf . 

229]  Considered  in  Committee  Jfay  22, 1082 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That, 
towArds  mAking  good  the  Supply  granted  to 
Her  MAJesty  for  the  service  of  the  ycAr  end- 
ing the  31st  dAy  of  MArch  1877,  the  sum  of 
£11,000,000  be  granted  out  of  the  ConsoIi- 
dAted Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  " 

Moved,  "  ThAt  the  ChAirmAU  do  report  Pro- 
gress, And  Ask  leAve  to  sit  AgAin"  {Mr. 
0*SuUivan);  Question  put ;  A.  15,  N.  87; 
M.72 

OriginAl  Question  again  proposed  ;  Moved, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair  "  {Mr,  PameU) ;  Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Resolution  reported  May  23 

231]  Considered  in  Cortumiiee  August  6 
Resolved,  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  ser- 
vice of  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of 
March  1877,  the  sum  of  £28,703,043  be 
granted,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom 

.  Resolution  reported  August  7,  758 
After  short  debate.  Resolution  agreed  to 

SUMMARY. 
Wats  and  Mxahs. 

GbANTB  out  op  THB     CoNSOLinATXD   i*17ND. 

For  the  service  of         £     s.  d,  £     s.   d, 

the  years  ending 
31stMarchl875 
and  1876 ; 

UnderAct39yic. 
cap.  2       4,080,000  0    0 

Under  Act  39  Vic. 
cap.  4       1,029,550  5     1 

For  the  service  of 
the  year  ending 
31  St  March 
1877;  vix. 

Under  Act  39  Vic. 
cap.  4     9,000,000  0  0 

Under  Act  39  Vic. 
cap.  15 11,000,000  0  0 

Under  this  Act  ...28.703,043  0  0 

48,703.043  0    0 


Total   ...   £53,812.593  5     1 


Ctfonf. 


I 


Ways    and  Means — Customs — The    Wine 
Duties 

Moved,  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  Appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  present  system  of  levying 
the  Customs  Duties  on  Wine  '*  {Mr.  William 
Cartwright)  Mar  7,  [227]  1569  ;  After  short 
debAte,  Question  put.  And  uegAtived 

(^See  title  Civil  SenixM  Itiq^r^  Cviwiio:^- 
tum\ 
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Wai/8  and  Means — Zoeai  and  Imperial 
Taxation — The  Ineome  Tax 
Amendt.  on  Committ«e  of  Wajs  and  Means 
April  6.  To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and 
add  *'  Local  and  Imperial  Taxation,  when 
they  have  a  common  incidence,  should  have 
a  common  basis  of  valnation,  and  should 
alike  be  assessed  upon  tbe  net  rental  or 
value  of  Real  Property  ;  and  that  Imperial 
Taxation,  when  levied  upon  industrial  earn- 
ings, should  be  subject  to  such  an  abatement 
as  may  equitably  adjust  the  burthens  thrown 
upon  intelligence  and  skill  as  compared  with 
property "  {Mr,  Hubbard)  v.  [328]  1331 ; 
after  debate,  Question  put, ''  That  tbe  words, 
Ac.;"A.  156,N.84;  M.  72 

7Fai/s  and  Means — Inland  Revenue — Ex- 
cise— Blending  of  Irish  Whiskey 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  practice  which  has  been 
prmitted  of  late  years  of  mixing  Whiskey 
in  Her  Majesty's  Bonding  and  Inland  Re- 
venue Stores  with  other  spirits :  to  report 
to  this  House  whether  the  practice  is  inju- 
rious to  the  public  and  to  the  manufacturers 
of  Irish  Whiskey,  and  whether,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Committee,  the  practice  ought  or 
ought  not  to  be  discontinued  ;  and  that  the 
Committee  do  also  inquire  into  the  effect  of 
using  new  made  spirits,  and  to  report  whe- 
ther it  would  be  in  the  interest  of  the  public 
for  the  Government  to  detain  all  spirits  and 
Whiskey  in  Bond  until  it  is  at  least  twelve 
months  old"  {Mr,  0' Sullivan)  April  4, [228] 
1185 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  practice  of 
'blending'  Whiskey  docs  not  necessarily 
cause  adulteration,  and  it  is  inexpedient  to 
deprive  traders  in  British  spirits  of  trade 
facilities  that  are  allowed  to  traders  in 
F^oroign  spirits,  wines,  and  various  other 
bonded  articles'*  {Mr.  Anderson)  v.;  after 
debate,  Question  put,  "  That  the  words, 
&c. ;"  A.  09,  N.  145:  M.  67 

Question  proposed,  ••  That  the  words  *  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  practice  of  '  blend- 
ing '  Whiskey  does  not  necessarily  cause 
adulteration,  and  it  is  inexpedient  to  deprive 
traders  in  British  spirits  of  trade  facilities 
that  are  allowed  to  traders  in  Foreign  spirits, 
wines,  and  various  other  bonded  articles,' 
be  added,  t;. ;  "  Amendt.  withdrawn 

TTest  Indies — Island  of  St.  Vincent 
Question,    Mr.    Errington  ;    Answer,   Mr.    J. 
Lowther    Mai/    11,    [229]    365  ;     Question, 
Admiral  Egerton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 
Julif  10.  [230]  1170 

Coolies— Numbers P.P.  2i9 

West  Indies — The  Windward  Islands 
Fedfnjtion,   Question,    Mr.    Cowper-Temple  ; 

Answer,    Mr.    J.    Lowther   April  4,    [228] 

1178 
Rf ported  Disturb  mcest  Questions,  Mr.  Thorn - 

hill,   Mr.  Wait ;    Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 

jyuvll,[229]367 


^1 


Whalley,  Mr.  G.  H.,  PeUrhtrmigh 

Appelate  JuriidiotioQ,  Conrid.  [931]  806,  870, 

871 :  add.  el.  872 ;  d.  13.  889,  884, 885 
Army  Estimatet — I^nd  Forces,  [337]  1977 
Criminal  Law  Evidence  Amendment,  3R.  BiU 

withdrawn,  [230]  1938 
Criminal   Law  —  Orton,    Tbe  Convict,  [229] 
1271 
Queen  v.  Castro  —  Orion   Portraits,  de. 
231]  878,  879,  1071  :— WitMtset,  [228] 
'2,  73.  246 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  Consid.  d.  3,  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  [231]  1149,  1150  ;  e/.5,  1151; 
add,   d.    Motion    for    reporting    Progress, 
1152 
Electoral  County  Boards  (Ireland),  2R.  [237] 
783 
939]  Elementary  Education,  Leave,  982 
930jComm.  el.  28,  1508 ;  e/.  33.  1511  ;  d  34, 
.      1512;   add.   el.   1651,   1652,    1657,   iM, 
.    ,1659,  1663,  1723,  1849,  1850,  1904,  200S, 
.     2004 

231]  odd.  d.  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  19, 
.     20,  21,  67  ;  Lords  Amendts,  Consid.  1222 
English  Channel— StraiU  Tunnel,  [930]  947 
India  —  Army  —  Roman   Catholic  ChapUho, 
[230]  1280, 1281,  1396 
Roman  Catholic  Cathedrals,  [230]  1889 
Ireland — Magistrates — Orange  Meeting,  Speech 
at,  [229]  170 
Papal  Authority  in,  [230]  948,  949 
Ireland — Common  Plels — Resignation  of  Chief 
'  Justice,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  [231]  1234 
Mercantile  Marine — Pensions  to  Seamen,  Res. 

[227] 1829,  1830 
Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions  (Grest 
BriUin),  Res.  [228]  1007, 1015,  1016:  Peti- 
tion, [229]  846 
Open  Spaces  (Metropolitan  District).  Comm. 

[228]  428 
Parliamentary  Reporting,  [231]  1198,  1199 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)   Act,  Res.  [228] 

1247 
Prisons,  Leave,  [229]  1549  ;  2R.  [230]  9SS 
Prisons  Bill — Roman  Catholic  Chaplains,  [230] 

1394 
Public  Meetings — Freedom  of  Discussion,  [2  28] 

1327,  1328 
Ways  and    Means — Income   Tax,    Res.  [228] 
1361 


Wheelhouse,  Mr.  W.  St.  James,  Leeds 

Barristers    and    Advocates    Fees,    2R.    [229] 

324 
Civil  Service,  [227]  484 
Commons,  Consid.  Amendt.  [230]  137 
Election  of  Aldermen  (Cumulaiire  Vote).  2R. 

[229]  1603 
Elementary    Education,    Leave,    '229'    956  ; 

Comm.  [230]  1284  ;  iuid.  cl.  i6tV3,  1665 
Homicide  l^w  Amendment,  2R.  '227]  16il9 
Inland  Revenue — Out-door  I^epairtment Play- 
fair  Commission,  ^229]  1973 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards^  2R. 

[229]  879,  880,  887 
Medical    Act    Amendment  (Foreign   Unireni- 

ties),  2R.  Amendt.  1 230_;  \K*Oi 
Offences  againsi  the  Person.  2K.  Amendt.  [22;] 

140 
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IfwwMUumMf  Mr.  W.  St.  Jamet    coiif. 

P«aiitif«  Prohibitory  Liqnor,  3R.  Amendt 
(229]  1821 

fUue  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Saoday  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2),  3R.  [230]  1S48 

Sopply-^ivil  Serrioe  Commission,  [227]  514 

Whxtbbsad,  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 

Cootagioas  Diseases  AcU  Repeal,  2R.  [230] 

1603, 1614 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  add.  cl,  [230] 

1995 
Fagitire  Slares— Ciroalars,  [227]  230;   Ees. 

685,  819 
Parliament  —  Pablio  Petitions — Monastic  and 

ConTentoal  Institutions,  [228]  1401 
Parliament — Private  Bills — Canvassing  in  the 

House,  Res.  [227]  1494 
Prisons,  Leave,  [329]  1547  ;  2R.  [230]  314, 

889 


Whitelaw,  Mr.  A.,  Glasgow 

Publicans  Certificates  (Scotland),  Comm.  el,  4, 
Amendt.  [228]  1809 ;  add,  el  1814 


Whitwbll,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Consid.  e2.  13,  [231]  883 
Army— Guards,  Brigiiieof,  Special  Allowances 

to  the,  [229]  1993 
Bow  Street  Police  Court  (Site),  [230]  1625 
Cattle  Disease  (Ireland),  Coosid.  [230]  2022 
Commons,  Leave,  [227]  197:  2R.  543  ;  Comm. 

el,  2,  Amendt.  [229J  1394  ;  el.  4,  Amendt. 

1623;  el,  8,  Amendt.   1630;   el,  12,  1634; 

Consid.  [230]  132 
Criminal  Law->Constabulary  Grants,  [231]  9 
Crossed  Cheques,  Re-comm.  el.  12,  [231]  1220 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  Consid.  el.  3,  [231]  1150 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  add,  el, 

[229] 1216 
Elementary  Education,  Comm.  cl.  4,  [230]  1290, 

1292  ;  el,  14,  1466  ;  Postponed  cl.  8,  1629  ; 

add.  d,    1662.    1847,  1897,  2001 ;    Consid. 

el.  8,  [231]  475 
Fiji— The  Und  Question,  [231]  1157 
Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  add,  cl,  [228]  1948 ; 
*  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  [231]  1183 
Navy  Estimates — Steam  Machinery,  Ac.  [230] 

472 
Offences  against  the  Person,  2R.  [227]  141 
Orphan  and  Deserted  Children  (Ireland),  2R. 

[2303990 
Owners  of  Land  (England) — New  "  Domesday 

Book,-  [228]  1768 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  2R.  [230]  1876 
Ports,  Harbours,  dec.  United  Kingdom,  [231] 

699 
Portugal,  Commercial   Relations  with,  [227] 

137 
Prisons,  Leave,  [229]  1661 
Public   Health  —  Uppingham,  Drainage    and 

Water  Supply— Return  of  the  School,  [231] 

1206 
Public  Prosecutors— Legislation,  [227]  556 
Supply — British  Museum,  [231]  265 
Civil  Service  Commission,  [227]  511 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  Motion 
for  reporting  Progress,  [228]  1468 

lomi  Qofenuomit  Botii,  So,  [227]  681 


Whitwill,  Mr.  J. — eont, 

Turkey— Bulgaria,  Atrocities  in,  [231]  734 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [228] 

1142.  1324 
Ways  and   Means— Income    Tax,  Res.   [228] 

1361,  1364 

Whitwoeth,  Mr.  B.,  Kilkenny 

Constabulary  (Ireland)  —  James    Brannigan, 

Case  of,  [227]  660 
Fugitive  Slave  Circulars,  Res.  [227]  889 
Irish  Political  Prisoners,  Res.  [231]  312 

Wild  Fowl  Preservation  Bill 

(Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr,  Rodwelt) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Feb  9  [Bill  42] 

Moved,  "That   the   Bill    be    now    read   2^" 

Feb  23,  [227]  788 ;  debate  adjourned 
2R.  *,  debate  further  adjourned  Feb  24 
Debate  resumed  May  24,  [229]  1181 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "now,    and  add  ''upon 

this  day  six  months "  {Mr,  P,  A.  Taylor) ; 

Question  put,  "That  *now,'  dro. ;"  A.  337, 

N.  18;  M.324 
Main    Question    put,    and    agreed    to ;    Bill 

read  2<» 
Committee;  Report,  after  short  debate  Jim^  9, 

1661 
Considered*  June  12 
SR.,  Debate  adjourned  June  14,  1884 
Read  3<»  *  June  20 
I.  Heskd  !••  {Tha Lord Henniker)  June  22 {lio,\3i) 
Read  2*  July  3,  [230]  846 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  10 
Read  3*  July  17,  1469;    aAer  short  debate. 

Bill  passed 
Royal  Assent  July  24     [39  &  40  Vict.  c.  29] 

Williams,  Mr.  W.,  Denhighy  ^c. 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Comm.c/.  3,  [230]  1160; 

Consid.   el,   6,   Amendt.  [231]  768;   el.   7, 

Amondt.  769  ;  add.  el.  870,872,880  ;  el,  13, 

882 
Burial   Services  in  Parish  Churchyards,  Res. 

[227]  1383 
Churchyards— Owston  Churchyard,  [227]  1201 
Judges   Chambers— Reporters,   Admission  of, 

[227]  479 
Maritime  Contracts,  Leave,  [227]  156 
228]  Merchant  Shipping,  Comm.  el.  3,  648,  651, 

605.  896,   906;  cl.  6,    1166.   1169;    el.   9, 

1369,  1370;  cl.   15,  1606;  Amendt.  1618; 

cl   16,  1798,  1802;   cl    18,    1809;   cl.    19, 

18S2  ;  cl.  24,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 

1886  ;  cl  27.  1915,  1917  ;  add.  cl  1928 
229]  66  ;  Consid.  cl  4,  1066  ;  cl  11,  1069 
jTavy —  "  Mistletoe "   Collision,  [228]   1476, 

1477 
Rojal  Titles— The  Proclamation,  [228]  1778 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act — Public  Analysts, 

[227]  1293 
Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 

of  Justice,  Ac.  [227]  1849 

WiLMOT,  Sir  J.  E.,  Warwichhire,  8, 
Administration  of  the  Navy,  Motion  for  a  Royal 

Commission,  [230]  489, 464,  <&& 
Africa,  N^eati    CoaaX.  ol— \i\%\wi\«a  -wSSiXk  \i%»- 
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